[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q5._scale. [T2B - Summary] - How concerned are you about the current state of

housing affordability in
e

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1763 795
The GTA, overall 88% 88%
1716 773
Your area of the GTA 86% 86%

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q6. How likely are you to leave the GTA to live in another jurisdiction due to

affordability reasons within the next 5 years?
-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
855 371
Top 2 Box (Net) 43% 41%
G
316 111
Very likely (4) 16% 12%
539 260
Somewhat likely (3) 27% 29%
G
1145 529
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 57% 59%
EHK
653 304
Not very likely (2) 33% 34%
K
492 225
Not at all likely (1) 25% 25%
EK
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
Mean 2.34 2.28
G
std. Dev. 1.02 0.98
Std. Err. 0.02 0.03

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q8._scale. [Building more multi-unit (4-6 units) homes in existing

neighbourhoods?] - Do you support or oppose the following as potential ways
Regions

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1446 662
Top 2 Box (Net) 72% 74%
534 259
Strongly support (4) 27% 29%
J
912 403
Somewhat support (3) 46% 45%
554 238
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 28% 26%
381 165
Somewhat oppose (2) 19% 18%
173 73
Strongly oppose (1) 9% 8%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.9 2.94
Mean
J
0.89 0.89
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

Table of contents



[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Development intensification around transit hubs?] - Do you support
or oppose the following as potential ways to address housing affordability

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1621 745
Top 2 Box (Net) 81% 83%
537 273
Strongly support (4) 27% 30%
CHIJ
1084 471
Somewhat support (3) 54% 52%
379 155
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 19% 17%
296 118
Somewhat oppose (2) 15% 13%
83 37
Strongly oppose (1) 4% 4%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.04 3.09
Mean
CHJ
0.76 0.77
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Lowering the taxes charged to first-time home buyers?] - Do you
support or oppose the following as potential ways to address housing

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1700 756
Top 2 Box (Net) 85% 84%
857 375
Strongly support (4) 43% 42%
843 381
Somewhat support (3) 42% 42%
300 144
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 15% 16%
233 106
Somewhat oppose (2) 12% 12%
67 38
Strongly oppose (1) 3% 4%
E
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.24 3.22
Mean
0.79 0.81
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Lowering taxes for all home buyers?] - Do you support or oppose
the following as potential ways to address housing affordability issues in the

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1643 698
Top 2 Box (Net) 82% 78%
885 380
Strongly support (4) 44% 42%
758 319
Somewhat support (3) 38% 35%
357 202
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 18% 22%
CEFGJ
288 162
Somewhat oppose (2) 14% 18%
CEJ
69 40
Strongly oppose (1) 3% 4%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.23 3.15
Mean
0.82 0.87
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Removing HST from the purchase of a new home under $1.5
million?] - Do you support or oppose the following as potential ways to

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1671 734
Top 2 Box (Net) 84% 82%
902 391
Strongly support (4) 45% 43%
770 342
Somewhat support (3) 38% 38%
K
329 166
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 16% 18%
249 124
Somewhat oppose (2) 12% 14%
80 42
Strongly oppose (1) 4% 5%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.25 3.2
Mean
0.82 0.85
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample
Q8._scale. [Allowing those who sell a multi-unit residential building to defer
capital gains taxes if they reinvest the proceeds into building new purpose-built

Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1550 701
Top 2 Box (Net) 78% 78%
440 192
Strongly support (4) 22% 21%
1111 509
Somewhat support (3) 56% 57%
L
450 199
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 22% 22%
338 148
Somewhat oppose (2) 17% 16%
111 51
Strongly oppose (1) 6% 6%
G
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.94 2.93
Mean
0.78 0.78
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q8._scale. [Placing limits on the size of municipal fees or charges for small infill

housing projects?] - Do you support or oppose the following as potential ways
Regions

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1702 764
Top 2 Box (Net) 85% 85%
561 289
Strongly support (4) 28% 32%
CFJ
1142 476
Somewhat support (3) 57% 53%
298 136
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 15% 15%
244 110
Somewhat oppose (2) 12% 12%
53 26
Strongly oppose (1) 3% 3%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.1 3.14
Mean
0.71 0.73
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.02
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Standardizing Community Benefits Charges across municipalities to
make them more transparent and predictable?] - Do you support or oppose

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1772 794
Top 2 Box (Net) 89% 88%
599 277
Strongly support (4) 30% 31%
1174 516
Somewhat support (3) 59% 57%
228 106
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 11% 12%
197 92
Somewhat oppose (2) 10% 10%
30 14
Strongly oppose (1) 2% 2%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.17 3.17
Mean
0.66 0.67
Std. Dev.
0.01 0.02
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q8._scale. [Reducing or capping municipal development charges to help lower
the cost of new housing?] - Do you support or oppose the following as

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1679 762
Top 2 Box (Net) 84% 85%
644 292
Strongly support (4) 32% 32%
1035 471
Somewhat support (3) 52% 52%
K
321 138
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 16% 15%
247 100
Somewhat oppose (2) 12% 11%
74 38
Strongly oppose (1) 4% 4%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.12 3.13
Mean
0.76 0.77
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q8._scale. [Requiring municipalities to meet firm timelines for development

approvals, with penalties if deadlines are missed?] - Do you support or oppose
Regions

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1754 794
Top 2 Box (Net) 88% 88%
757 361
Strongly support (4) 38% 40%
998 433
Somewhat support (3) 50% 48%
246 106
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 12% 12%
205 88
Somewhat oppose (2) 10% 10%
41 17
Strongly oppose (1) 2% 2%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.24 3.26
Mean
0.71 0.71
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.02
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q8._scale. [Preventing municipalities from implementing by-laws that could
prohibit rental property owners from renovating their properties without

AAAAAAAA NA vimnit riininard A Annac A s Fall Al
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A
Unweighted Base 2000
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1264 573
Top 2 Box (Net) 63% 64%
452 196
Strongly support (4) 23% 22%
812 377
Somewhat support (3) 41% 42%
736 327
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 37% 36%
531 222
Somewhat oppose (2) 27% 25%
205 105
Strongly oppose (1) 10% 12%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.75 2.74
Mean
0.92 0.93
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q8._scale. [Limiting the use of bulk heritage designations that freeze
redevelopment of properties with limited heritage value?] - Do you support or

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1379 601
Top 2 Box (Net) 69% 67%
387 180
Strongly support (4) 19% 20%
992 421
Somewhat support (3) 50% 47%
621 299
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 31% 33%
479 215
Somewhat oppose (2) 24% 24%
143 84
Strongly oppose (1) 7% 9%
CEKL
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.81 2.77
Mean
0.83 0.87
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q8._scale. [Relaxing building design rules and minimum lot sizes that could

prevent small-scale infill housing?] - Do you support or oppose the following as
Regions

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1336 618
Top 2 Box (Net) 67% 69%
H
356 158
Strongly support (4) 18% 18%
980 460
Somewhat support (3) 49% 51%
H
664 282
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 33% 31%
508 215
Somewhat oppose (2) 25% 24%
156 67
Strongly oppose (1) 8% 7%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.77 2.79
Mean
H
0.83 0.82
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q8._scale. [Better align Canada's immigration strategy with our capacity to
build housing?] - Do you support or oppose the following as potential ways to

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1785 814
Top 2 Box (Net) 89% 90%
EK
976 438
Strongly support (4) 49% 49%
809 376
Somewhat support (3) 40% 42%
K
215 86
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 11% 10%
161 61
Somewhat oppose (2) 8% 7%
54 24
Strongly oppose (1) 3% 3%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.35 3.36
Mean
0.74 0.73
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.02
Std. Err.

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q9._scale. [T2B - Summary] - To what extent do you agree or disagree with the
following

I

Unweighted Base 2000 750

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1426 663

We're not building enough homes 71% 74%

F

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
591 228

Governments are doing a good job addressing housing

affordability 30% 25%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1750 789

We need to do everything we can to make housing more

affordable 87% 88%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1741 780

| am worried about the next generation’s ability to afford a

home 87% 87%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1607 734

Municipalities are not doing enough to make housing more

affordable 80% 82%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1356 652

The housing situation in my city will have an impact on how

I vote in the municipal elections being held in 2026 68% 72%

CFGI

Base: Total Answering 2000 900

712 295

If | were to buy a home in the GTA right now, I'm confident
that | could find the type of home | want, in a location | want
to live in, at a price | could afford

36% 33%
H
Base: Total Answering 1962 884
1019 460
I've given up on being able to afford a home in the GTA 52% 52%
Base: Total Answering 1962 884
1129 543
| dream of owning a home in the GTA 58% 61%
CFGH
Base: Total Answering 1322 529
1185 479
I'm proud to own a home in the GTA 90% 91%
H
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1589 735
I'm frustrated by the lack of progress on housing
affordability in the GTA 79% 82%

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q9._scale. [B2B - Summary] - To what extent do you agree or disagree with the
following

I

Unweighted Base 2000 750

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
574 237

We're not building enough homes 29% 26%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1409 672

Governments are doing a good job addressing housing

affordability 70% 75%

CEUK

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
250 111

We need to do everything we can to make housing more

affordable 13% 12%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
259 120

| am worried about the next generation’s ability to afford a

home 13% 13%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
393 166

Municipalities are not doing enough to make housing more

affordable 20% 18%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
644 248

The housing situation in my city will have an impact on how

I vote in the municipal elections being held in 2026 32% 28%

Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1288 605

If | were to buy a home in the GTA right now, I'm confident
that | could find the type of home | want, in a location | want
to live in, at a price | could afford

64% 67%
Base: Total Answering 1962 884
943 424
I've given up on being able to afford a home in the GTA 8% 8%
Base: Total Answering 1962 884
833 341
| dream of owning a home in the GTA 42% 39%
Base: Total Answering 1322 529
138 50
I'm proud to own a home in the GTA 10% 9%
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
411 165
I’m frustrated by the lack of progress on housing
affordability in the GTA 21% 18%

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

Q11. Do you believe that this is a reasonable or unreasonable amount of taxes,
fees and levies to pay on an average new single-detached home in the GTA?

-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
570 258
Top 2 Box (Net) 28% 29%
168 74
Very reasonable (4) 8% 8%
402 184
Somewhat reasonable (3) 20% 20%
1430 642
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 72% 71%
720 331
Not very reasonable (2) 36% 37%
710 311
Not at all reasonable (1) 36% 35%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.01 2.02
Mean
H
0.94 0.94
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable

Total sample

Q12. Development charges (DCs) in Ontario are levied by municipalities on new
home buyers to help fund the growth of communities and upgrade/expand
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Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
650 285
Top 2 Box (Net) 32% 32%
167 73
Very reasonable (4) 8% 8%
482 212
Somewhat reasonable (3) 24% 24%
1350 615
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 68% 68%
681 305
Not very reasonable (2) 34% 34%
669 310
Not at all reasonable (1) 33% 34%
F
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
2.07 2.05
Mean
H
0.95 0.95
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample
Q14. Would you support or oppose your local municipality reducing

development charges on new homes by 50%?
-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1650 746
Top 2 Box (Net) 82% 83%
F
766 344
Strongly support (4) 38% 38%
883 402
Somewhat support (3) 44% 45%
350 154
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 18% 17%
261 112
Somewhat oppose (2) 13% 12%
89 42
Strongly oppose (1) 4% 5%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%
3.16 3.16
Mean
F
0.82 0.82
Std. Dev.
0.02 0.03
Std. Err.

Overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/J/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g15._scale. [Taxes on housing in Ontario are too high and the province needs

to reform the system to build more homes and make life more affordable] - Do
Regions

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1787 790
Top 2 Box (Net) 89% 88%
944 419
Strongly agree 47% 47%
844 371
Somewhat agree 42% 41%
213 110
Bottom 2 Box (Net) 11% 12%
E
179 90
Somewhat disagree 9% 10%
33 20
Strongly disagree 2% 2%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/I/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/1/1/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Property taxes] - Do you believe that your city relies too much or
too little on these revenue streams, or is the balance about right?

-

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1224 540
Too much 61% 60%
662 295
About right 33% 33%
114 65
Too little 6% 7%
(ol
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

Table of contents




[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Municipal land-transfer taxes] - Do you believe that your city relies
too much or too little on these revenue streams, or is the balance about right?

-

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1043 504
Too much 52% 56%
CFI
849 351
About right 42% 39%
108 45
Too little 5% 5%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Transfers from federal or provincial governments] - Do you believe
that your city relies too much or too little on these revenue streams, or is the

-

- . -

A B

Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
569 249

Too much 28% 28%
910 399

About right 46% 44%
520 251

Too little 26% 28%
EK

2000 900

Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Housing development charges] - Do you believe that your city relies
too much or too little on these revenue streams, or is the balance about right?

-

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
1032 496
Too much 52% 55%
CFI
802 332
About right 40% 37%
165 72
Too little 8% 8%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [User fees and charges (i.e. utilities, recreational services, etc.)] - Do
you believe that your city relies too much or too little on these revenue

-

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
758 342
Too much 38% 38%
1087 490
About right 54% 54%
K
155 69
Too little 8% 8%
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Fines and penalties] - Do you believe that your city relies too much
or too little on these revenue streams, or is the balance about right?

_-

Total GTA 416

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
767 329
Too much 38% 37%
981 449
About right 49% 50%
252 122
Too little 13% 14%
L
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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[25-065843-01 - TRREB Advocacy]

Weight variable
Total sample

g19._scale. [Licenses and permits] - Do you believe that your city relies too
much or too little on these revenue streams, or is the balance about right?

-

- . -

A B
Unweighted Base 2000 750
Base: Total Answering 2000 900
688 308
Too much 34% 34%
1139 501
About right 57% 56%
173 91
Too little 9% 10%
|
2000 900
Sigma 100% 100%

Grid overlap formula used

- Column Means:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)

- Column Proportions:
Columns Tested (5%): A, B/C/D/E/F/G/H/I/}/K/L, M/N/O/P, Q/R, S/T, U/V
Minimum Base: 30 (**), Small Base: 100 (*)
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