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INTRODUCTION
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Objectives and Methodology

These are the findings of an Ipsos survey conducted between January 24 and February 16, 2022 on behalf of the City 
of Vancouver. 

The main objective of the survey is to understand residents’ views on emerging directions associated with the city-
wide Plan, in particular content associated with:

• The proposed “3 Big Ideas” (Equitable Housing and Complete Neighbourhoods; An Economy for All; and 
Climate Protection and Restored Ecosystems); and,

• “3 Areas of Change” (related to opportunities for growth and change in Transit Areas, Shopping Areas, and 
Low-Density Residential Areas).

Through this, the survey sought to further understand residents’ views on key issues related to housing, climate action 
and sustainability, employment and economy, environment, transportation, social well-being, community amenities, 
arts and culture, and infrastructure. The results of the research will be used to help guide the development of a new 
city-wide plan, called the Vancouver Plan. 

For this research, Ipsos conducted an online panel survey of 1,270 adult (18+ years) Vancouver residents. 

The survey was available in English, Cantonese, Mandarin, and Punjabi.

Quotas and weighting were employed to balance demographics to ensure that the sample’s composition reflects 
that of the adult Vancouver population according to Census data and to provide results intended to approximate 
the sample universe.

The precision of Ipsos online polls is measured using a credibility interval. In this case, the poll is accurate to within ±3.1 
percentage points, 19 times out of 20, of what the results would have been had all adult Vancouver residents been 
polled. The credibility interval will be wider among subsets of the population.

Some totals in the report may not add to 100%. Some summary statistics (e.g., total agree) may not match their 
component parts. The numbers are correct, and the apparent errors are due to rounding.

Analysis of some of the statistically significant demographic results is included where applicable. While a number of 
significant differences may appear in the cross-tabulation output, not all differences warrant discussion.
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Prioritizing Plan Objectives

Executive Summary

• Residents were presented with a list of 12 priorities and asked to rank their top five when thinking about how 
Vancouver might grow and change over the next 30 years.

• Overall, add Affordable Rental choices in neighbourhoods all across the city is a top five priority for 52% of 
residents. One-quarter (24%) identify it as their number one priority. 

• Residents place the next greatest emphasis on protect ecosystems and biodiversity (50%) and protect small, 
locally-owned business (49%).

• Rounding out the top five are add “Missing Middle” housing options in neighbourhoods (42%) and enable 
access to nature and public open spaces (parks and plazas) (42%).

Adding Affordable Rental choices is 

the top priority.

The next most important priorities are 

protecting ecosystems and 

biodiversity and protecting small, 

locally-owned businesses. 

Adding “Missing Middle” housing 

options and enabling access to 

nature and public open spaces 

round out the top five.
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Where and How Should Growth and Change Take Place?

Executive Summary

• 76% agree that Vancouver should add new housing types near neighbourhood assets like schools, parks, 
and community centres (38% strongly/39% somewhat). Another 14% are neutral and 8% disagree.

• 74% agree that Vancouver should have a range of housing options in all neighbourhoods (40% strongly/34% 
somewhat). Another 11% are neutral and 13% disagree.

• 68% agree that Vancouver should allow more rental housing on smaller, local roads within neighbourhoods 
(33% strongly/35% somewhat). Another 15% are neutral and 15% disagree.

• 66% agree that Vancouver should allow increased heights and density in neighbourhoods to create more 
housing that is affordable to people and families with incomes below $80,000 a year (34% strongly/32% 
somewhat). Another 13% are neutral and 18% disagree.

BIG IDEA #1: EQUITABLE HOUSING 

AND COMPLETE NEIGHBOURHOODS

Residents generally agree with the 

City’s ideas related to equitable 

housing and complete 

neighbourhoods.

While overall agreement is somewhat 

tempered (ranging between 2/3 and 

3/4 of residents), relatively few 

disagree with any of the proposed 

ideas.
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Where and How Should Growth and Change Take Place? (cont’d)

Executive Summary

• 67% of residents say that low-rise (3-6 storeys) rental housing would be acceptable on smaller, local roads 
within neighbourhoods. Fewer are accepting of mid-rise (7-12 storeys) (35%) and high-rise (more than 12 
storeys) (16%) rental housing in these areas. Another 9% say none of these forms of rental housing are 
acceptable and 6% are unsure.

• To make neighbourhoods thrive in the future, 57% of residents say there is the greatest need for grocery 
stores. Other important amenities and services include access to fast, frequent and reliable transit (49%), 
public open spaces (41%), health services (41%), places to eat/drink (37%), safe pathways and connections 
for walking & biking (32%), and civic services (31%).

BIG IDEA #1: EQUITABLE HOUSING 

AND COMPLETE NEIGHBOURHOODS

Residents prefer low-rise (3-6 storey) 

rental housing on smaller, local roads 

within neighbourhoods.

Grocery stores are identified as the 

most needed amenity.
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Where and How Should Growth and Change Take Place? (cont’d)

Executive Summary

• 73% agree that Vancouver should have more places for people to work throughout the city including within 
or near residential areas (27% strongly/46% somewhat). Another 17% are neutral and 8% disagree.

• 50% agree that Vancouver should protect and intensity development of our industrial lands and generally 
exclude residential development in these areas (20% strongly/31% somewhat). Another 24% are neutral and 
21% disagree.

• Overall, 82% of residents say that retail (i.e. grocery, coffee, pharmacy, restaurants) businesses would be 
acceptable in their neighbourhood, while 74% feel this way about services (i.e. hair salons, massage or 
physio therapy, dance studios). Residents are less accepting of offices spaces (i.e. banks, accountants, 
legal offices) (59%) and commercial (i.e. artist studios, maker spaces or wood shops, small scale food 
production) (55%). Another 3% say none of these would be acceptable and 5% are unsure.

BIG IDEA #2: AN ECONOMY THAT 

WORKS FOR ALL

Most agree that Vancouver should 

have more places to work 

throughout the city.

Opinion towards the development of 

industrial lands is more mixed.

Retail and service-oriented 

businesses are considered more 

acceptable than office and 

commercial spaces in local 

neighbourhoods.
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Where and How Should Growth and Change Take Place? (cont’d)

Executive Summary

• 87% agree that Vancouver should ensure our “grey and green infrastructure” such as streets, sewer and 
water systems, and urban forests can withstand and adapt to climate change effects (61% strongly/26% 
somewhat). Another 8% are neutral and 2% disagree.

• 77% agree that Vancouver should require sustainable construction methods in new buildings and renovation 
of older buildings (40% strongly/37% somewhat). Another 13% are neutral and 7% disagree. 

• 74% agree that Vancouver should limit growth to protect important ecosystems, such as shorelines, 
floodplains, and sensitive watershed/drainage areas (44% strongly/30% somewhat). Another 15% are neutral 
and 7% disagree.

• 74% agree that Vancouver should add more housing choice, retail, and businesses in residential areas to 
reduce reliance on cars (36% strongly/37% somewhat). Another 14% are neutral and 10% disagree.

• 60% agree that Vancouver needs to do more to prioritize walking, rolling, biking, or taking transit in my 
neighbourhood (29% strongly/31% somewhat). Another 22% are neutral and 17% disagree.

BIG IDEA #3: CLIMATE PROTECTION 

AND RESTORED ECOSYSTEMS

Residents are generally united in 

responding to the Climate 

Emergency.

Residents support some ideas more 

than others but relatively few 

disagree with anything that is 

proposed. 
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Exploring Areas of Future Change

Executive Summary

• When asked how Rapid Transit Areas should grow and change over the next 30 years, 49% of residents say 
they would prefer spread out density (6-12 storeys further from the station) while 40% opt for focused density 
(12+ storeys closer to the station). Another 11% are unsure.

• 68% agree that Vancouver should keep building heights lower on local shopping streets to protect the area’s 
existing character (e.g. existing businesses) (32% strongly/36% somewhat). Another 15% are neutral and 13% 
disagree.

RAPID TRANSIT AREAS

Overall, residents demonstrate a 

slight preference for spread out 

density over focused density in Rapid 

Transit Areas.

Most agree that building heights 

should be kept lower on local 

shopping streets.
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Exploring Areas of Future Change (cont’d)

Executive Summary

• 73% agree that Vancouver needs more housing options close to shops and services (32% strongly/40% 
somewhat). Another 17% are neutral and 9% disagree.

• Overall, 58% say they would like to see low-rise (3-6 storeys) housing close to shops and services, while 49% 
would like to see multiplexes & townhouses (1-3 storeys) and 48% would like to see mid-rise (7-12 storeys) 
housing. Fewer residents are interested in seeing detached housing & duplexes (1-3 storeys) (34%) and high-
rise (more than 12 storeys) (28%) housing in these areas. Another 2% would like to see none of these and 5% 
are unsure.

• When asked how neighbourhood shopping areas should grow and change over the next 30 years, 54% of 
residents say they would prefer lower rise buildings (3-6 storeys) spread out into neighbourhoods. Fewer 
(37%) opt for focused higher rise buildings (6-12 storeys) closer to shopping areas. Another 9% are unsure.

NEIGHBOURHOOD SHOPPING AREAS

Most agree that Vancouver needs 

more housing options close to shops 

and services.

Low-rise housing is preferred, 

followed by multiplexes/townhouses 

and mid-rise housing. There is less 

appetite for detached 

housing/duplexes and high-rise 

housing.

Overall, residents demonstrate a 

clear preference for lower rise 

buildings spread out into 

neighbourhoods than focused higher 

rise buildings closer to shopping 

areas.
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Exploring Areas of Future Change (cont’d)

Executive Summary

• 72% agree that Vancouver needs more housing choices within its lower-density residential neighbourhoods 
(36% strongly/35% somewhat). Another 16% are neutral and 10% disagree.

• 66% agree that we need more shops, services, and amenities serving lower-density residential 
neighbourhoods (25% strongly/41% somewhat). Another 20% are neutral and 11% disagree.

RESIDENTIAL AREAS – LOW-DENSITY 

HOUSING AREAS

Residents agree that Vancouver 

needs more housing choices and 

amenities in its lower-density 

residential neighbourhoods.
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Other Comments

Executive Summary

• At the end of the survey, respondents were asked if they had any other comments about the emerging 
directions for the Vancouver Plan.

• Overall, 71% of residents did not provide any additional comments (includes 9% saying none and 62% saying 
don’t know).

• Of the open-ended comments that are provided, “improve housing affordability” tops the list, mentioned by 
6% of residents.

• All other comments are mentioned by less than 5% of respondents, and include “less density/development” 
(4%), “increase density/development” (2%), “manage City finances (control spending, budget expenses, 
taxes, salaries/wages)” (2%), “more housing/types of housing” (2%), and “increase/improve public 
transportation” (2%).

Most residents do not have any other 

comments about the emerging 

directions for the Vancouver Plan. 

Of the comments that are provided, 

mentions of housing affordability top 

the list.
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Conclusions

Executive Summary

Adding affordable rental choices is the top priority, followed by protecting ecosystems and biodiversity, protecting small, locally-
owned businesses, adding “Missing Middle” housing options, and enabling access to nature and public spaces.1

Residents support the ideas included in the Vancouver Plan overall, and in particular support the concepts associated with the 3 Big 
Ideas (Equitable Housing & Complete Neighbourhoods, An Economy for All, and Climate Protection & Restored Ecosystems). The 
survey results do not point to any major red flags or concerns with any of the evaluated ideas. Only one idea generated a more 
mixed range of opinions, and that was regarding the development of industrial lands.

2

Low-rise building forms (≤ 6-storeys), including Missing Middle forms, are generally preferred over mid- and high-rise building forms.3

Spread out density is generally preferred over focused (or concentrated) density – notably around transit areas and shopping 
areas.4
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DETAILED 
RESULTS
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PRIORITIZING 
PLAN OBJECTIVES
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24%

10%

8%

13%

5%

11%

4%

6%

7%

6%

2%

3%

2%

12%

11%

11%

11%

9%

8%

7%

5%

7%

5%

5%

5%

6%

11%

11%

8%

10%

7%

10%

9%

7%

6%

4%

5%

4%

9%

11%

5%

10%

7%

9%

9%

6%

8%

6%

5%

6%

10%

9%

6%

9%

7%

8%

7%

6%

6%

7%

4%

Add Affordable Rental choices in 
neighbourhoods all across the city

Protect ecosystems and biodiversity

Protect small, locally-owned business

Add “Missing Middle” housing options in 
neighbourhoods

Enable access to nature and public open 
spaces (parks and plazas)

Retain neighbourhood character and 
identity 

Provide for shops and services close to 
more neighbourhoods

Create "people-oriented" streets where it’s 
easy to walk, bike and roll to get around

Preserve and create new job spaces

Reduce Vancouver’s Carbon Footprint 

Provide for social, cultural, non-profit and 
arts spaces close to more neighbourhoods

Provide for childcare close to more 
neighbourhoods

None

TOTAL

Prioritizing Plan Objectives

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q1. Thinking about how Vancouver might grow and change over the next 30 years, which of the following are most important to you? Please pick up to 5 and rank them in 
order of importance.

TOTAL

Top 5 Top 3 Top 1

52% 42% 24%

50% 31% 10%

49% 30% 8%

42% 32% 13%

42% 24% 5%

41% 26% 11%

38% 22% 4%

35% 19% 6%

34% 21% 7%

31% 17% 6%

25% 12% 2%

23% 13% 3%

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Ranked 4th Ranked 5th
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Prioritizing Plan Objectives: by Neighbourhood, Gender, Age

INCLUDED IN TOP 5

TOTAL
(n=1270)

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Downtown / 
West End

[A]
(n=315)

Northeast
[B]

(n=179)

Northwest
[C]

(n=230)

Southeast
[D]

(n=269)

Southwest
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

Add Affordable Rental choices in 
neighbourhoods all across the city 52% 58% E 53% 54% 54% E 44% 48% 57% F 60% IJ 49% 48%

Protect ecosystems and biodiversity 50% 52% 45% 56% 47% 52% 47% 52% 46% 50% 54% H

Protect small, locally-owned business 49% 50% 51% 45% 50% 51% 48% 51% 44% 50% 54% H

Add Missing Middle housing options in 
neighbourhoods 42% 43% 42% 47% 41% 43% 43% 42% 45% 43% 39%

Enable access to nature and public open 
spaces 42% 39% 40% 39% 46% 47% 42% 44% 35% 43% 49% HI

Retain neighbourhood character and 
identity 41% 40% 43% 43% 37% 44% 39% 43% 29% 40% H 54% HI

Provide for shops and services close to more 
neighbourhoods 38% 33% 41% 39% 39% 42% A 44% G 34% 33% 36% 46% HI

Create people-oriented streets where it's 
easy to walk, bike and roll to get around 35% 39% 39% 37% 32% 36% 35% 35% 35% 35% 36%

Preserve and create new job spaces 34% 36% 33% 30% 35% 36% 41% G 27% 44% IJ 34% J 23%

Reduce Vancouver's Carbon Footprint 31% 31% 34% 30% 30% 32% 29% 32% 35% J 30% 27%

Provide for social, cultural, non-profit and 
arts spaces close to more neighbourhoods 25% 25% 32% D 24% 22% 26% 26% 23% 29% J 25% 20%

Provide for childcare close to more 
neighbourhoods 23% 19% 24% 24% 24% 21% 25% 21% 28% J 23% J 16%

None 2% 1% 0% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 2%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q1. Thinking about how Vancouver might grow and change over the next 30 years, which of the following are most important to you? Please pick 
up to 5 and rank them in order of importance.
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Prioritizing Plan Objectives: by Other Demographic Subgroups

INCLUDED IN TOP 5

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Add Affordable Rental choices in 
neighbourhoods all across the city 52% 44% 55% A 35% 74% C 83% C 51% 57% F 58% J 54% 50%

Protect ecosystems and biodiversity 50% 43% 52% A 49% 50% 56% 47% 57% F 52% 54% 48%

Protect small, locally-owned business 49% 49% 50% 52% 46% 52% 51% 48% 43% 46% 54% H

Add Missing Middle housing options in 
neighbourhoods 42% 40% 43% 39% 49% C 37% 46% G 36% 47% 42% 41%

Enable access to nature and public open 
spaces 42% 44% 42% 49% DE 38% E 21% 43% 42% 41% 37% 45%

Retain neighbourhood character and 
identity 41% 36% 43% 46% D 33% 40% 38% 46% F 29% 40% H 46% H

Provide for shops and services close to more 
neighbourhoods 38% 42% 38% 44% D 31% 38% 38% 41% 30% 40% H 42% H

Create people-oriented streets where it's 
easy to walk, bike and roll to get around 35% 33% 37% 38% 34% 27% 35% 38% 40% 36% 34%

Preserve and create new job spaces 34% 42% B 31% 34% 36% 24% 37% G 28% 40% J 32% 32%

Reduce Vancouver's Carbon Footprint 31% 28% 32% 30% 33% 28% 30% 32% 33% 33% 29%

Provide for social, cultural, non-profit and 
arts spaces close to more neighbourhoods 25% 31% B 24% 25% 24% 29% 27% 22% 27% 34% J 22%

Provide for childcare close to more 
neighbourhoods 23% 38% B 18% 24% 21% 25% 24% 21% 25% 22% 21%

None 2% <1% 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q1. Thinking about how Vancouver might grow and change over the next 30 years, which of the following are most important to you? Please pick 
up to 5 and rank them in order of importance.
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WHERE AND HOW 
SHOULD GROWTH 
AND CHANGE 
TAKE PLACE?
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BIG IDEA #1: 
EQUITABLE 
HOUSING AND 
COMPLETE 
NEIGHBOURHOODS 
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40%

34%

11%

8%

5%

1%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Vancouver Should Have a Range of Housing Options in All 
Neighbourhoods 

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q2. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 77% 11%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 78% 11%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 74% 15%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 76% 12%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 69% 20% ABD

TOTAL

Total
Agree

74%

Total
Disagree

13%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 74% 14%

Female [G] (n=644) 74% 13%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 84% IJ 6%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 72% J 13% H

55+ [J] (n=507) 66% 21% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Have a Range of Housing Options in All 
Neighbourhoods: by Other Demographic Subgroups

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q2. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 74% 76% 75% 70% 84% CE 65% 76% 73% 86% IJ 73% 70% 

Total Disagree 13% 12% 14% 18% D 7% 9% 12% 15% 6% 14% H 17% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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33%

35%

15%

9%

6%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

68%

Total
Disagree

15%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Allow More Rental Housing on Smaller, Local Roads 
Within Neighbourhoods 

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q3. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 79% BDE 9%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 69% 14%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 73% E 15%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 67% 15%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 62% 22% ABCD

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 68% 16%

Female [G] (n=644) 68% 14%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 73% J 10%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 68% 14%

55+ [J] (n=507) 63% 22% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Allow More Rental Housing on Smaller, Local Roads 
Within Neighbourhoods: by Other Demographic Subgroups

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q3. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 68% 70% 68% 61% 83% CE 63% 70% 66% 80% J 72% J 62% 

Total Disagree 15% 13% 15% 20% D 6% 15% D 13% 18% F 6% 11% 21% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Acceptable Forms of Rental Housing on Smaller, Local Roads Within 
Neighbourhoods 

67%

35%

16%

9%

6%

Low-Rise (3-6 storeys)

Mid-Rise (7-12 storeys)

High-Rise (More than 12 storeys)

None

Don’t know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

66% 65% 
77% 
ABD

65% 70% 65% 69% 64% 69% 69% 

51% 
BCDE

39% 
E

33% 34% 27% 
38% 
G

33% 
47% 
IJ

36% 
J

23% 

21% 
CE

24% 
CDE

14% 
E

16% 
E

8% 
22% 
G

11% 
24% 
IJ

17% 
J

7% 

7% 8% 7% 9% 12% 10% 8% 5% 8% 
14% 
HI

5% 4% 2% 6% 4% 4% 7% 8% J 5% 4% 

TOTAL

Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q4. Which of these forms of rental housing (if any), would be acceptable on smaller, local roads within neighbourhoods? 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Acceptable Forms of Rental Housing on Smaller, Local Roads Within 
Neighbourhoods: by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Low-Rise (3-6 storeys) 67% 65% 69% 63% 74% C 73% 67% 71% 70% 66% 67% 

Mid-Rise (7-12 storeys) 35% 42% B 34% 32% 46% CE 23% 40% G 27% 46% J 41% J 30% 

High-Rise (More than 12 storeys) 16% 27% B 13% 16% 17% 16% 19% G 9% 20% J 19% J 13% 

None 9% 6% 9% 12% D 4% 6% 8% 10% 3% 6% 12% HI

Don’t know 6% 4% 5% 5% 3% 12% CD 4% 5% 4% 8% 5% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q4. Which of these forms of rental housing (if any), would be acceptable on smaller, local roads within neighbourhoods?
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38%

39%

14%

4%

4%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

76%

Total
Disagree

8%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Add New Housing Types Near Neighbourhood 
Assets Like Schools, Parks, and Community Centres

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q5. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 81% 5%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 80% 5%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 83% DE 5%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 75% 10% AC

Southwest [E] (n=219) 74% 11% ABC

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 77% 9%

Female [G] (n=644) 76% 7%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 78% 6%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 77% 6%

55+ [J] (n=507) 75% 12% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Add New Housing Types Near Neighbourhood 
Assets Like Schools, Parks, and Community Centres: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 76% 78% 77% 73% 87% CE 66% 78% 75% 86% IJ 77% 73% 

Total Disagree 8% 5% 9% 10% D 4% 11% D 7% 10% 3% 7% 11% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q5. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing 
should be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.
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34%

32%

13%

10%

8%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Vancouver Should Allow Increased Heights and Density in 
Neighbourhoods to Create More Housing that is Affordable to People 
and Families with Incomes below $80,000 a Year

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q6. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing should 
be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.

Total
Agree

66%

Total
Disagree

18%

TOTAL

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 74% CE 15%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 70% 15%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 63% 25% ABD

Southeast [D] (n=269) 68% 14%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 64% 24% ABD

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 70% G 15%

Female [G] (n=644) 63% 21% F

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 77% IJ 8%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 65% J 18% H

55+ [J] (n=507) 57% 30% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Allow Increased Heights and Density in 
Neighbourhoods to Create More Housing that is Affordable to People 
and Families with Incomes below $80,000 a Year: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 66% 69% 67% 59% 79% CE 65% 69% 63% 78% J 69% 62% 

Total Disagree 18% 14% 19% 23% DE 12% 11% 16% 22% F 11% 14% 23% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q6. Below are some statements that help us understand where you think housing should 
be added in neighbourhoods. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with these.
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57%

49%

41%

41%

37%

32%

31%

27%

26%

26%

22%

14%

13%

9%

5%

2%

4%

Grocery stores

Access to fast, frequent and reliable transit

Public open spaces

Health services

Places to eat/drink

Safe pathways and connections for walking & biking

Civic services

Schools (elementary, secondary)

Other shops and services

Social and community services

Fitness & recreation opportunities

Other employment spaces

Arts and culture spaces and amenities

Heritage features and elements

Places of worship and spiritual practice

Other

Don't know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

58% 64% D 58% 53% 57% 53% 60% F 60% I 52% 59% I

49% 49% 54% 49% 50% 44% 54% F 48% 47% 53% 

40% 38% 46% 41% 44% 41% 41% 39% 43% 42% 

44% 45% 39% 37% 43% 40% 40% 41% 41% 40% 

39% 38% 37% 39% 39% 39% 37% 36% 38% 38% 

31% 33% 31% 32% 30% 29% 34% 32% 34% 29% 

21% 33% A 32% A 37% A 34% A 32% 31% 28% 32% 34% 

22% 29% 29% 30% A 25% 27% 27% 31% 25% 26% 

29% 27% 32% D 22% 28% 25% 27% 20% 27% H 32% H

23% 27% 29% 25% 32% A 24% 28% 25% 25% 29% 

27% C 21% 18% 22% 24% 23% 22% 27% J 23% J 17% 

12% 17% 15% 12% 16% 18% G 10% 14% 15% 13% 

14% 14% 11% 13% 15% 13% 13% 13% 13% 12% 

11% E 9% 9% 8% 6% 9% 8% 6% 11% H 9% 

6% 8% C 3% 6% 4% 6% 5% 6% 4% 5% 

2% 1% 4% 2% 1% 1% 2% <1% 2% H 3% H

4% B 1% 3% 5% B 3% 4% 4% 4% 4% 3% 

TOTAL

Mix of Amenities and Services Needed to Make Neighbourhood Thrive

Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q7. In the future, what mix of amenities and services are most needed to make your neighbourhood thrive?

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Mix of Amenities and Services Needed to Make Neighbourhood Thrive: 
by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Grocery stores 57% 48% 60% A 56% 61% E 44% 57% 57% 54% 56% 59% 

Access to fast, frequent and reliable transit 49% 37% 54% A 48% 54% 44% 46% 57% F 49% 44% 51% 

Public open spaces 41% 42% 40% 43% E 41% 27% 42% 40% 42% 39% 42% 

Health services 41% 41% 41% 40% 40% 42% 39% 45% 39% 39% 42% 

Places to eat/drink 37% 30% 40% A 39% E 39% E 21% 40% G 33% 39% 42% 36% 

Safe pathways and connections for walking & biking 32% 30% 32% 30% 35% 28% 32% 29% 32% 36% 30% 

Civic services 31% 39% B 29% 35% D 26% 31% 32% 31% 26% 33% 34% H

Schools (elementary, secondary) 27% 36% B 25% 28% 26% 38% 28% 27% 31% 23% 27% 

Other shops and services 26% 23% 28% 27% 27% 25% 26% 28% 24% 25% 28% 

Social and community services 26% 29% 26% 24% 28% 43% CD 24% 33% F 25% 30% 27% 

Fitness & recreation opportunities 22% 23% 22% 22% 25% 14% 25% G 18% 28% J 31% J 17% 

Other employment spaces 14% 18% 13% 14% 15% 13% 15% 13% 13% 16% 14% 

Arts and culture spaces and amenities 13% 14% 13% 12% 15% 7% 15% G 9% 16% J 15% 11% 

Heritage features and elements 9% 13% B 7% 10% 7% 6% 10% 6% 8% 8% 9% 

Places of worship and spiritual practice 5% 9% B 4% 5% 6% 3% 6% 4% 7% 4% 5% 

Other 2% <1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 3% F <1% 4% H 2% H

Don't know 4% 4% 3% 3% 3% 11% CD 3% 4% 3% 3% 4% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q7. In the future, what mix of amenities and services are most needed to make your neighbourhood thrive? Please select up to 5. 
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BIG IDEA #2: 
AN ECONOMY 
THAT WORKS 
FOR ALL 
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20%

31%

24%

15%

6%

5%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

50%

Total
Disagree

21%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Protect and Intensify Development of Our Industrial 
Lands and Generally Exclude Residential Development in these Areas 

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q8. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 47% 26% D

Northeast [B] (n=179) 55% 20%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 50% 25% D

Southeast [D] (n=269) 51% 16%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 56% A 21%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 56% G 19%

Female [G] (n=644) 46% 22%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 51% 20%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 49% 19%

55+ [J] (n=507) 52% 23%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Protect and Intensify Development of Our Industrial 
Lands and Generally Exclude Residential Development in these Areas: 
by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 50% 62% B 47% 56% DE 45% 38% 51% 50% 49% 53% 51% 

Total Disagree 21% 13% 23% A 19% 26% CE 10% 20% 23% 25% 18% 20% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q8. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 
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27%

46%

17%

6%

2%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

73%

Total
Disagree

8%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Have More Places for People to Work Throughout 
the City Including Within or Near Residential Areas

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q9. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 76% 8%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 77% 6%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 76% 7%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 73% 8%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 72% 10%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 73% 9%

Female [G] (n=644) 74% 7%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 74% 6%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 75% 7%

55+ [J] (n=507) 71% 12% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Have More Places for People to Work Throughout 
the City Including Within or Near Residential Areas: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 73% 80% B 73% 73% 79% CE 61% 76% 71% 77% 75% 73% 

Total Disagree 8% 5% 9% A 9% 6% 13% 7% 9% 5% 7% 10% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q9. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements? 
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82%

74%

59%

55%

2%

3%

5%

Retail (i.e. grocery, coffee, 
pharmacy, restaurants)

Services (i.e. hair salons, 
massage or physio therapy, 

dance studios)

Offices spaces (i.e. banks, 
accountants, legal offices)

Commercial (i.e. artist studios, 
maker spaces or wood shops, 
small scale food production)

Other

None

Don’t know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

85% 80% 87% 81% 85% 81% 83% 81% 79% 
86% 

I

79% 72% 
81% 
DE

73% 73% 71% 
76% 

F
72% 73% 76% 

64% 
D

56% 
71% 
BD

54% 
63% 

D
62% 57% 54% 59% 

65% 
H

59% 
D

67% 
DE

59% 
D

48% 53% 
59% 
G

51% 57% 55% 54% 

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

H

1% 2% 
5% 
A

3% 
7% 
AB

4% 3% 1% 
5% 
H

4% 
H

5% 
E

3% 2% 
7% 
CE

2% 4% 6% 6% 5% 5% 

Acceptable Types of Businesses in Neighbourhood

Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q10. Which of these types of businesses (if any) would you consider acceptable in your neighbourhood? 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

TOTAL
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Acceptable Types of Businesses in Neighbourhood: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Retail (i.e. grocery, coffee, 
pharmacy, restaurants) 82% 79% 84% 81% 87% CE 74% 83% 82% 83% 83% 83%

Services (i.e. hair salons, massage 
or physio therapy, dance studios) 74% 70% 76% 74% 77% 68% 76% 72% 73% 76% 75%

Offices spaces (i.e. banks, 
accountants, legal offices) 59% 55% 61% 63% 58% 56% 61% 58% 55% 65% H 61%

Commercial (i.e. artist studios, 
maker spaces or wood shops, small 
scale food production)

55% 53% 57% 54% 59% 58% 60% G 48% 58% 62% J 53%

Other 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 5% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2%

None 3% 4% 3% 4% D 2% 1% 3% 4% 2% 2% 5%

Don't know 5% 2% 5% 3% 4% 11% C 3% 6% 2% 7% H 5% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q10. Which of these types of businesses (if any) would you consider acceptable in your neighbourhood? 
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BIG IDEA #3: 
CLIMATE 
PROTECTION 
AND RESTORED 
ECOSYSTEMS 
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29%

31%

22%

9%

8%

1%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

60%

Total
Disagree

17%

TOTAL

Vancouver Needs to do More to Prioritize Walking, Rolling, Biking, or 
Taking Transit in My Neighbourhood

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q11. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 63% 17% B

Northeast [B] (n=179) 66% 10%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 56% 22% B

Southeast [D] (n=269) 58% 17% B

Southwest [E] (n=219) 59% 22% B

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 61% 17%

Female [G] (n=644) 59% 17%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 64% J 14%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 61% J 17%

55+ [J] (n=507) 54% 22% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Needs to do More to Prioritize Walking, Rolling, Biking, or 
Taking Transit in My Neighbourhood: by Other Demographic 
Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 60% 66% B 58% 58% 66% CE 47% 63% G 55% 71% IJ 61% 55% 

Total Disagree 17% 14% 19% 19% 14% 21% 17% 18% 10% 20% H 20% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q11. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.
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36%

37%

14%

5%

5%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

74%

Total
Disagree

10%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Add More Housing Choice, Retail and Businesses in 
Residential Areas to Reduce Reliance on Cars

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q12. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 79% 7%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 77% 8%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 72% 11%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 74% 12%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 73% 11%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 74% 10%

Female [G] (n=644) 73% 10%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 76% 9%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 75% 9%

55+ [J] (n=507) 70% 14% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Add More Housing Choice, Retail and Businesses in 
Residential Areas to Reduce Reliance on Cars: by Other Demographic 
Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 74% 77% 74% 72% 81% CE 63% 75% 73% 82% J 78% J 70% 

Total Disagree 10% 8% 11% 12% D 6% 15% D 9% 12% 5% 6% 14% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q12. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.
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40%

37%

13%

4%

4%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

77%

Total
Disagree

7%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Require Sustainable Construction Methods in New 
Buildings and Renovation of Older Buildings

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q13. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 75% 9%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 80% 6%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 80% 8%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 79% 5%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 77% 9%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 75% 9%

Female [G] (n=644) 80% 6%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 73% 8%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 79% 6%

55+ [J] (n=507) 81% H 8%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Require Sustainable Construction Methods in New 
Buildings and Renovation of Older Buildings: by Other Demographic 
Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 77% 86% B 76% 78% 81% 72% 77% 81% 82% J 79% 76% 

Total Disagree 7% 4% 8% A 8% 5% 6% 6% 9% 4% 7% 9% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q13. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.



© Ipsos49 ‒

44%

30%

15%

4%

3%

3%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

74%

Total
Disagree

7%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Limit Growth to Protect Important Ecosystems, such 
as Shorelines, Floodplains and Sensitive Watershed/Drainage Areas

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q14. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 79% 9%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 74% 6%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 79% 7%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 72% 6%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 75% 9%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 72% 11% G

Female [G] (n=644) 76% 4%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 68% 7%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 75% 8%

55+ [J] (n=507) 81% HI 7%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Limit Growth to Protect Important Ecosystems, such 
as Shorelines, Floodplains and Sensitive Watershed/Drainage Areas: by 
Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 74% 73% 76% 76% 75% 66% 73% 79% 76% 73% 75% 

Total Disagree 7% 7% 7% 7% 8% 13% 7% 7% 5% 9% 8% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q14. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.
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61%

26%

8%

1%

1%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

87%

Total
Disagree

2%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Ensure our "Grey and Green Infrastructure" such as 
Streets, Sewer and Water Systems, and Urban Forests can Withstand 
and Adapt to Climate Change Effects

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q15. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 87% 3%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 90% 2%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 90% 2%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 85% 3%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 90% 1%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 85% 4% G

Female [G] (n=644) 89% 1%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 83% 3%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 87% 1%

55+ [J] (n=507) 92% HI 2%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Ensure our "Grey and Green Infrastructure" such as 
Streets, Sewer, and Water Systems, and Urban Forests can Withstand 
and Adapt to Climate Change Effects: by Other Demographic 
Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 87% 86% 89% 89% E 89% E 76% 88% 89% 90% 85% 88% 

Total Disagree 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 10% CD 2% 2% 1% 2% 3% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q15. Below are some statements about how to respond to the Climate Emergency. Please tell us if you agree or disagree.
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EXPLORING 
AREAS OF 
FUTURE CHANGE 
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RAPID 
TRANSIT 
AREAS 
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49%

40%

11%

Spread out density (6-12 storeys 
further from the station)

Focused density (12+ storeys, 
closer to station) 

Don’t know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

40% 
54% 
A

56% 
AD

45% 
56% 
AD

46% 51% 48% 48% 51% 

50% 
BCE

40% 33% 42% 36% 
45% 
G

36% 39% 42% 39% 

10% 6% 10% 
14% 

B
8% 8% 

13% 
F

13% 10% 10% 

TOTAL

Preference for Growth and Change of Rapid Transit Areas

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q16. Over the next 30 years our rapid transit neighbourhoods will need to evolve. In 
general, how would you prefer these Rapid Transit Areas grow and change?

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Preference for Growth and Change of Rapid Transit Areas: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Spread out density (6-12 storeys 
further from the station) 49% 49% 49% 48% 52% 51% 49% 49% 52% 45% 49% 

Focused density (12+ storeys, closer 
to station) 40% 44% 39% 43% 37% 30% 41% 39% 40% 43% 40% 

Don’t know 11% 8% 11% 9% 11% 20% C 10% 12% 8% 12% 11% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q16. Over the next 30 years our rapid transit neighbourhoods will need to evolve. In 
general, how would you prefer these Rapid Transit Areas grow and change? 
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32%

36%

15%

8%

5%

4%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

68%

Total
Disagree

13%

TOTAL

Vancouver Should Keep Building Heights Lower on Local Shopping 
Streets to Protect the Area's Existing Character (e.g. Existing Businesses)

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q17. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement about change in these areas?

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 61% 17% D

Northeast [B] (n=179) 70% 14%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 70% A 12%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 68% 11%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 73% A 15%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 64% 18% G

Female [G] (n=644) 71% F 8%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 62% 13%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 66% 15%

55+ [J] (n=507) 77% HI 11%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Should Keep Building Heights Lower on Local Shopping 
Streets to Protect the Area's Existing Character (e.g. Existing 
Businesses): by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 68% 75% B 67% 73% DE 63% 58% 67% 72% 67% 65% 70% 

Total Disagree 13% 10% 14% 11% 17% C 12% 14% 11% 12% 15% 13% 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q17. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement about change in these areas?
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NEIGHBOURHOOD 
SHOPPING AREAS 
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32%

40%

17%

6%

3%

2%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

73%

Total
Disagree

9%

TOTAL

Vancouver Needs More Housing Options Close to Shops and Services

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q18. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement about changes in these areas?

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 75% 9%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 72% 5%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 74% 11% B

Southeast [D] (n=269) 71% 9%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 77% 9%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 73% 8%

Female [G] (n=644) 72% 9%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 71% 8%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 72% 9%

55+ [J] (n=507) 74% 9%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Needs More Housing Options Close to Shops and Services: 
by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 73% 77% 72% 72% E 78% CE 53% 73% 73% 77% 74% 71%

Total Disagree 9% 9% 9% 9% 8% 17% D 9% 9% 8% 9% 10%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q18. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement about changes in these areas? 
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58%

49%

48%

34%

28%

2%

5%

Low-Rise (3-6 storeys)

Multiplexes +Townhouses (1- 3 
storeys)

Mid-Rise (7-12 storeys)

Detached Housing + Duplexes 
(1-3 storeys)

High-Rise (More than 12 storeys)

None

Don't know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

55% 56%
64% 
A 56%

67% 
ABD 59% 57% 60% 57% 58%

48% 45%
56% 

B 49% 50% 47% 50% 50% 48% 48%

60% 
BDE 42%

53% 
B 44% 47% 50% 46%

57% 
IJ 46% 40%

31% 31%
42% 
ABD 32% 36% 33% 34% 38% 31% 32%

40% 
CDE

33% 
CE 21%

28% 
E 20%

34% 
G 21%

37% 
J

30% 
J 16%

2% <1% 2% 3% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2%

4% 4% 1%
6% 
C 3% 4% 6%

6% 
J

6% 
J 3%

TOTAL

Housing Types Would Like to See Close to Shops and Services

Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q19. Which housing types would you like to see close to shops and services (if any)?

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Housing Types Would Like to See Close to Shops and Services: by Other 
Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Low-Rise (3-6 storeys) 58% 51% 61% A 55% 64% C 58% 60% 57% 65% J 55% 57%

Multiplexes +Townhouses 
(1- 3 storeys) 49% 49% 49% 48% 51% 51% 49% 49% 51% 50% 48%

Mid-Rise (7-12 storeys) 48% 51% 48% 46% E 57% CE 26% 52% G 41% 58% IJ 45% 45%

Detached Housing + Duplexes 
(1-3 storeys) 34% 38% 32% 34% 33% 39% 35% 32% 38% I 27% 34%

High-Rise (More than 12 storeys) 28% 32% 27% 27% 30% 23% 31% G 22% 34% J 27% 25%

None 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2%

Don't know 5% 4% 4% 4% 4% 8% 4% 4% 1% 7% H 5% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Multiple mentions allowed.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q19. Which housing types would you like to see close to shops and services (if any)?
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54%

37%

9%

Lower rise buildings (3-6 storeys) 
spread out into 

neighbourhoods

Focused higher rise buildings (6-
12 storeys) closer to shopping 

areas

Don't know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE

Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

44% 50%
63% 
AB

55% 
A

62% 
AB

47%
60% 

F
48% 54%

61% 
HI

48% 
CDE

40% 32% 36% 31%
46% 
G

29%
42% 

J
37% 31%

7% 10% 5% 9% 7% 7%
11% 

F
10% 9% 8%

TOTAL

Preference for Growth and Change of Neighbourhood Shopping Areas

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q20. Over the next 30 years our neighbourhood shopping areas will evolve. In 
general, how would you like to see these areas grow and change? 

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Preference for Growth and Change of Neighbourhood Shopping Areas: 
by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Lower rise buildings (3-6 storeys) 
spread out into neighbourhoods 54% 47% 57% A 51% 60% C 59% 52% 62% F 59% I 49% 54%

Focused higher rise buildings (6-12 
storeys) closer to shopping areas 37% 47% B 35% 41% DE 33% 23% 41% G 29% 36% 41% 37%

Don't know 9% 7% 8% 8% 7% 17% CD 7% 9% 5% 11% H 9% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q20. Over the next 30 years our neighbourhood shopping areas will evolve. In 
general, how would you like to see these areas grow and change?
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RESIDENTIAL AREAS 
– LOW-DENSITY 
HOUSING AREAS 
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25%

41%

20%

7%

4%

3%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

66%

Total
Disagree

11%

TOTAL

We Need More Shops, Services, and Amenities Serving Lower-Density 
Residential Neighbourhooods

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q21. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about changes in these areas? 

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 67% 11%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 68% 10%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 66% 10%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 66% 10%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 69% 14%

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 69% 9%

Female [G] (n=644) 64% 12%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 69% J 7%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 68% J 10%

55+ [J] (n=507) 61% 16% HI

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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We Need More Shops, Services, and Amenities Serving Lower-Density 
Residential Neighbourhoods: by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 66% 72% 65% 67% 69% 56% 69% G 62% 73% IJ 62% 65%

Total Disagree 11% 9% 12% 13% 9% 10% 10% 13% 6% 17% H 12% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q21. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about changes in these areas? 
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36%

35%

16%

5%

4%

3%

Strongly 
agree

Somewhat 
agree

Neutral

Somewhat 
disagree

Strongly 
disagree

Don't know

Total
Agree

72%

Total
Disagree

10%

TOTAL

Vancouver Needs More Housing Choices Within its Lower-Density 
Residential Neighbourhoods

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q22. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about changes in these areas? 

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Total Agree Total Disagree

Downtown / West End [A] (n=315) 75% 7%

Northeast [B] (n=179) 75% 9%

Northwest [C] (n=230) 75% 9%

Southeast [D] (n=269) 70% 9%

Southwest [E] (n=219) 73% 14% A

GENDER

Total Agree Total Disagree

Male [F] (n=607) 74% 9%

Female [G] (n=644) 70% 10%

AGE

Total Agree Total Disagree

18 to 34 [H] (n=304) 75% 7%

35 to 54 [I] (n=459) 69% 9%

55+ [J] (n=507) 70% 12% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Vancouver Needs More Housing Choices Within its Lower-Density 
Residential Neighbourhoods: by Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=1270)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Total Agree 72% 73% 72% 68% 80% C 69% 73% 71% 79% IJ 69% 70%

Total Disagree 10% 9% 10% 12% D 6% 9% 9% 11% 5% 10% 11% H

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q22. Do you agree or disagree with the following statements about changes in these areas? 
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OTHER 
COMMENTS
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6%

4%

2%

2%

2%

2%

9%

62%

Improve housing affordability

Less density/development

Increase density/development

Manage City finances (control spending, 
budget expenses, taxes, salaries/wages)

More housing/types of housing

Increase/improve public transportation

None/nothing

Don't know

NEIGHBOURHOOD GENDER AGE
Down-
town / 

West End
[A]

(n=315)

North-
east
[B]

(n=179)

North-
west
[C]

(n=230)

South-
east
[D]

(n=269)

South-
west
[E]

(n=219)

Male
[F]

(n=607)

Female
[G]

(n=644)

18 to 
34
[H]

(n=304)

35 to 
54
[I]

(n=459)

55+
[J]

(n=507)

7% 9% 6% 6% 5% 5% 8% 6% 6% 7%

2% 2% 3% 3%
8%

ABD
2% 5% F 3% 3% 5% I

3% 3% 2% 1% 4% 2% 2% <1% 3% H 3% H

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

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

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

10% 7% 9% 8% 11% 8% 9% 9% 11% 7%

59% 61% 56% 64% 58% 64% 60% 66% J 62% 56%

TOTAL

Other Comments about Emerging Directions for Vancouver Plan

Multiple mentions allowed.
Mentions <2% not shown.
Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q23. Do you have any other comments about the emerging directions for Vancouver Plan?

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ
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Other Comments about Emerging Directions for Vancouver Plan: by 
Other Demographic Subgroups

TOTAL
(n=xxx)

CHILDREN 
IN HH

HOUSING 
SITUATION

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS

NUMBER OF YEARS 
IN VANCOUVER

With 
Children

[A]
(n=258)

Without 
Children

[B]
(n=967)

Own
[C]

(n=695)

Rent
[D]

(n=469)

Other
[E]

(n=57)*

Employed
[F]

(n=816)

Other
[G]

(n=423)

10 or less
[H]

(n=317)

11-20
[I]

(n=184)

21+
[J]

(n=744)

Improve housing affordability 6% 4% 7% 5% 8% C 14% C 6% 8% 7% 7% 6%

Less density/development 4% 2% 4% 4% D 2% 14% CD 3% 5% 2% 2% 5% H

Increase density/development 2% 2% 2% 3% 1% 4% 2% 2% 1% 3% 2%

Manage City finances (control 

spending, budget expenses, taxes, 

salaries/wages)
2% 1% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2%

More housing/types of housing 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 3% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2%

Increase/improve public 

transportation
2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 0% 1% 2% 2% 1% 1%

None/nothing 9% 12% B 8% 10% 8% 5% 9% 8% 9% 8% 10%

Don’t know 62% 60% 62% 60% 64% 56% 62% 60% 65% 66% 58%

Significantly higher / 
lower than subgroup 
indicated by letter.

ABCDE
FGHIJ

*Small base size, interpret with caution.
Multiple mentions allowed.
Mentions <2% not shown.
Base: All respondents (n=xxx)
Q23. Do you have any other comments about the emerging directions for Vancouver Plan?
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WEIGHTED 
SAMPLE 
CHARACTERISTICS
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Weighted Sample Characteristics

Base: All respondents (n=1270)
Q24, Q25, Q26

TOTAL
(n=1270)

AGE

18 to 34 33%

35 to 54 34%

55+ 33%

NEIGHTBOURHOOD

Downtown or West End 16%

Northeast (N of 16th Ave and E of Main St) 16%

Northwest (N of 16th Ave and W of Main St) 15%

Southeast (S of 16th Ave and E of Main St) 30%

Southwest (S of 16th and W of Main St) 18%

Prefer not to say 5%

CHILDREN IN HOUSEHOLD

Yes 23%

No children in household 64%

No – only have children 18+ living at home 10%

Other 1%

Prefer not to say 3%

HOUSING SITUATION

Own 54%

Rent 37%

Co-op 3%

Unsheltered or temporary shelter <1%

Other 2%

Prefer not to say 4%

TOTAL
(n=1270)

LANGUAGE SPOKEN MOST OFTEN AT HOME

English 72%

Cantonese 11%

Mandarin 5%

Punjabi 1%

French 1%

Spanish 1%

Tagalog 1%

Farsi 1%

Vietnamese <1%

Korean <1%

Other 4%

Prefer not to say 3%

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

Employed / self-employed FT (30+ hours / week) 55%

Employed / self-employed PT (<30 hours / week) 12%

Student 6%

Stay at home parent/caregiver 1%

Retired 18%

Currently looking for work 3%

Not working 2%

Other 1%

Prefer not to say 2%

TOTAL
(n=1270)

GENDER

Male 48%

Female 51%

Another gender 1%

Prefer not to answer 1%

NUMBER OF YEARS LIVING IN VANCOUVER

Less than 1 year 3%

1-5 years 11%

6-10 years 13%

11-20 years 15%

More than 20 years 57%

Prefer not to say 2%

ETHNOCULTURAL IDENTITY

White 49%

Chinese 28%

South Asian (e.g. Indian, Pakistani, Sri Lankan) 5%

Filipino 4%
Southeast Asian (e.g. Vietnamese, Cambodian, 
Laotian, Thai) 3%

Latin American 3%

Japanese 2%

Indigenous (First Nations, Inuit, and/or Metis) 1%

West Asian (e.g. Iranian, Armenian) 1%

Black 1%

Korean 1%

Arab <1%

Other 4%

Prefer not to say 5%
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APPENDIX: 
QUESTIONNAIRE
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Questionnaire
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Questionnaire (cont.)
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Questionnaire (cont.)
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Questionnaire (cont.)
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Questionnaire (cont.)
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Questionnaire (cont.)
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About Ipsos

Ipsos is the third largest market research company in the 

world, present in 90 markets and employing more than 

18,000 people.

Our research professionals, analysts and scientists have built 

unique multi-specialist capabilities that provide powerful 

insights into the actions, opinions and motivations of 

citizens, consumers, patients, customers or employees. Our 

75 business solutions are based on primary data coming 

from our surveys, social media monitoring, and qualitative 

or observational techniques.

“Game Changers” – our tagline – summarises our ambition 

to help our 5,000 clients to navigate more easily our deeply 

changing world.

Founded in France in 1975, Ipsos is listed on the Euronext 

Paris since July 1st, 1999. The company is part of the SBF 120 

and the Mid-60 index and is eligible for the Deferred 

Settlement Service (SRD).

ISIN code FR0000073298, Reuters ISOS.PA, Bloomberg IPS:FP

www.ipsos.com

Game Changers

In our world of rapid change, the need for reliable 

information

to make confident decisions has never been greater. 

At Ipsos we believe our clients need more than a data 

supplier, they need a partner who can produce accurate 

and relevant information and turn it into actionable truth. 

This is why our passionately curious experts not only 

provide the most precise measurement, but shape it to 

provide True Understanding of Society, Markets and 

People. 

To do this we use the best of science, technology

and know-how and apply the principles of security, 

simplicity, speed and substance to everything we do. 

So that our clients can act faster, smarter and bolder. 

Ultimately, success comes down to a simple truth: 

You act better when you are sure.


