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This report describes how data were collected for the Arizona Health Survey. It was a telephone 
survey of adults in households with landline telephone numbers using a random digit dialing (RDD) 
sample. The sample was geographically stratified to represent Maricopa County and the remainder 
of Arizona. In Maricopa County, children and adolescents were also sampled when present in a 
household. All data were collected using a computer-assisted telephone interviewing (CATI) system, 
with interviewing in English and Spanish. The data were weighted to represent the Arizona 
household population. 
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than HS 
raduate 
 than HS 

 

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

9
1,7

2,0
6

5
e only 1,9

2

2
4
4
5
9

2
6

1,8

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 
N %

   
934 34
789 66

   

   
032 75
691 25

   

   
519 19
977 73
227 8

   
222 8
467 17
477 18
570 21
987 36

   
259 10
655 24
809 66

 

A-7 

and control t

 S
% Su

  
4% 1,403
6% 1,400
  

  
5% 1,960
5% 843
  

  
9% 714
3% 1,825
8% 264

  
8% 643
7% 850
8% 499
1% 378
6% 433

  
0% 474
4% 719
6% 1,610

totals for adu

6. Maricopa 

Sum of weights
um %

   
3,960 50
0,343 50

   

   
0,403 70
3,900 30

   

   
4,212 25
5,853 65
4,237 9

   
3,815 23
0,210 30
9,096 18
8,055 13
3,127 15

   
4,077 17
9,574 26
0,652 57

Weight

ult interviews

s C
% Tot

  
0% 1,403
0% 1,400
  

  
0% 1,933
0% 832
  

  
5% 714
5% 1,825
9% 264

  
3% 636
0% 857
8% 438
3% 438
5% 433

  
7% 474
6% 719
7% 1,610

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 
tal %

    
3,961 50%
0,342 50%

    

    
3,680 70%
2,397 30%

    

    
4,213 25%
5,853 65%
4,237 9%

    
6,954 23%
7,072 31%
8,576 16%
8,576 16%
3,127 15%

    
4,077 17%
9,574 26%
0,652 57%

A 

% 

 
% 
% 
 

 
% 
% 
 

 
% 
% 
% 

 
% 
% 
% 
% 
% 

 
% 
% 
% 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 

 
 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

 

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics 

N

1,1

1,0

1,4

6

8

e only 1,1
2

6

7

6

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a

Sample size 

N %

   

137 52

011 47
   

   

466 68

682 31
   

   

829 38

111 51
208 9

   

698 32

772 35

678 31

 

A-8 

and control t

 S

% Su

  

2.9 301,3

7.1 288,9
  

  

8.2 379,9

1.8 210,3
  

  

8.6 266,8

1.7 238,9
9.7 84,4

  

2.5 193,7

5.9 202,9

1.6 193,5

totals for chil

All state 

Sum of weights

um %

  

329 51

902 48
  

  

906 64

325 35
  

  

803 45

984 40
444 14

  

708 32

929 34

594 32

Weight

ld interviews

s C

% Tot

1.1 301,3

8.9 288,9

4.4 379,9

5.6 210,3

5.2 266,8

0.5 238,9
4.3 84,4

2.8 193,7

4.4 202,9

2.8 193,5

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

  

329 51.

902 48.
  

  

906 64.

325 35.
  

  

803 45.

984 40.
444 14.

  

708 32.

929 34.

594 32.

A 

% 

.1 

.9 

.4 

.6 

.2 

.5 

.3 

.8 

.4 

.8 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 

*Since the tw
estimates f
Navajo, Ap

 
 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

wo strata have co
for the control tot
ache, Yavapai an

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

17

19

25

11

7

e only 24
5

12

13

11

ounties that share
tals. The values h

nd strata 2. Yuma

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 

N %

   

70 46

94 53
   

   

51 69

13 31
   

   

74 20

40 65
50 13

   

22 33

31 36

11 30

e the same PUMA
here are the comb
a, La Paz). 

 

A-9 

and control t

1. M

 S

% Su

  

6.7 29,4

3.3 27,9
  

  

9.0 45,2

1.0 12,1
  

  

0.3 12,0

5.9 26,8
3.7 18,4

  

3.5 18,3

6.0 19,1

0.5 19,8

A code (the geogr
bined control tota

totals for chil

Mohave, Cocon

Sum of weights

um %

  

428 51

941 48
  

  

249 78

120 21
  

  

086 21

829 46
454 32

  

365 32

173 33

832 34

raphic location co
als of the first two

Weight

ld interviews

nino 

s C

% Tot

1.3 29,4

8.7 27,9

8.9 62,0

1.1 15,7

1.1 12,0

6.8 26,8
2.2 18,4

2.0 24,3

3.4 26,1

4.6 27,3

ode) it is impossib
o strata (strata 1.

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

  

428 51.

941 48.
  

  

043* 79.

769* 20.
  

  

086 21.

829 46.
454 32.

  

325* 31.

166* 33.

321* 35.

ble to separate th
 Mohave, Coconin

A 

% 

.3 

.7 

.7 

.3 

.1 

.8 

.2 

.3 

.6 

.1 

he 
no, 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 

*Since the tw
estimates f
Navajo, Ap

 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

wo strata have co
for the control tot
ache, Yavapai an

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

20

20

22

17

30

e only 9
1

13

13

14

ounties that share
tals. The values h

nd strata 2. Yuma

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 

N %

   

02 49

05 50
   

   

28 56

79 44
   

   

00 73

90 22
17 4

   

31 32

33 32

43 35

e the same PUMA
here are the comb
a, La Paz). 

 

A-10 

and control t

2.

 S

% Su

  

9.6 10,3

0.4 10,0
  

  

6.0 16,7

4.0 3,6
  

  

3.7 15,0

2.1 4,2
4.2 1,1

  

2.2 5,9

2.7 6,9

5.1 7,4

A code (the geogr
bined control tota

totals for chil

. Yuma, La Pa

Sum of weights

um %

   

364 50

079 49
   

   

795 82

649 17
   

   

054 73

258 20
131 5

   

961 29

993 34

489 36

raphic location co
als of the first two

Weight

ld interviews

az 

s C

% Tot

  

0.7 10,3

9.3 10,0
  

  

2.2 62,0

7.8 15,7
  

  

3.6 15,0

0.8 4,2
5.5 1,1

  

9.2 24,3

4.2 26,1

6.6 27,3

ode) it is impossib
o strata (strata 1.

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

    

364 50.7

079 49.3
    

    

043* 79.7

769* 20.3
    

    

054 73.6

258 20.8
131 5.5

    

325* 31.3

166* 33.6

321* 35.1

ble to separate th
 Mohave, Coconin

A 

% 

7 

3 

7 

3 

6 

8 
5 

3 

6 

1 

he 
no, 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 

 
 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

 

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

28

25

38

14

16

e only 3
5

17

2

14

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 

N %

   

80 52

57 47
   

   

89 72

48 27
   

   

68 31

14 58
55 10

   

79 33

13 39

45 27

 

A-11 

and control t

3 & 4. Graha

 S

% Su

  

2.1 24,9

7.9 23,6
  

  

2.4 31,5

7.6 16,9
  

  

1.3 20,3

8.5 20,8
0.2 7,3

  

3.3 15,2

9.7 16,8

7.0 16,3

totals for chil

am, Greenlee,

Sum of weights

um %

  

909 51

606 48
  

  

533 65

983 35
  

  

371 42

826 42
318 15

  

296 31

821 34

397 33

Weight

ld interviews

, Pinal, Gila 

s C

% Tot

1.3 24,9

8.7 23,6

5.0 31,5

5.0 16,9

2.0 20,3

2.9 20,8
5.1 7,3

1.5 15,2

4.7 16,8

3.8 16,3

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

  

909 51.

606 48.
  

  

533 65.

983 35.
  

  

371 42.

826 42.
318 15.

  

297 31.

821 34.

397 33.

A 

% 

.3 

.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.9 

.1 

.5 

.7 

.8 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 

 
 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

 

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

25

16

31

9

12

e only 24
4

13

13

14

 

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 

N %

   

51 60

61 39
   

   

15 76

97 23
   

   

24 30

46 59
42 10

   

31 31

34 32

47 35

 

A-12 

and control t

 S

% Su

  

0.9 41,2

9.1 39,8
  

  

6.5 40,3

3.5 40,7
  

  

0.1 40,8

9.7 30,1
0.2 10,0

  

1.8 26,3

2.5 28,7

5.7 25,9

totals for chil

5. Pima 

Sum of weights

um %

208 50

868 49

370 49

706 50

844 50

145 37
087 12

374 32

796 35

907 32

Weight

ld interviews

s C

% Tot

0.8 41,2

9.2 39,8

9.8 40,3

0.2 40,7

0.4 40,8

7.2 30,1
2.4 10,0

2.5 26,3

5.5 28,7

2.0 25,9

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

208 50.

868 49.

370 49.

706 50.

844 50.

145 37.
087 12.

374 32.

796 35.

907 32.

A 

% 

.8 

.2 

.8 

.2 

.4 

.2 

.4 

.5 

.5 

.0 



 
 

 
Design an
Health Su 

Table A-2

 

Ch

Gender 

1. Male 

2. Fema
Total 

Tenure 

1. Own 

2. Other
Total 

Race-ethn

1. Hispa

2. Non-H
3. Other

Age group

1. 0-1 

2. 2-3 

3. 4-5 
 
 

d Methodolog
rvey 

2. Sample 
characte

  

  

haracteristic 

 

ale 

r 

nicity 

anic 

Hispanic White
r 

p 

gy of the 2010

 sizes, sums 
eristics (cont

N

23

19

28

14

16

e only 22
4

13

16

13

0 Arizona 

 of weights, a
tinued) 

Sample size 

N %

  

34 54

94 45
  

  

83 66

45 33
  

  

63 38

21 51
44 10

  

35 31

61 37

32 30

 

A-13 

and control t

 S

% Su

4.7 195,4

5.3 187,4

6.1 245,9

3.9 136,8

8.1 178,4

1.6 156,9
0.3 47,4

1.5 127,7

7.6 131,1

0.8 123,9

totals for chil

6. Maricopa 

Sum of weights

um %

  

420 51

407 49
  

  

960 64

867 35
  

  

448 46

926 41
453 12

  

712 33

146 34

969 32

Weight

ld interviews

s C

% Tot

1.0 195

9.0 187

4.2 245

5.8 136

6.6 178

1.0 156
2.4 47

3.4 127

4.3 131

2.4 123

ting Tables 

s by sample 

Control total 

tal %

  

,420 51.

,407 49.
  

  

,960 64.

,867 35.
  

  

,448 46.

,926 41.
,453 12.

  

,712 33.

,146 34.

,969 32.

A 

% 

.0 

.0 

.2 

.8 

.6 

.0 

.4 

.4 

.3 

.4 


