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| ntroduction and Overview

Thisisthe seventh Annua Report of The Mind of Colorado project. 1n 1994 when this project was
launched by the Graduate School of Public Affairs a the University of Colorado a Denver, we said it
was intended “to provide the state’ s citizens and its community, business, and politica leaders with an
annua diagnosis of the hedth of the body palitic.” Our intent in 2001 remains the same.

In order that we may track how opinions change over time, this year's survey includes many of the
same questions asked in prior years regarding confidence in ingtitutions, levels of political and civic
involvement, and ratings of the qudity of life. Throughout the report, results from this year’ s survey are
anayzed and whenever possible they are contrasted with those of prior years.

As has been done in other years, there are new items that relate to current issues or concerns. For
example, this year's survey addresses important public policy issues including priorities for Colorado
State government funding and how the Colorado L egidature should address growth and its impacts.

This survey is based on arandomly drawn, representative sample of registered voters. Seven hundred
fifty-two (752) phone surveys were completed February 19 through March 28, 2001. The sampling
error for asurvey of thisszeis +/- 3.65%. Methodology isfully explained in Appendix A. Thefull
survey text and frequencies are reported in Appendix B.
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Colorado'sMood in 2001

General Satisfaction

Right Track/\Wrong Track

Coloradans fedl good about themsalves, thelr Question 1, Over Time

date, many of itsinditutions and its economy. 100
Two out of three respondents (66%) said our
date isgenerdly going in the right direction and
21% sad it isgoing in the wrong direction. This
is unchanged from last year.

Men are more likely than women to think that
things are on theright track: compare 80% with
73%. Republicans (84%) and Unaffiliateds

foo6 1006 fobe  16B6 200D  2Df

(79%) are more likely to think that thingsin the [] Whong Track Right Traok
date are generdly going in theright direction than Figurel
Democrats (65%).

Economic Climate

Confidence in the Economy

Coloradans report that the economy in the
% Rating it Excellent or Good

dateisin good shape. More than three- 100
quarters (76%) rate economic conditions as 50 85 =
ather excellent (18%) or good (59%). This

assessment of economic conditionsis
consderably less pogtive than last year's, 40
when fully 85% rated economic conditionsas 5
excdlent or good and nearly twice as many

60

. y 0
respondents rated economic conditions as State (MOC) National (Gallup)
excdlent (34%).
[ spring 2000 Spring 2001
Nationdly thereis alot more pessmism about Figure2
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the economy than thereisin Colorado. The Galup

Organization’s survey, in thefidd in early March Ratlng of Economic Conditions

2001, found that only 3% of those polled nationdly Quedtion 1D

rated the country’ s economy as excellent and 43% 100

rated it asgood. Furthermore, their poll registered g: :

adrop of 14 percentage points over the course of n

ayear.! 20
-

Within Colorado, there are clear differencesin the Denver Metra Outstate

assessment of economic climate depending on Al Other Front Range

place of resdence. Residents living dong the [ ] Poor [] onlyFarr

Front Range are much more likely than those living fH oood Excellent

in the rest of the State to describe the economy as Figure3

excdlent, and lesslikely to say it isonly far or

poor. Twenty-four percent (24%) of Denver residents, 22% of other metro area residents, and 18% of
persons living aong the rest of the Front Range, compared to only 8% of persons living dsewherein
the dtate, said that the state’ s economy is excdllent.

Consgent with their view that things in the state are on the right track, more men (22%) than women
(15%) rate economic conditionsin Colorado

as excelent. Republicans (23%) and Expectation of Economy
Democrats (17%) are more likely to say that Over Course of Year
economic conditionsin Colorado are excellent

then Unaffiliateds (11%).

X o oo ‘\\\Q"»
Another sign that Coloradans are more %32323232323%%&
cautioudy optimistic about the state’'seconomy ~ [Stay the samd
isthat they are equdly likdly (32%0) to believe
that the state’ s economy will get weaker over
the course of the year asthey areto believe
that it will get stronger. Only 6% expect that the

date’ s economy will get alot stronger during

A lot stronger|

A lot weaker|

Figure4

1see Gallup Poll Trends - Rating the Economy, http://www.gallup.com/poll/trends/ptrateecon.asp.
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the year. Thirty-five percent (35%) think it

will stay the same. Family Financial Forecast
Question 12, Over Time

Republicans (41%) are much more likely 100
than either Unaffiliateds (29%) or Democrats  go L
e ||

I
(25%) to think that the state’s economy will 60 L : :
get stronger over the course of the year.
40
Most respondents are optimistic about their 20—
persond financid future.  Fifty-9ix percent 0—

(56%0) expect that their family will be 1996 1998 1999 2000 2001
financidly better off next year than they are B worse
now. Eighteen percent (18%) think they will

be financidly worse off. Thislatter group is

subgtantidly larger than it was last year. In 2000, only 7% expected their family to be financiadly worse
off.

EEE W

B

["J Same . Better

Figure5

Astheir confidence in the economy suggests, Republicans (64%) are more likdly than Unaffiliateds
(56%) or Democrats (51%) to expect that their family will be financidly better off next year than they
arenow. Asage increases, respondents are less likely to anticipate gains and they are more likely to
believe they will be financially worse off. Fully 71% of persons age 18 to 34, compared to only 36% of
seniors age 65 and older, think their family will be financidly better off next year. Twenty-seven
percent (27%) of seniors, compared to only

11% of those in the youngest age group, Quiality of Life Rating
think thelr fan”y will tEﬂmaly Worse off. 0 to 10 rating scale where 10 is excellent
70
. - 60 T B
Quality of Life 50 —— _
40 1 —
Coloradans continue to perceive that the 0T B

20 77 —

quality of life avalable to them inthe stateis 0 — i i:
high. On aten point scae where 0 means (e _ ﬁ

terrible and 10 means excellent, the average 1996 1998 1999 2000 2001
scoreis 7.9, thesame asin 2000. Nineteen [] Rating of 8 [ ] Rating of 9
percent (19%) of respondents give the state Rating of 10

Figure 6
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aperfect ten; 15% give it ascore of nine; and 32%, an eight. (See Figure 6.)

Despite their view that the economic climate is less pogitive than last year, respondents believe that
qudity of lifein Colorado isimproving. People in the Sate are more likdy to think that qudity of lifeis
getting better than to think it is getting worse: 39% think it’s getting better and 28% think that it is
getting worse. Thirty-three (33%) of respondents report no change. Last year, respondents were
more pessmigtic, with 36% thinking qudity of life is getting better and 39% that it is getting worse.
(SeeFigure7.)

Personsin the youngest age group rate qudity of life lower on average than do persons age 35 and
over. Younger persons are somewhat more optimistic than older ones, however, about the trend in
qudity of life. Republicans (8.2) and Democrats (7.9) rate quality of life higher on average than do
unaffiliated voters (7.4). There are no Sgnificant differences by region or gender in assessment of
qudlity of lifein Colorado.

Respondents also were asked to rate quality of life with respect to specific factors. These questions
replicated those asked in 1996. The pattern

was very smilar to 1996, with Coloradans Change in Quality of Life
being congderably more criticd than they Retter, Woree of Stays Same

were in assessing the overdl qudity of life, 4D ——

One factor scored a4, four factorsscoreda 35
5, three factors scored a six, and two factors D B
scored aseven. Only one factor on the ig |
entire list -- recreationa opportunities -- 15 ‘
received a higher rating (8.3) than the 7.9 1D ‘
score accorded to overall quality of life? 5 |

It isadso interesting to note that this D I I I I ‘ I
year' sratings of the specific factors are 1996 1896 1999  20DD  2DD1
lower than in 1996 with one exception —the Getting Worse D Gefing Better
rating of safety from crime.

Figure7

Similar to 1996, Coloradans were most critica regarding the availability of affordable housing, giving it

2 |n 1996, overall quality of lifein Colorado also received a 7.9 rating.
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an average rating of 4.6. This scoreislower than the 5.4 rating for affordable housing in 1996. Other
factors receiving a score of 6 or lower are trangportation (5.1), public education (5.8), trestment of the
disadvantaged (5.8) and access to hedlth care (5.9).

Conggtent with 1996, Coloradans were most positive regarding the recrestiond opportunities available
within the state, giving this factor the highest score—an 8.3.  Respondents dso were relatively postive
about the state as a place to raise children (7.6). Economic opportunities received a score of 7.1, and
environmenta qudity had arating of 6.9.

Men (6.1) give access to hedlth care a higher rating than women (5.7), while women rate the sense of
community (6.6) more highly than men (6.3). Persons age 18 to 34 (5.6) give the most positive
evauation of the transportation system, while those age 50-64 (4.8) give the least positive one.

Reflecting their differing economic and socid contexts, persons living in different regions of Colorado
have different perceptions of some specific agpects of qudity of life. Persons living outsde the Front
Range (6.4) rate qudity of lifein terms of economic opportunities substantially lower than do those
living long the Front Range (7.2-7.4 depending on which areg). On the other hand, persons living out-
dtate are much more positive about the treetment of the disadvantaged and the sense of community than

Quality of Life Indicators

Mean Scores - Question 14a-14k

Transportation

Access to health care

Public education

Treatment of the disadvantaged
Availability of affordable housing
Sense of community
Environmental quality
Recreational opportunities
Economic opportunities

Place to raise children

Safety

0 2 4 6 8 10
1996 2001

Figure8
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persons living dong the Front Range, particularly in Denver. Out-state and other non-metro area
respondents give higher ratings to availability of affordable housing, environmenta quaity and Colorado
as aplace to raise children than do those living in Denver or the rest of the metro area.

For saven factors, there were Sgnificant differencesin quality of life ratings based on politica affiliation.
In each ingtance, Republicans rated qudity of life higher than either Democrats or Unéffiliateds.
Republicans gave higher ratings to each of the following: economic opportunities, environmenta qudity,
availability of affordable housing, access to hedlth care, treatment of the disadvantaged, sense of
community and Colorado as a place to raise children.

Confidenceand Trust

Inared sense, the heart of The Mind of Colorado is the confidence indexing it provides for key
inditutions in the Centennid State. Following the work of George Gallup for the Nationd Civic
League, inditutions are rated by respondents on afive-point scale. For each indtitution, respondents
indicated whether they had highest confidence, quite alot, some, very little or no confidence. The
results are andyzed by aggregating the percentage of respondents selecting the top two confidence
categories to create a confidence index.

For many years, there was a nationa trend of declining confidence in most of society'sinditutions. Our
first survey in 1994 indicated that Coloradans, like citizens nationdly, were very distrustful. Since then,
we have witnessed increasing levels of confidence both nationdly and in the state.  1n 2001, confidence
ratings generdly have sabilized at these higher levels. Still, not many indtitutions enjoy high leves of
trust from amgority of respondents.

Confidencein I nstitutions

The average of the confidence scores across dl of the indtitutions examined in the survey is 35,
indicating that 35% of respondents give raings that suggest high levels of trugt. Thisis congstent with
the 35% confidence index for 2000, and considerably higher than the average confidence score of 24%
recorded in the 1995 Mind of Colorado survey.

For nine of the indtitutions examined, this year’ s confidence score is greater than last year’ s score. Six
indtitutions have lower confidence ratingsin 2001 than in 2000. Table 1 summarizes the results of
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seven years worth of Mind of Colorado polling on confidence in indtitutions. Figure 9 shows

Coloradans current assessment of their confidence in key inditutions.

Table1: CONFIDENCE IN INSTITUTIONSOVER TIME
1994* 1995 1996 1998 1999 2000 2001 | Change
in last
year

A. Religious Institutions 39 495 51.9 496 459 54.2 51.1 -
B. Local Government 23 24.1 276 30.3 310 332 382 +
C. Charities/Volunteer Organizations A 438 55.3 54.2 55.0 58.8 57.8 =
D. Public Schools 2 313 317 36.0 36.9 39.3 371 -
E. Politica Parties 9 9.3 78 9.0 9.7 102 10.9 =
F. Broadcast Media(TV & Radio) n/a 16.6 17.8 249 20.3 223 237 +
G. Print Media (newspaper/magazines) n/a 188 228 30.3 273 331 26.3 -
H. The Colorado State Legisature n/a 20 19.7 244 27.2 233 281 +
|. State Government Agencies 23 16.0 16.0 24.2 21.8 20.3 23.7 +
J. TheU.S. Congress n/a 125 151 174 120 153 20.2 +
K. Federal Government Agencies 12 12.1 125 16.9 135 14.2 174 +
L. Loca Law Enforcement** 52 485 58.2 60.5 51.0 514 584 +
M. The Legal System, including Courts n/a 29 16.7 26.7 24 335 26.7 -
N. TheElection System n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 35.8 n/a
0. Businessesin Colorado n/a 34.9 63.6 63.2 65.1 65.0 614 -
P. Organized Labor n/a 135 18.2 20.6 24.1 234 22.3 =
Q. Colleges & Universities n/a 53.5 55.6 65.2 66.8 725 66.4 -
R. The Governor’'s Office n/a n/a 33.6 295 33.9 325 36.6 +
S. TheMilitary n/a 41.6 39.9 51.1 51.0 54.4 56.5 +
T. Environmental Protection Groups n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 354 34.2 =
U. Health Insurance Organizations n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 103 110 =

*Uses valid percentages which do not include the number of people who responded “Don’t Know.”
** Results shown for 1999 and earlier are based on aslightly different question that was included in a confidence
assessment of various professions.

The greatest increases in confidence were redized by locd law enforcement (up seven percentage
points) and by government. Loca government, the Colorado State L egidature and the U.S.
Congress each had gains of dmost five percentage points, and the Governor’ s office had a four
percentage point increase over last year. Confidence in the Colorado State Legidature had dropped
four percentage points last year; this year' s gain brings confidence in thisingtitution to ahigh of 28.1,
greater than the previous high of 27.2 in 1999.
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Confidence in Institutions

Question 2

Colleyes & Unlverslies
Butiness InCdoratlo
Local Laiv Eniorceme h
Chai fes/Volunkeer Qs
The MII
Relipiows s fufons
Local

The HeclonhGys bm
Enwir. Mom:len Oms

Colo. Hlslam
]

Broaticas (Medla
Sk CoviAgerncles
0 H Labor
B.Congrss

Federal Covi Apencles
Heal h hsURhce n{ns : , ,
Pollfcal barles | | | |

D 20 4D AL B0 10D

High Contience (24 Bome Confilence
[] Lowtonidence

Figure9

courts, each of which dropped amost seven percentage points. Confidence in the print media

The biggest losses in confidence were registered for the print media and the legdl system including the

returned to dightly below the 1999 levd, after gaining Sx percentage points in 2000 and reaching a
high of 33.1. Colleges and universties also had aloss in confidence in 2001, dropping Sx percentage

points from a high of 72.5in 2000 to 66.4 in 2001.3

| nstitutions with Highest Confidence: Six inditutions have the confidence of more than haf of those
surveyed. For the fourth year in arow, the public has the most confidence in colleges and universities.

3The drop in confidence in higher education may, in part, be due to survey methodology. To test the hypothesis
that high confidence ratings for universities resulted from identifying the survey as belonging to the university, we
completed 215 surveys without the identification. While the differences in confidence levels were not statistically
significant, 70% of the group who knew the survey was being done by the university reported confidence compared
to 63% of the group who didn’t know of the university’s sponsorship.
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Although the rating is down from last year, 66% report either highest or quite alot of confidencein
ingtitutions of higher education. Colorado businesses rank second; their confidence rating is 61%, down from
65% in 1999 and 2000. Loca law enforcement ranks third, with a confidence index of 58%; this scoreis
seven percentage points higher than last year.

Charities and volunteer organizations rank fourth, with the confidence of 58% of those surveyed. The military
(57%) aso enjoys the confidence of at least half of those surveyed; the current confidence score is up two
points from last year. Rdigious ingtitutions enjoy the confidence of 51% of respondents. Thisisalower
proportion than last year but higher than the severa prior years.

| ngtitutions with L owest Confidence: Political parties have registered the lowest confidence retings of al
the tracked ingtitutions since 1996. The pattern continuesin 2001. Political parties have the confidence of
only 11% of respondents. Hedlth insurance organizations also do not fare well. They too have the
confidence of just 11% of respondents. Furthermore, fully 52% expresslittle or no confidence. Thisisthe
highest no confidence vote of any indtitution.

Governmentd indtitutions tend not to fare very well in the confidenceratings. 1n generd, governmentd
ingtitutions at the local level do better than those at the Sate level, and those a the State level do better than
those a the federa levd.

C At thelocd leve,. public schools have the confidence of 37% and loca governments of 38%.

C At the date leve, the Governor’ s office gets a higher confidence rating (37%) than the state
Legidature (28%) or state agencies (24%).

C Federal government scores are the lowest of the three levels. The U.S. Congress and Federa
Government agencies have confidence levels of 20% and 17%, respectively.

On amore positive note, government entities tended to redlize an increase in confidence over the course of
the year. With just two exceptions (the courts and public schools), confidence ratings for governments are
higher in 2001 than last year.

Differencesin Confidence: Men and women differ in their confidence in severd indtitutions. WWomen have
more confidence in charities/volunteer organizations, environmenta protection groups, and organized labor,
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while men have more confidence in the Colorado State Legidature, the Governor’ s office and the military.
These differences gpparently reflect the fact that men have a more conservative politica orientation than
women.*

There are sgnificant differences in confidence based on paliticd affiliation for 14 of the 21 inditutions. More
often, Republicans indicate a higher level of confidence, especidly with respect to government entities.
Republicans have higher levels of confidence than Democrats and Independent votersin the following:
politica parties, Colorado State Legidature, U. S. Congress, loca law enforcement, the legd system and the
courts, the election system, businessesin Colorado, the Governor’ s office and the military. Perhaps not
surprisingly given the outcome in the last presidentia e ection, Republicans have nearly twice as much
confidence in the eection system (50%) as either Democrats (28%) or Unéffiliateds (26%). Fifty-six percent
(56%) of Republicans, compared to 30% of Unaffiliateds and only 19% of Democrats, have confidence in
the Governor’ s office. Democrats have higher confidence than Republicans or Unaffiliateds in broadcast and
print media, organized labor, colleges and universities and environmenta protection groups. They have twice
as much confidence in organized labor and in environmenta protection groups as Republicans. Those lacking
aparty affiliation have less confidence than ether Republicans or Democratsin severd inditutions: politica
parties, loca law enforcement, the legal system and the courts, the eection system and colleges and
universties.

There are anumber of differencesby agein leve of confidencein inditutions. While no clear pattern
emerges, generdly older persons have less confidence in indtitutions than younger ones. Persons age 50 and
over have less confidence than younger persons in charities'volunteer organizations, and they are more likely
to have low confidence in political parties. Seniors age 65 and over are more likely than othersto say they
have low confidence in the print media and state government agencies. Seniors (24%) aso have the least
confidence in environmenta protection groups; persons age 18 to 34 (41%) have the most. Seniors have the
least confidence in colleges and universties (56%), while persons age 50 to 64 have the most (74%). Persons
age 50 to 64 aso have the most confidence in the military and the Governor’s office.

Persons living out-gtate have the most confidence in Sate government agencies (28%), while those living
aong the Front Range but outside the metro area have the least confidence (18%).

“The Mind of Colorado 2000 asked respondents to describe their political orientation. Men were significantly more
likely than women to say they were strongly or moderately conservative, while women were significantly more likely
than men to say they were strongly or moderately liberal.
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Public Officials Performance

In addition to genera questions regarding confidence, The Mind of Colorado seeks the views of registered
voters on the job performance of some of our eected officids. Governor Bill Owens receives the highest
approvd rating of the elected officias whose performance was assessed in this year’ s survey. Forty-two
percent (42%) give him either afour or afive on afive point scale, compared to 37% in 2000. Twenty-two
percent (22%) indicate dissatisfaction with his performance.

Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell has a 39% approvd rating, up from 32% last year. Senator Allard’'s
performance is viewed somewhat less

favoraply then Campbell’s. Thirty-three Public Officials' Job Performance Rating
percent (33%) rate Allard's performance asa Questions 3 through 7

four or afive, up from 27% in 2000. Allard’'s Governor Owens
approva rating islower in part because more enater Nighthorse Campbell
people have no opinion (17% vs. 7% for

Campbell and 3% for Owens).

Senator Allard

Your Congressperson

Sresident and Vice President

Looking across the Congressiond delegation, 0 10 20 . 0 50
37% of respondents give a positive job Excellent Very Good
performance rating to their representative, an Figure 10

increase of 6 percentage points from the 31%

rating in 2000. The numbers responding from each Congressiona digtrict are not very large, so we areless
confident that these results accurately reflect didtrict voters opinions.  Scott Mclnnis and Mark Udal enjoy
the highest performance approva ratings. 42% and 41%, respectively. The gpprova ratings for the other
representatives are: 36% for Tom Tancredo, 35% for Bob Schaffer, 34% for Jod Heffley and 31% for Diana
DeGette.

Given how short atime President Bush and Vice Presdent Cheney have been in office, it ssemed premature
to ask Coloradans how they rated their job performance. The Mind of Colorado focused instead on
expectations. Respondents were asked: “How good ajob do you expect our new President and Vice
Presdent to doin 20017’ Performance was rated on the same 5-point scale, where 1ispoor and 5 is
excdlent. Coloradans hold high expectations of the new President and Vice President. Nearly haf (47%)
expect performanceto rate a4 or a5. On the other hand, 27% expect to be dissatisfied with their
performance.
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Since mogt of the eected officids being evauated this year are Republicans, it is not surprising that
Republicans give subgtantialy higher job performance ratings than either Democrats or Unaffiliated voters.
They are more than twice as likely to rate our Governor’s and Senators performance asa 4 or 5 than
Democrats. Fully 73% of Republicans, compared to 38% of Unaffiliateds and 23% of Democrats, expect
the new President and Vice President to do an excellent job (rating of 4 or 5).

Persons residing outside the Front Range are least likely to say that Governor Owens did an excellent job
(37%), but they are dso least likely to say that he did a poor job (17%). The greatest proportion of out-state
resdents -- 41% -- rated his performance as neither poor nor excellent. Denver residents, on the other
hand, appear to be both more positive and more negative. They are most likely to say that Governor Owens
did an excdlent job (45%) and that he did a poor job (33%). Persons living dong the Front Range but
outside the metro area (46%) give Senator Campbell the most positive rating, while Denver residents (32%6)
give him the least postive reting.

Seniors age 65 and over are mogt likely to say that Senator Campbell did an excdllent job (42%), and also
that he did apoor job (36%). As age increases, respondents are more likely to say that Senator Allard did
an excdlent job; 27% of personsin the youngest age group compared to 41% of seniors say hedid an
excellent job.

Given their more conservative politica orientation, it is not surprisng that men are considerably more likely
than women to rate the job performance of Senators Campbell and Allard asafour or afive,
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Political and Civic | nvolvement

Political I nvolvement

Levelsof political involvement remained sable

o . Levels of Political Involvement
despite it being an dection year when an upturn

% contributing money or volunteering time

would have been expected. One-third of 40
respondents said that they had contributed money 35
or volunteered time to a candidate, party group, 30 —

political action committee or other organizationthat 25 —
supported candidates or balot issues during the 20 —
past year.> Thisisvery smilar totheleve reported 15 —
inlagt year’sMind of Colorado. Giventhat a 10 —
Presidential election took place in 2000, levels of 5 —
politica participation are quite low. In 1996, the 0 | | | | |
last presidentid eection year, The Mind of 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
Colorado determined that 39% contributed money Figurell

or volunteered time.

Types of Political Involvement
2000

Specifically during 2000, 27% contributed money
and 21% volunteered time. Mogt of those who

volunteered their time also gave money. See Figure ____LBoth Money and Timg
12.

There are equivaent levels of involvement among
Democrats (38%) and Republicans (39%). Those
without a party &ffiliation were much lessinvolved:
only 21% gave money or volunteered time. The

youngest respondents -- those between the ages of
18 and 34 -- were least paliticaly involved. Fully
76% of personsin this age group, compared to 62% Figure 12

%In Figures 11 and 13, responses refer to participation during the prior year, so for example results from Mind of
Colorado 2001 reflect behavior in the year 2000.
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to 65% of older respondents, neither

contributed money nor volunteered time. c "b “m“me its-n‘wu

Yaconripuing money or volgnigering fme

. 100
Civic Involvement

-1¢

I
Civic involvement is higher than political T

involvement. Civic involvement -- that is, the e f ’7

giving of time or money to organizations,

charities or causes not related to politics or a0

elections -- isaso measured in The Mind of

Colorado. Fully 73% of Coloradans say 20

they are involved in some way in non-profit

organizations, charitiesor causes. Thisis 0

little changed from last yesar.
1398 1392 1390 19338 2000
Figure 13

According to this year’ s survey, dmost two-
thirds (64%) contributed money in 2000, the same proportion asthe prior year. Thisfigureisdown 10
percentage points since 1998.

Types of Civic Involvement
Fifty-four percent (54%) volunteered time to an 2000
organization, charity or cause other than apoliticad
campagn. Thisisan increase over the 51% who
volunteered the prior year, but representsa 7
percentage point decline from 1998, when 61% said
they had volunteered time,

[Both Money and Timd eieisleiels’ \/\/\/ Money Only

There are no differencesin levels of civic
involvement based on region, gender or politica
party. Respondents who are between the ages of
35 and 64 are more likely to report civic

involvement (77%) than those who are younger

(66%) or older (68%).

Figure 14
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Views on Public Policy

Every year The Mind of Colorado survey includes questions on key public policy issues. Thisyear’s survey
addresses dtate budget priorities, privacy issues, and growth management.

Expenditure Priorities

The Legidature, working with the Governor’s office, develops anew budget for the state annudly. This
document, and even more importantly, the changes that are made to it each year, provide an important
indication of the state’ spriorities.  In thisyear’s survey, respondents were urged “to think about Colorado’s
dtate government and what its priorities should be,” and then were asked “when budget decisons are made,
would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose or strongly oppose spending more public
funds’ on each of saverd functions, “even if it meansraisng taxes” They were dso given the opportunity to
prioritize atax cut. Figure 15 depicts the spending items and the proportion who responded that they would
strongly support or somewhat support spending increases.

The public appears extraordinarily receptive to increases in the state budget at the present time. Large
magorities elther strongly or somewhat support spending increases on each of theitemstested. For dl the
expenditure items except one (prisons and courts), 80% or more favor increased spending.  This seeming
willingness to support government programs is likely related to the public's positive mood, and their increased
confidence in government and the performance of eected officids. It may aso result from an understanding
that expenditure increases are possible without raising taxes given the pattern of surplus accrua over recent
years.

Thereis not much variation among the expenditure items based on the overdl level of support. Thereis
greater variation in the proportion who indicate that they strongly support a spending increase (as indicated by
the solid portion of the bar in the graph in Figure 15). The proportion indicating strong support ranges from a
high of 59% (for K-12 education) to alow of 16% for prisons and courts. Programs focusing on children
including K-12 education, early childhood education and child care and child protection services havethe
biggest base of supporters who fed strongly about spending increases.

Each expenditure item is discussed in turn, with attention paid to both overdl levels of support and the smaler
proportion who say they fed strongly about their desire to increase expenditures. We dso determine whether
the pattern observed for the population holds for various subgroups based on party affiliation, region, gender,
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and age. Wereport differencesthat are atigtically sgnificant —that is, those that cannot reasonably be
attributed to the fact that responses are based on a sample rather than the entire population. While
differences are described, few are very large. The more important finding is that support for increasing sate
expenditures is quite high among men and women of al ages, party dffiliations, and aress of the date.

Education and Other Child-Oriented Programs

C

Public Education: Kindergarten through twelfth grade ranks highest in terms of strong supporters,
with 59% saying they strongly support an increase in state spending even if it means higher taxes. An
additiona 29% say they somewhat support an expenditure increase. Support for grester spending on
this function is higher among Democrats than Republicans (92% vs. 85%). The preferences of those
without a party &ffiliation more closdly dign with the Democrats on thisissue, with 91% favoring a
gpending increase. Differences based on age, region and gender were not statistically significant.
Early Childhood Education and Child Care: Fifty-two percent (52%) strongly support and 33%
somewhat support increased state spending for early childhood care and education. Democrats
(91%) and Unaffiliateds (89%) were more likely than Republicans (79%) to favor additiona spending
for thispurpose. Differences based on age, region and gender were not statistically significant.

Child Protection Services: Forty-nine percent (49%) strongly support and 39% somewhat support
gpending increases for child protection services including foster care and adoption. Thisisahigher
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priority for Democrats and Unaffiliateds and for women. Differences based on age and region were
not sgnificant.

Higher Education: Forty-three percent (43%) strongly support and 42% somewhat support
gpending increases for the state€' s colleges and universities. Support is somewhat higher among
Democrats and among women. Differences based on age and region were not significant.

Transportation

C

Highway Maintenance: Thisitem had the highest overdl leve of support (89%) among dl the items
tested but ranked seventh in terms of the proportion indicating strong support (41%). Support is
about equally strong among respondents regardless of party affiliation, gender, region, or age.
Highway Construction: Thirty-two percent (32%) strongly support and an additiona 50%
somewhat support additiona spending for this purpose. While alot of people support increased
spending on road congtruction, support islower for thisitem than most otherstested. Republicans
(85%) and those without party affiliation (84%) are more likely to favor spending increases than
Democrats (74%). Older respondents expressed higher levels of support than younger respondents.
Differences based on region or gender were not satiticaly sgnificant.

Public Transportation: This item ranks below highway maintenance but above highway congtruction
initslevel of support. Thirty-nine percent (39%) strongly support and 44% somewhat support Sate
budget increases for this purpose. Somewhat surprisingly, differences based on party are Satigtically
inggnificant, making it one of only five expenditure items where thiswas the case. Differences based
on age and gender are dso inggnificant. There are regiond differences, however. Support is highest
in Denver (94%) and lowest outside the metro area (80%) e sawhere adong the Front Range as well
as out-state.

Natural Resour ces

C

Preservation of Open Space: Thisisaspending priority for the public; it ranks fourth based on
levels of strong support (47%) and istied for fifth based on overal support (87%). While al groups
indicate strong support, there are some dtatistically significant differences based on party, gender and
region. Support islower among Republicans (81%) than either Democrats (91%) or Unaffiliateds
(92%). Women are more supportive than men: 89% vs. 84%. . Differencesin support based on
age were not significant.

Parks, Trailsand Other Recreation: Eighty-five percent (85%) indicate support for higher
gpending. Thisitem ranks ninth based on overal support, but since fewer of its supporters are
srongly committed, it is positioned further down in Figure 15 which arrays the functions based on the
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proportion of respondents who indicate strong levels of support. Subgroup differences are much like
those reported above for open space preservation. Support is lower among Republicans (81%) than
Democrats (88%) or Unaffiliateds (89%). It islower among men (81%) than women (89%).
Support levels range from 80% among out-state respondents to a high of 94% of Denver-based
respondents.

Public Health and Environmental Protection: Thisitem ranks relatively low overal (14" out of 15
expenditure items), even though a strong magjority supports an expenditure increase (81%). More of
its support comes from those who fed strongly on the subject, however, so the item is positioned
relatively higher in Figure 15. There are significant differences based on party, region, and gender.
Support is lower among Republicans (71%) than Democrats (87%) or Unéffiliateds (88%). Denver
resdents are most likely to support additiona expenditures on public heath and environmenta
protection (with 86% citing support) and those living out-state least likely (74% citing support).

More women (84%) than men (77%) support higher spending. Differences based on age are not
datigticaly sgnificant.

Other Expenditureitems

C

Health Care: Eighty-seven percent (87%) support increased expenditures on hedth care for the low
income or uninsured. For 45% their level of support isstrong. It isthefifth ranked priority whether
the focus is on strong support or overall support. Women (90%) are more likely to support higher
gpending than are men (83%). Leves of support are smilar among dl the other subgroups analyzed.
Income Support and Servicesfor the Poor, Elderly and Disabled: With 87% wanting additiond
expenditures, thisitem ranks fourth in levels of overdl support. Relatively fewer express strong
support, however, so its position is lower (tenth) in Figure 15. Women are more supportive than men:
compare 91% vs. 84%. Differences based on party affiliation, age and region are satisticaly
inggnificant.

Job Training and Workforce Development: Intota, 86% support expenditure increasesfor this
purpose, 37% strongly. Support is highest among Unaffiliateds (92%), followed by Democrats
(86%) and Republicans (82%). Differences based on age, gender, and region are not significant.
Housing for Low and Moderate |ncome Families: Eighty-four percent (84%) express support
for higher spending on housing programs. Women are more supportive (88%) than men (78%).
Other differences by subgroup are not sgnificant.

Prisonsand Courts: Thisitemsranks lowest among the 15 expenditure areas tested, based on levels
of overdl support (63%) or levels of strong support (16%). Republicans (69%) are more likely to
favor expenditure increases than Democrats (55%) or Unaffiliateds (63%). Support steadily
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increases with age from alow of 54% among those under 34 to 70% among those over 65.
Differences by gender and region are not satisticaly significant.

Tax Cuts

The other sde of the budget ledger istaxes. Over the last severd years, the state’ s strong economy has
resulted in Sgnificant revenue growth. At the same time, expenditure increases are condrained by various
condiitutiond and gtatutory limitations.

o _ Cutting Taxes as a Priority
Tax cuts are amajor priority for just 14% of Question 17
Coloradans. They are amoderate priority for an

additional 30%. Most Coloradans appear to be ,
/
//

more interested in expandin ernment
) IO
expenditure programs than in cutting taxes.
1

Whether or not tax cuts should be viewed as a

priority is clearly ameatter of partisan debate. Only
among Republicans does a dim mgority (54%)

emerge that feelstax cuts are amgor or moderate Not
priority. Only 35% of Democrats and 40% of

Unaffiliateds see tax cuts as a priority. Differences

based on gender, age and region are satisticaly inggnificant.

Figure 16

Privacy

Advances in computer and telecommunications technology have made it easier to store, combine and
communicate large amounts of information easily and quickly. While this dlows tremendous advancesin
efficiency and convenience, it dso is a power with the potentia to be misused. Private information, obtained
for one purpose, may be sold or shared with others. For example, medica information could be obtained by
potentia employers and used as afactor in hiring or firing decisons. Information on purchasing patterns can
be sold and then used as the basis for targeted advertisng. Financid information provided on-line such as
credit card numbers could potentialy be stolen if adequate security is not provided by e-commerce vendors.
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Thisyear’ s Mind of Colorado asked respondents

how much of aconcern it was to them personally Restrict Unauthorized Information Sharing?

that private information may be shared without Question 19
their permission. Two-thirds said it was a mgjor

concern and 22% said it was a moderate concern.
They were then asked how much of apriority itis
for “the state to take action to restrict the

unauthorized sharing of informeation, recognizing

that regulations may add to the cost of the goods
or servicesthat they use” About haf (51%)
responded it was amgjor priority and an

Inor Priority

additional 31% said it was a moderate priority.

State action restricting the unaithorized sharing of Figure17

information is a higher priority for women than for men. Eighty-five percent (85%) of women vs. 77% of men
say action isamgor or moderate priority. Differences based on party, region and age are not datigticaly
sgnificant.

Growth Management

Repeated surveys by our program and others indicate that Coloradans are concerned about the rate at which
the Sate is growing and itsimpacts on the quality of life. Past surveys indicate that the Sat€ s resdents see
the benefits of growth aswell asitscosts. Generdly speaking, Coloradans have expressed a preference for
managing growth rather than reducing it. Despite strong public support for sate action, in 2000 the
Legidature was unable to agree on astrategy. Disturbed by the Legidature s inability to act, supporters of
growth management devel oped a proposal and collected the necessary signatures to place it on the ballot.
While voters turned the measure down, it was fairly clear to dl that some kind of action was desirable.

Hence the Legidatureis consdering severd proposasthis sesson. To help inform the Legidature's
ddiberation, The Mind of Colorado sought the public's views on some of the key issues. Severd of the
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Possible Local Plan Requirements
Levels of Support, 4. 20 -24
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Figure 18

items match or closdy pardld those used in asurvey we did last year, S0 it’s possible to measure how
opinions have changed.® Also, al items were cross-tabulated by party affiliation, age, gender, and region.

L ocal Plan Requirements:

C Require planning: Seventy percent (70%) either strongly support (35%) or somewhat support
(36%) the Legidature requiring cities and counties to prepare comprehensive or master land use plans
after public involvement.  While thisis a strong mgority, it is down by ten points from last year when
asmilar question was asked about mandating planning. Thisis probably due to the paliticization of
the issue that occurred during last November’s hard-fought campaign.  Differences by subgroup are
datigticaly inggnificant except when respondents are categorized by party affiliaion. Republicans are
lesslikely to support mandeting cities and counties to plan, but even among this group amost two
thirds (65%) support the proposal. In contrast, 76% of Democrats and 74% of those not affiliated
with a party support a planning requirement.

C Designate urban service areas: Growth management strategies being consdered by the
Legidature require “cities and counties to designate urban service areas where devel opment will be
alowed and infrastructure such as roads and sewers will be provided, and to limit development

®See Norwest Public Opinion Research Program, Growth Management Options, (Prepared for the Gates Foundation),
February 2000.
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outside of those areas.” Seven out of ten respondents say they either strongly support (35%) or
somewhat support (36%) this concept.  This leve of support isthe same as was identified in last
year'sgrowth survey.  Thereis mgority support in al subgroups andyzed but there are some
datigticaly sgnificant differencesin levels of support. Women (75%) are more supportive than men
(68%). Demoacrats (77%) and Unaffiliateds (80%) are more supportive than Republicans (61%).

C Approve developmentsthat are consistent with plans: Plans are more meaningful documents if
they make it clear what can be built where aswell aswhat can't. A requirement that “cities and
counties gpprove developments that are fully consstent with their comprehensive plan and
development regulations, even if somein the community object” is supported by two-thirds of
respondents. Support is a bit softer, however, than on the earlier items, with 24% indicating strong
support and 42% saying they somewhat support theidea. Levels of support are Smilar acrossthe
subgroups andyzed. The only satisticaly significant differences are based on party affiliation.
Republicans are more skeptical.  Sixty-one percent (61%0) of respondents affiliated with the
Republican party support the concept, compared to 73% of Democrats and 69% of those without a
paty afiliation.

C Addressthe need for housing: Thisitem has the highest level of support of dl the growth
management concepts tested. Fully 79% of respondents say they strongly support (37%) or
somewhat support (43%) the Legidature requiring “local comprehengve plansto include Strategies
for increasing the supply of low and moderate cost housing.” A number of differences emergein the
subgroup andyss.  Conggtent with their views on state budget priorities, women fed more strongly
than men with 83% voicing support for the comp plan requirement regarding housing compared to
74% of men. There are dso differences by region. Thelowest level of support was found among the
resdents of areas outside the Front Range. Among this group, 75% support the state requiring local
plansto address housing affordability. This compares with 87% support in Denver, 78% in the metro
area suburbs and 81% el sewhere adong the Front Range. Party also makes a difference.

Republicans are less supportive of the requirement, but even so seven out of ten with this party
affiliation liketheidea. Support rises to the 87% level among Democrats and to 84% among
Uneffiliateds.

A Rolefor Regional Planning: One of the mgor points of difference among legidative proposasisin the
role envisoned for regiond plans. Should dl planning be the prerogative of local governments or isit better
to take aregiona approach? If regiona plans are developed, should they have tegth?
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Possible Regional Plan Requirements
Levels of Support, g. 25 - 28
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Requireregional plans: The Mind of Colorado sought respondents views on whether the Sate
should “require aregiona comprehensive plan to be developed in areas with rdatively large
populations and encourage regiond plans esewherein the state” Seven in ten respondents said they
support theidea. Those who somewhat support the idea (47%) far outnumber those who fed
grongly (25%), however. There are no differencesin levels of support for regiond planning based on
gender or region. There are differences based on party affiliation, with Republicans being less
supportive (64%) than Democrats (79%) or Unaffiliateds (75%).

L ocal plans should be consistent with regional plans: Almost three-quarters of respondents
(73%) want the state “to require that al city and county plans be consistent with their region’s plan, if
oneexists” Theleve of support appears to have remained constant over the year. Last year’s
survey, which used somewhat different wording, found that 72% favor state legidation “giving
regiona governments the power to review city and county comprehensive plans and to require these
plansto be reworked if they are inconsistent with regiond plans.” As has been the case with dl of the
growth management items, differences based on party affiliation are Sgnificant. Two-thirds of
Republicans (66%) support the idea, compared to 78% of Democrats and Unaffiliateds.

Penalize inconsistency: A consstency requirement doesn’t mean much if it is not accompanied by

some system for pendizing loca governments who fail to aign ther plans with those of their regions.

The Mind of Colorado asked respondents if they would support the Legidature withholding “some

transportation and other funds from local governments that refuse to make their plans consistent with
theregion'splan.” Twenty-one percent (21%) strongly support and 35% somewhat support the
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idea of backing up a consistency requirement with pendties. Last year’s survey registered somewhat
higher support (64%) when the question included the concepts of rewards as well as pendties.
There are differences in support based on region aswell as party. Metro area respondents (the only
group that would actudly be affected if the strongest regiond planning proposal were to be passed)
are more supportive than respondents living e sawhere in the state. The proportion indicating support
is 65% in Denver, 60% in metro area suburbs, 50% el sewhere aong the Front Range and 49% out-
date. Differences based on party are dso significant: compare 48% support among Republicans
with 58% among Unaffiliateds and 64% among Democras.

Support for More Compact Development : Respondents

were asked which of the following they would prefer to see
—"“lower dengity development with fewer buildings per acre
that spreads out over alot of land” or “higher dengity
development with more buildings per acre that leaves a
greater amount of land in open space.” Respondents chose
the latter course -- compact development -- by atwo to
one margin: 61% vs. 30%.

Consider Revenue Sharing: Thelast growth

Low vs. High Density Development
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management strategy consdered in thisyear’ s Mind of Colorado is revenue sharing. Respondents were told

“Currently loca governments compete for shopping
centers S0 that they can get the sales taxes they collect.
Neighboring jurisdictions often provide services needed by
the commercia developments and house the people who
shop and work in them but they receive none of the sdes
taxes” They were asked: “In your view, should dl sdes
taxes be kept by the jurisdiction where they are collected
or should some saes tax money be shared with other local
areajurisdictions?” A mgority (58%) indicated they
thought sales taxes should be shared. Thirty-four percent
(34%) favored the status quo and the remainder was
undecided.

Revenue Sharing

Question 31
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Summary and Conclusion

The mood of Coloradans remains positive despite the emergence of mild concerns about the state's
economy. About one-third expect aweakening of the state’ s economy and 18 out of 100 expect a
worsening of their own household’ s financia position during the year. Nevertheless, more than three-quarters
continue to rate the Sate’' s economy as excellent or good, which is amuch higher percentage than istrue
netiondly.

Coloradans remain pleased with the qudity of life available in the state. In a marked departure from prior
years polling, the proportion who are optimistic about the direction of change (39%) far exceedsthe
proportion who are pessmigtic (28%). Two aspects related to qudity of life, however, are of particular
concern: lack of affordable housing and transportation.

Trust and confidence in the dominant inditutions of society remain stable at the higher levels achieved over the
last couple of years. While the trends are in the direction of greeter confidence, improvements are il
warranted. Only six of twenty-one ingtitutions tested have the confidence of more than haf the people:
colleges and universities, business, locd law enforcement, charities and volunteer organizations, the military;
and religious organizations. Civic ingtitutions continue to be rated more highly than government indtitutions.
Mogt of the government indtitutions, however, redized gainsin confidence over the past year.  Also, the
performance ratings of Colorado’s dected officids are ontherise.

Perhaps because of this rise in confidence, an overwheming mgjority favor increases in most state
government spending programs, even if it were to mean arisein taxes. Programs affecting children have the
highest proportion of strong supporters. At the same time, relatively few Coloradans see cutting taxes as a
priority for the state.

Strong magorities also support most of the concepts being considered by the Legidature to better manage
growth. Thereis support for mandatory loca planning; the designation of urban service areas; inclusion of
drategies to address affordable housing; and a presumption of buildability if projects are in accord with the
plan. Thereisaso mgority support for requiring: the development of regiond plansin mgjor population
aress, that locd plans must be consistent with regiond plans and failures to achieve consstency result in
pendties. The public aso supports more compact development patterns and revenue sharing.
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Appendix A: Research Methodology

The Wélls Fargo Public Opinion Research Program of the Graduate School of Public Affairs, University of
Colorado at Denver, using the Secretary of State’ s Voter Registration Files as a data base, conducted a
random survey of registered Colorado voters between February 19 and March 28, 2001. Registered voters
provide an excdlent sampling population for public opinion surveys because this group generdly is more
informed and interested in public issues. In total, 752 telephone interviews were completed, lasting an
average of 14.7 minutes each.

Teephoneinterviews are used rather than mail surveys since they typically provide a quicker “turnaround”
and a higher response rate than mail surveys. In addition, telephone interviews are amore effective technique
for getting vaid and reliable responses to complicated questions.

Telephone interviewers were completed by University of Colorado at Denver staff and by VCR, afirm
Specidizing in survey research. Interviewers were thoroughly trained in interviewing techniques and
supervised throughout the surveying.

The telephone interviewers made every effort to maximize the proportion of completed cdls. Calswere
made during the day, on weekday evenings and on weekendsin order to ensure that employed persons and
persons with different schedules were reached. Interviewers made numerous attempts to contact each
person on thelist. This approach maximized the response rate and reduced the possibility of biasin the
results.

We completed 752 interviews from atota list of 2293 names with valid phone numbers, for a completed
response rate of 33%. Thirty percent refused to participate, and 37% could not be reached despite
numerous attempts.  Everyone was called aminimum of eight times on & least Sx different days. The margin
of error for asurvey of 750 is +/- 3.65%.
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Appendix B: Survey Instrument with Frequencies

Hello, my nameis(first name) and | am calling from the University of Colorado at Denver. Y ou have been selected to participatein
our seventh annual Mind of Colorado survey on public confidence, civic involvement and public policy choices. Y our responses
will be kept confidential. Could you take afew minutes and assist in this survey?

1. Do you think thingsin our state are generally going in the right direction or are they off on the wrong track?

Right Track Wrong Track Don’t Know + Missing
66.2% 12.8%
2. I'will now read you alist of Institutions. Pleasetell me how much confidence you, yourself, have in each one -- Do you
have highest confidence, quite alot, some, very little or no confidence.
ROTATELIST Highest Quitealot Some Very Little None [ DK+M
INSTITUTIONS: 1 2 3 4 5 9
A. ReligiousInstitutions 15.3% 35.8% 34.0% 10.1% 24% 24%
B. Loca Government 4.7% 33.5% 46.5% 11.4% 25% 1.3%
C. Charities/Volunteer Organizations 14.1% 43.8% 30.9% 74% 2.3% 1.6%
D. Public Schools 14% 29.7% 40.7% 15.3% 4.8% 2.1%
E. Political Parties 2.0% 8.9% 47.3% 29.0% 11.0% 1.7%
F. Broadcast Media(TV & Radio) 5.6% 18.1% 43.1% 24.5% 84% A%
G. Print Media (newspaper/magazines) 45% 21.8% 44.8% 21.3% 6.6% 9%
H. The Colorado State L egislature 37% 24.3% 53.6% 11.0% 32% 4.1%
|. State Government Agencies 1.9% 21.8% 55.7% 13.0% 32% 4.4%
J. TheU.S. Congress 3.2% 17.0% 53.9% 194% 4.8% 17%
K. Federal Government Agencies 20% 154% 56.0% 195% 4.7% 24%
L. Local Law Enforcement, such as police 14.2% 44.1% 29.4% 8.9% 25% 8%
M. The Legal System, including Courts 4.1% 22.6% 44.1% 21.5% 5.6% 2.0%
N. The Election System 7.3% 285% 334% 22.3% 8.1% A%
O. Businessesin Colorado 12.1% 49.3% 31.5% 37% % 24%
P. Organized Labor 3.6% 18.8% 2.2% 19.4% 7.8% 8.2%
Q. Colleges & Universities 154% 50.9% 255% 45% 11% 25%
R. The Governor’s Office 9.3% 27.3% 41.1% 12.9% 49% 4.5%
S. The Military 17.3% 39.2% 31.8% 59% 1.9% 4.0%
T. Environmental Protection Groups 6.9% 27.3% 37.1% 18.6% 7.8% 2.3%
U. Health Insurance Organizations 1.6% 94% 36.3% 3565% | 15.2% 2.0%
Onascaeof 1to5wherelis“poor” and 5is“excellent, 2 3 4 5 DK +M
how do you rate the job performance of: Poor Excellent
3. Governor Bill Owens 8.6% 134% | 32.3% | 289% 13.4% 3.3%
4. Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell 12.2% 146% | 275% | 281% 10.6% 6.9%
5. Senator Wayne Allard 8.0% 137% | 283% | 23.7% 9.2% 17.2%
6. Your representative in Congress 5.9% 110% | 315% | 26.6% 10.1% 14.9%
7. How good ajob do you expect our new President and Vice President to do in 20017
Poor Excellent
1 2 3 4 5 DK +M
11.0% 16.2% 23.8% 271.5% 19.7% 17%
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8. During the past year, did you or any member of your household contribute money, volunteer time, or do both to help an
individual candidate, party group, political action committee or any other organization that supported candidates or ballot
issues? Did you (READ RESPONSES):

1 Contribute money 12.1% 4 or didn’t you do either 66.0%
2 Volunteer time 6.0% 9 Don't Know + Missing 1%
3 Do Both 153%

9. Not counting any campaign contributions, during the past year did you or any members of your household contribute money,
volunteer time or do both to help any organization, charity or cause? Did you (READ RESPONSES) :

1 Contribute money 18.8% 4 Didn't you do either 26.6%
2 Volunteer time 85% 9 Don't Know + Missing 5%
3 Do Both or 456%

10. How would you rate economic conditionsin the State today: excellent, good, only fair or poor?
Excellent Good Only Fair Poor DK +M
17.7% 58.5% 20.2% 2.9% 1%

11. Do you expect the state’ s economy to get alot stronger, get somewhat stronger, stay the same, get somewhat weaker, or get a
lot weaker over the course of the year?

1 A lot Stronger 6.4% 4 Somewhat weaker 285%
2 Somewhat Stronger 25.7% 5 A lot weaker 3.1%
3 Stay the same 35.2% 9 Don’'t Know + Missing 1.2%

12. At thistime next year, do you expect that your family will be financially better off than it is now or will it be worse off?

1 Better 56.0% 3 Same 23.3%
2 Worse 17.8% 9 Don’t Know + Missing 2%
13. Please ratethe quality of lifefor you in Colorado. Use ascale of 0 to 10, where 0 means “terrible” and 10 means “excellent.”
Terrible Excellent
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 DK/M Mean
1% | 3% | 4% | 17% | 16% | 49% | 61% | 164% 3R2.2% 15.0% 18.9% 2.4% 7.89

14. On ascale of zero to ten where O meansterrible and 10 means excellent, please rate Colorado’s quality of lifein terms of each
of the following
ROTATELIST Terrible Excellent

0|1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 |DK/M [Mean
a. Economic Opportunities 3| 5| 15| 20 37| 114| 116 230( 253| 109 84 15| 7.06
b. Recreational opportunities 4 3 4 S5 23 44| 57| 124 202| 210 310 12| 8.26
¢. Environmental quality 5| 13| 13| 24 36| 118| 146| 207 274| 97 5.7 8| 6.87
d. Safety from crime S5 71 17| 36 47| 141 145| 242| 246| 66 39 9| 6.62
e. Availability of affordable 40| 43| 6.6 120| 158 235/ 129| 116 37\ 11 19 27| 4.63
housing
f. Accessto health care 15| 20| 40| 60 98 20.1| 128| 170/ 166| 49 36 17| 5.87
g. Transportation 23| 33| 80| 92| 100| 239 129 156 78| 19 20 32| 5.08
h. Public education 11| 27| 29| 64 84| 195| 181| 173| 133| 55 27 23| 584
i. Treatment of the disadvantaged 9| 19/ 35/ 63 69 205| 17.3| 146| 128| 37 21 96| 5.76
j. Sense of community 4| 151 17| 48 51| 146| 158| 222| 182| 74 49 33| 6.46
k. Asaplacetoraise children 3 8 g 17 25 73| 84| 178 287 148| 160 11| 7.59
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15. Overall, would you say that the quality of life herein Colorado is getting: (READ RESPONSES)

1 Much Better 6.0% 4 Getting somewhat worse
2 Somewhat Better 33.0% 5 Getting much worse
3 Staying the same 32.8% 9 Don't Know + Missing

24.7%
3.2%

more public funds on the following, even if it means raising taxes?

16. Next | want you to think about Colorado’ s state government and what its priorities should be. When budget
decisions are made, would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose or strongly oppose spending

(ROTATELIST) Strongly | Somewhat | Somewhat | Strongly [ DK
Support | Support oppose | oppose

a K-12 Education 59.2% 29.3% 6.6% 3% | 11%
b. Higher Education 43.0% 41.9% 9.0% 3% | 23%
c. Early childhood education and child care 51.9% 33.2% 84% 3% | 27%
d. Highway maintenance 41.0% 48.1% 7.2% 15% | 23%
e. Highway construction 31.6% 495% 13.2% 37% | 20%
f. Public transportation 39.2% 43.6% 85% 36% | 51%
g. Health care for the low income or uninsured 45.3% 41.5% 8.0% 31% | 21%
h. Prisons and courts 15.8% 46.9% 21.9% 104% | 49%
i. Public Health and Environmental Protection 38.3% 42.3% 125% 48% | 21%
j. Preservation of open space 46.7% 40.2% 84% 31% | 1.7%
k. Parks, trails and other recreation 35.6% 49.1% 8.9% 36% | 28%
I. Job training and workforce development 37.2% 48.3% 8.9% 27% | 29%
m. Income support and services for the poor, elderly and disabled 38.2% 49.2% 7.8% 27% | 21%
n. Child protection servicesincluding foster care and adoption 49.2% 39.2% 6.3% 24% | 29%
0. Housing for Low and moderate income families. 36.7% 46.8% 10.0% 44% | 21%

17. How much of apriority isit for you personally that the state cut taxes? Isthisa (READ RESPONSES)

1 Major priority 13.8%
2 Moderate priority 30.2%
3 Minor priority or 26.5%
4 Isit not apriority 285%

9 Don't Know + Missing 11%

18. Given advancesin computer and telecommunication technologies, how much of aconcernisit to you personally that

private information may be being shared without your permission? Is this amajor concern, moderate concern, minor concern or

not aconcern for you?

1 Major concern 65.8%
2 M oderate concern 21.8%
3 Minor concern (or) 8.2%
4 Not aconcern 3.7%
9 Don’t Know + Missing 4%

19. How much of apriority isit for you that the state take action to restrict the unauthorized sharing of information, recognizing

that regulations may add to the cost of the goods or servicesthat you use. Isit amajor priority, moderate priority, minor

priority or not apriority?

1 Major priority 51.1%
2 Moderate priority 30.5%
3 Minor priority 12.6%
4 Not a priority 5.1%
9 Don’t Know + Missing 8%
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The Legislatureis considering several strategiesto address growth and itsimpacts. For each of the following proposals, tell me
whether you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose or strongly oppose its adoption by the Legislature.

Should Colorado .......... Strongly | Some- | Some- | Strongl [ DK +
Support | what what y M
Support | Oppose | Oppose
P0. Require cities and counties to prepare comprehensive or master land use plans after 34.6%| 358%| 144%| 88%| 65%
public involvement.
P1. Require cities and counties to designate urban service areas where devel opment will be 348%| 364%| 148%| 85%| 55%
allowed and infrastructure such as roads and sewerswill be provided, and to limit
development outside of those areas.
P3. Require cities and counties to approve developments that are fully consistent with their 243%| 424%| 17.0%| 85%| 7.7%
comprehensive plan and development regulations, even if some in the community object.
P4. Require that local comprehensive plans include strategies for increasing the supply of 36.6%| 426%| 11.8%| 4.7%| 44%
ow and moderate cost housing
P5. Require aregional comprehensive plan to be developed in areas with relatively large 24.7%)| 46.7%| 133%| 59%| 9.4%
populations and encourage regional plans elsewhere in the state.
P7. Requirethat all city and county plans be consistent with their region’s plan, if one 28.3%| 445%| 14.2%| 57%| 7.2%
exists.
P8. Withhold some transportation and other funds from local governments that refuse to 206%)| 35.0%| 20.1%| 152%]| 9.2%
make their plans consistent with their region’s plan.
30. In general which of the following would you prefer to see
1 Low density development with fewer buildings per acre that
spreads out over alot of land or 29.9%
2 Higher density development with more buildings per acre that
leaves a greater amount of land in open space? 61.0%
9 Missing 9.0%

31. Another growth strategy being considered is revenue sharing. Currently local governments compete for shopping centers
so that they can get the sales taxes they collect. Neighboring jurisdictions often provide services needed by the commercial

developments and house the people who shop and work in them but they receive none of the salestaxes. Inyour view
should all salestaxes be kept by the jurisdiction where they are collected or should some sales tax money be shared with other

local areajurisdictions?

1 Sales taxes should be kept by jurisdiction where they are collected 34.0%
2 Sales taxes should be shared 57.8%
9 Don’t Know 81%
That completes our survey. Thank you for your help and have a good evening.
COMPLETE NOW from sample sheet
Gender: Congressional District:
1- Mde 44.4% 1 12.1%
2- Femde 55.5% 2 14.1%
3 2%
Party Affiliation: 4 19.9%
R 39.8% 5 14.9%
D 32.6% 6 15.8%
U 27.1%
Region:
Age: Denver 10.9%
18-34 19.7% Other Metro 40.7%
3549 35.1% Other Front Range 25.1%
50-64 26.9% Rest of State 233%
65+ 18.1%
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