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Executive Summary

The Docking Institute of Public Affairs at Fort Hays State Univeosijucted the 2015 Kansas

Speaks survey from September 14 to October 5, 20t&ndom sample of adult residents of Kansas age

18 and oldemvas surveyed by telephorte assessheir attitudes and opinions regarding various issues

of interest to Kansas citizens. The survey finds:

T

About threequarters (76%) ofespondents felt Kansagi G t SFad | a322RE LI |
pr FSEG AG A& I aLR 2N 2 NS weehRhBamaddg Republican¥ andd S (i 2
independent voters leaning Republican.

Threequarters (75%) of respondents saw themselves still living in the Smmmunity they are

in now in five years, 9% anticipate moviwghin Kansas, and 16% said they walikely

relocate outside of Kansas.

a2NB KIFIy I GKANR o6om20 2F NBalLRyRSyida NYXGSR 0
the economy as fair, andcZz NJ 4§ SR (GKS SO2y2Yeée | a alLR22NE 2N 4
lower among Democrats and those leaning Democrat.

h@dSNI KFfF opm:r0 2F NBalLRyRSyida ¢SNB Fd fSFHad a
g2dzf R ASNA2dzaf & ( KNXélfaréSoper theknSxk yidr, 2794 ofirésgohdedisT | Y A f &
GgSNBE daftAakidfte O2yOSNYSRE HfyfRO& 0272 C HBINES aNR &I LIDYP
be more concerned than males. Concern was alsodriglmong respondents with lower

household income®verall, espondentshave beerbecomingless concernedince 2009.

AboutthreeF A FKa O6cmM>0 2F NBAEALRYRSY(Gad Fl 02N daz2YSoK
spending in Kansahile 21% of respondents felt it should remain the sarwed 19% of
NE&LIZYRSY(a il AAND KESEINEY SoyKR 6 YdzOK KAIKSNE (I ESA
with lower incomes, Republicanand those leaning Republicarere more likely to favor lower

taxes and spending.

Over twathirds (67%) of respondents felt taxes on large corporations shouiddneased, and

only 9% felt they should be decreased. Democrats and those leaning Democrat were more likely

to feel taxes on large corporations should increase.

More than threefifths (63%) of respondents felt taxes on top income earners should be

increasel, and 6% felt they should be decreased. Demaocrats and those leaning Democrat were

more likely to feel taxes on top income earners should increase.

AlmostK £ F o6ndiz0 2F NBaLRYyRSyiGa FStid Gl ES& 2y GKS
felt they shauld be decreased, and 5% of respondents felt they should be increased.

Over half (55%) of respondents felt taxes on smalifasses should be decreased, wHilE/%o

felt they should be increased. Republicans, those leaning Republican, and independent voter

GSNBE Y2NB tA1Ste (G2 ¥S8St GLFLES&a 2y avitt odaAaAyS
Almost threequarters (74%) of respondents felt what they paid in sales tax, property tax and

aGlrdS AyO02YS GFE O2YLI NBR (2 Gg2 &SrHmM& |32 KIR
alYSé¢ FyR pz FStdG Ad KIFIR aRSONBI aSR®E CSYlfSa
GAYONBFaSRé O2YLINBR (2 G662 @SFNR 32 GKFYy YI§

OverthreeF A FiKa ocmM:>0 2F NBaLRyRSyida FStd D2OSNYy2N
FlLAfdINBE 2B & AGHNRBSYRYdziSNXYa 2F SO2y2YAO INRS
GYSAGKSNI I 282008 RaAT=Y2MEFEHEAAAGNBLIA G tSlFad al a
GNBYSYyR2dza &4dz00Saadé¢ al S NBaLRyRSy(aess wSLdzo t A
fA1Ste G2 atl e NEgyol O1Qa GFE LRtAOE L& | a¥Fl
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h@SNI KFfF opmir0 2F NBalLRyRSyida FStid aF22R y
2T NBalLRyRSyida FStid GKFG aF22R | yiRonBdR OSNRA Sa a
AGSYazé yR mu: FStd GKSe& ak2dMRR A0S Y@alIdESR 4
When asked about their satisfactiavith the Kansas legislature, state senators and

representatives, Governor Brownback, U.S. Senators, and President Obamagdergpon

expressed higér levels of satisfaction with their state senators and representatives, and
{SYF(2NJ WSNNE az2NIy>X gAGKSNE2ENE2 NIl KO ay2 WMSusK [20F  aHKGIS
28%LISNOSyY i 2F NBalLlRyRSyila add SRrrésaahniEama avNE d a2 YS g
evenfewer(18%9 6 SNBE G @PSNEB&é 2NJ aaz2YSoKFG aFrGAaFTASRE GAlL
Republicans and those leaning Republican had higher levels of satisfaction with the Kansas

legislature, their state representatives and senators, Send&atRoberts and Jerry Moran, and

Governor Brownback than Democrats, those leaning Democrat, and independent voters.

Democats and those leaning Democnatre more satisfied with President Obama than

Republicans and those leaning Republican.

More than hal of respondents did not know the name of their state representative or senator

Almost twothirds (64%) of respondents felt the state block grant system resulted in a lower

guality of education for public school children in their school districts, 2#%dechange, and

7% felt the grant system resulted in a higher quality of education. Those respondents with

school age children at home were more likely to think the grant system resulted a lower quality

of education than those with no school age children

More than half (56%) of respondents felt the school funding system change resulted in them

paying higher taxes and fees, 42% felt no change, and 2% felt the change led to lower costs.

Those respondents with school age children at home were more likedsit the funding change

led to higher costs than those with no school age children at home.

a2NB (KIy KIFIfF opoz20 2F NBaLRYyRSYyda &dzlll2 NIi SR
AYYAIANF yia ¢ AGK wkile13% iNdughtsgnte funddein@ @adRignants

aK2dz R 0 S RSLEZNISRY 13 &dzZLJIR2NISR GRSLERNIAY3 Y2
ddzLILIR2 NI GRSLENIAY3 |ff dzyR20OdzYSYyiSR AYYAIANryla
wS LJdzo f A OF ya YR (GK2aS fSIyAy3 wSLlzmtAOry ¢SNB
dzy R2 O sz Sy (i SR mnachats, Thdsk igahniig®emobra, and independent voters were

Y2 NB A1Ste (2 adzll2 NI al LI GK G2 OAGAT SyakALl
NE O 2 N.R OF

wS &Ly RS ysoa uildiad dwdllhog tife U.S. and Mexico borakere split, with 31%

opposing a wall and 27% supporting a walliriderats, those leaning Democrand

independent voters were more likely to oppose building a wall.

More than a third (37%) of respondents preferred no penalty or a small fine for employers who
knowingly hire ikkgal immigrantswhile 54% favored a significant fine, and 9% supported a

prison sentence. Republicans and those leaning Republican were more likely to support a

significant fine or prison sentender knowingly hiring illegal immigrants

Almost half (47%0f respondents supported allowing sarsex couples to be legally married

and have the full rigts of heterosexual couples. Twerdpe percentfavored civil uniosthat

would give sameex couples full spousal rights, but not marriage, and 32%sgupsane-sex

marriage in any formRespondents with a family income of $50,000 or more were less likely to

oppose sameex marriage than those with a family income of less than $50,000. Republicans

and those leaning Republican were more likely to oppose ssermarriage than Democrats,

those leaning Democrats, and independent voters.

A little more than half (51%) of respondents felt that a private business owner should have to

provide the same services to saraex couples as they provide to heterosexual coydl&$o

said a private business owner should be exempt if it involved direct participation in the marriage
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ceremony, and 32% said a private business should be able to deny all services-segame

couples when it would violate their religious beliefs. Fermalemocrats, and those leaning

Democrat were less likely to support denying services to ssemecouples.

Almosttwoll KA NR& oOcw:0 2F NBalLlRyRSyia aqadaNepy3dfteég 2N
Medicad under the Affordable Care, whitey:":a 28 Sg RN A G NRy If 8¢ 2L asSR
expansion. Republicans and those leaning Republican were more likely to oppose the expansion

of Medicaid.

A majority (58%) of respondemntgere opposedto allowingfirearms on college campuses in

Kansas xcept by security personhe Twentysix percenfavored certain restrictioafrom

colleges on the open and concealed carry of firearms, and 16% supported open and concealed

carry on college campuses. Fengleemocrats, those leaning Demaocrat, and independent

voters were more likilg to support banning open and concealed carry of firearms on campuses.

When asked who they would vote for in the next presidential election, 18% of respondents said

they would vote for Donald Trump, 11% would vote for Hillary Clinton, 11% for Ben Gardon,

8% for Marco Rubio. Forty percent of respondents did not know who they would vote for.

Donald Trump and Ben Carson received higher votes among Republicans and those leaning
Republican. Hillary Clinton and Bernie Sanders received higher votes amongr&tsrand

those leaning Democratillary Clinton also received much higher support among female

respondents than male respondents.

More than a third (35%) of respondents fétat voter fraud was not a problem at all in Kansas,

47% thought it was a mimgroblem, and 18% thought it was a major problem. Republicans and

those leaning Republican were more likelyto et @2 G SNJ FNI} dzR A& | aYl 22 NE
problem. In general, respondents with lower income were more likely to feel voter fraud was a

problem in Kansas.

ThreeF 2 dzZNJiKa o1 p:0 2F NBALRYRSYy(da 6SNBE aOSNEBE 2N
LIN2 OSRAzZNB& Ay Ylyala StSOGA2ya 6SNB (NI yaLl NByYy
O2yFARSY OS¢ wSLlzof A OF ya | yeRikely t6 8xaréss doditleyice y 3 wS L
than Democrats, those leaning Democrat, and independent voters.

Eightyfive percent (85%) of respondents said that they voted in the 2014 election, and 15% said

they did not. Among those who did not vote, 38% weré¢ megidered. No one respondemwho

said they did not vote or were noggisteed to votesaid that they had been denied or

discouraged to vote or register due to lack of a government photo ID or proof of citizenship.



Introduction and Methods

The Docking Institute of Public Affairs at Fort Hays State University surveyed a random sample of
adult residents of Kansas age 18 and older to assess attitudes and opinions regarding various issues of
interest to Kansas citizenshe survey sample consistf random Kansas landline telephone numbers
and cellphone numbers. Fro8eptember 14tho October 5th a total of 1,252ZKansas residents were
contacted througteither landline telephoneor cellphone and638of them completed the survey,
resulting in &0.9%cooperationrate (638/1,252. At the 95% confidence level, the margin of error for
the full sample 0638is3.9%. A margin of error 08.9% means that there is a 95% probability that
findings among thesample vary no more than +3.9% from thevalue tat would be found if the entire
population of interesfall adult Kansas residenta/ere surveyegdassuming no response biaSample
demographics were compared to known Cenbased distributios (seeAppendix Aand suggest a

sample highly repremtative of the population

The following analysisontainssevensections:

1) Overall Quality of Ife in KansasThis section shows how Kansans generally feel about Kansas as
a place to live.

2) Economy This section shows results gaestions addressing various economic concerns to
citizens.

3) Taxesand SpendingThis section shows results opinion questions regarding fair and effective
personal and businegaxation policies.

4) State Governmentind Politicians¢ KA & aSOiA2y LINBaSyda (GKS NBadz i
state governmenin general, as well as thestate electedofficials.

5) Public Policy Issue¢ KA a aSOGA2y 22148 i OAlGAdsSychdd 2 LA YA 3
Kansas school funatj, open/conceakarryingweaporson college campuseandillegal
immigration

6) Voting.¢ KAa aSOiAz2y LINBaSyida OAlGAl SyaQ @g2GAy3a OK2A

voting behavior and voter registration status in 2014.

ThesesectiorsLINB A Sy G y20 2yfe& RSAONARLIIAGS lFylteasSa 27F |
also statistically significant relationships with key demographic variables to see how citizens in various
social categories differ in their opinioasd policy preferencgon various issues. Except for the
jdzSatdAaz2ya FalAy3a | 62dzi NBaL»iyhRSiydy guastidmSaredpaiietJK A O A

verbatim under those graphs presenting descriptive analyses.
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Analysis
Section 1: Overall Quality of Life in Kansas

Figure 1:Rating ofKansas as a place to liye=634)
4 N

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

L M Excellent M Good MFair MPoor MVeryPoor
v

Question:In general, how would you rate Kansas as a place to live?

Respondents were asked to rate Kansas generallypkca to live. Among those 638
respondents who provided lid answers tahis question, 7& NJ G SR Y I y 2INa aISE OISt d B/ 4|
placetolive. Onlys NI} G SR Yl yala Fa I GLR22NE RaNdgHalGNESa L2 2 NE
LX I OS G2 tA@S gl a NBfFIGSR (2 NBaLRghtebtydeda LIR2fAGAO
f SIFyAy3 wSLlzot A0y gSNB Y2NB tA(1Ste G2 NIXGS Ylyal
independent voters, those leaning Democrat and Democrats (Figure 2). These relationships are

statistically significant.

Figure 2: Rating dkarsasas a Place to Live By Pawyfiliation

e )
Strong Democrat (n=69 19% 38% 25%

Not Very Strong Democrat (n=4 17% 63% 1 2%

Independent Leaning Dem (n=7 32% 0 1%

Independent (n=100) 28%

Independent Leaning Rep (n=102

Not Very Strong Republican (n=6(

Strong Republican (n=126 2%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
K Excellent m Good M Fair M Poor H Very poor
. .




Figure 3 Location Planning to Live in 5 Years (n=586)
4 ™

- 4

% 9% 16%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

A Still be living in the same community you are in now
M Move to another location in Kansas

N H Relocate to a state other than Kansas y

Question:By your best guess, where will you be in 5 years? Are you likely to: still be living in the
community you are now; move to another location in Kangalocate to a state other than Kansas?

Respondents were asked where théynk theywill be in 5 yars. Among those who responded
three-quarters (75%) said they would be living in the same community they are now. Only 9% said they
would move to another locatiomiKansas, and 1686 respondents said they would relocate to a state

other than KansagHgure 3)

Section 2: Economy

When asked to rate the Kansas econorBy%of respondents who provided valid answers said
itwasatled i ¢ 3I2ARIARKR dyiansd &FARNEEY Al & KFER | aLk22NE
(Figure 4).

Figure 4Rating of Kansas Econonfly=624)
4 ™\

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
HExcellent ®WVerygood mGood m®Farr wmPoor mVeryPoor
o .

Question:In general, how would you rate the Kansas economy?




Figure 5RRating of Kansas Economy by Party Affiliation
e A

Not Very Strong Republican (n=6

1%
Strong Republican (n=12%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

B Excellent ®Very Good ®Good ®Fair ®Poor HVeryPoor
\ Y.

wlkiAy3 2F GKS SO2y2Ye g a &Aa 3y yafiiaddnyRépukdicansa a 2 OAF (S
thoseleaning Republicaand independent voters SNB Y2 NB f A1 Ste G2 2MIRES (KS
or better than Democrats and thoseaningDemocrat (Figure)5

Figure 61 evel ofConcerrthat the Kansas &nomy willseriously threateny RA @A Rdzt £ 4 Q 2 NJ Tl Y
welfare over the next yeafn=621)
e N

H Very Concerned
M Moderately Concerned
M Slightly Concerned

M Not Concerned at all

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Question] 24 O2y OSNYySR INB @&2dz GKIFdG GKS YIy
welfare in the coming year?

a4 80z2yz2vye

Respondents ere asked how concerned theyeve that the Kansas economy wouddriously
threatentheirori KSANJ Tl YAf @Q&a 6StFINB 20SNJ GKS ySEG &SI N®
GY2RSMNIZYOISNI:SRESNE Gaf xangaBi &g OB OSWa/(ERO2 Yy OSNY SR |
6). Goncern about the Kansas economy was significantly associated with gender. Females were more
fA1Ste d2 oS G t€SIrad aY2RSNIGSte O2yOSNYySRé¢ (Kl y
O2yOSNYySRe¢ 2N ayz2id O2y OShayt h&kKahsas etohoingwadalsa I3 dzNE 17 0 @

significantly associated wiilhcome. Respondents with a household income under $50,000 were more
7



fA1LSte G2 oS G fSIFad a2 dquéstah iastieén ash@iyediQublgabsBs 0 CA 3
Speaksand overallKansans are becoming less concerned about the Kansas economy seriously
GKNBFGAy3 GKSAdWwey. YAfeQa oStFIFNB ocC

Figure 7:Level of Concern that the Kansasdiomy willseriously threateny RA @A Rdzk £ aQ 2 NJ Fl Y
welfare over the next garby Gender

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

K Very Concernedm Moderately Concernedn Slightly Concerneds Not Concerned at al
. .

Figure 8Level of Concern that the Kansasdhomy willseriously threateny RA @A Rdzt £ 4 Q 2 NJ FIl Y
welfare over the next yeaby Income
4 N\
$150,000 or More
(n=28)
$100,000-$150,000
(n=68)
$75,000-$100,000
(n=113)
$50,000-$75,000
(n=135)
$35,000-$50,000
(n=91)
$25,000-$35,000
(n=53)
$10,000-$25,000
(n=58)

Less than $10,000
(n=18)

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

H Very Concerned m Moderately Concerned | Slightly Concerned B Not Concerned at al
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Figure 9 Trend Analysis: Level of Concern that the Kansasr®my will seriously threatenyf RA A Rdzt & Q
2N FIFEYAEASEAQ 6SEFINS 20SN) GKS ySEG @S| N

4 ™
2009 B ol (e 33% 23% 15%
20010 [ LG 28% 21% 11%
2001 G L e 31% 19% 10%
2012 B o L 35% 19% 12%
2013 Bt S 29% 24% 15%
2014 B T 29% 20% 19%
2015 [ RL/ 32% 27% 22%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
M Very Concerneda Moderately Concerneda Slightly Concerneda Not Concerned at zy

Section 3: Taxes and Spending

When asked about Kansas governmttes andspendingabout threefifths (61%) of
respondents favoesomewhatf 2 ¢ & Btduch loweék taxes aml spending. About ondéifth (19%) said
they favorésomewhatk A 3 rSmiEh highet taxes and spendy, and 2%favored no change in
taxes and spending (Figur@)1

Figure D: Belief about Kansas Government Taxes and Spendirp88)
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Question:Kansas Government has to produae revenue for every dollar it spends. Some people prefer
the government to have lower taxes and less spending. Others favor higher taxes and more government
spending. Which of the following do you prefer?



Figure 11Belief about Kansas Government Xes and Spendinfy Income
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Preference of Kansao@rnment taxes and spending was significantly associatedimatme.
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Figure 12Belief about Kansas Government Taxes and Spenbtin@artyAffiliation
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Preference fotaxes and spending wadsosignificantly associatewith political affiliation. Democrats
and those leaning Democratere more likely to favohighertaxes and spendinthan Republicanand

those leaning Republicgfrigure 12)

Figurel3: Tax Changes on Various Groups
4 ™
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Question:Tax increases and reductions can be targeted at different people or businesses. Please tell us
whether you think taxes on the following groups should increase, remain the same, or decrease.

Tax increases angductions can be targeted at different people or businesses. Respondents
were asked their opinions about tax increases and reductions targeted atdamgerations, top income
earners, the middle class, and small businesSegr twothirds (6726) of repondents believed that
taxes on large corporations should be incregsat 636 believed that taxes on top income earners
should be incresed. In contrast, a majority (36) of respondents felt taxes on small busises should
be decreased, and 48 thoughttaxes on the middle clasésuld remain the same (Figure 13 axes
preferences on corporations, top income earners and small businesses was significantly associated with
party affiliation. Democrats and those leaning Democrat were more likely to sujppoeasing taxes on
large corporations and top income earners (Figures 14 and 15). Republicans, those leaning Republican,

and independent voters were more likely to favor decreasing taxes on small businesses (Figure 16).
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Figure 14 Tax Changes dmrge Corporations by Partiffiliation
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Figurel5: Tax Changes ohop Income Earners by Par@ffiliation
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