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2018 PRE-SESSION POLLING 
 
 
 
 

Voters Express Broad Support for Paid Family & Medical Leave; 
Policies Supporting Working Families in AZ, CO, VA, WA 

 
SUMMARY   

 
Polling conducted in advance of the 2018 legislative session in key battleground states showed broad 
support among likely voters for policies that provide working families with economic security.  In 
particular, the polling found high levels of support for expanded healthcare coverage and paid family 
and medical leave policies, investment in K-12 education and teacher salaries, expanded funding to 
make child care more affordable, and expanded overtime pay to cover more workers. This provides a 
strong contrast to the agenda pursued by the Trump administration and the Republican-controlled 
Congress. 

 
In 2017, President Trump and conservatives across the country launched aggressive partisan efforts to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act and strip health insurance coverage from millions of Americans, and 
provide huge cut taxes for the wealthy and big corporations at the expense of working families. At the 
same time, the Trump administration refused to enforce rules that ensure workers are paid for the all  
the hours they work and rolled back protections for workers on the job, consumers, and public health. 

 
Four statewide surveys were commissioned in Arizona, Colorado, Virginia, and Washington State in 
November and December 2017. The polling was conducted by TargetSmart (Arizona), Myers Research & 
Strategic Services, LLC (Colorado, Washington), GBA Strategies (Washington), and Third Eye Strategies 
on behalf of the Progress Virginia Education Fund (Virginia). 

 
A sampling of the results is below. 

 
 PAID FAMILY & MEDICAL LEAVE   

 
February 5, 2018 will mark the 25th anniversary of passage of the federal Family and Medical Leave Act 
(FMLA). Since the FMLA was first enacted, states including California, New Jersey, New York, Rhode 
Island, Washington State, and the District of Columbia have passed measures to expand and strengthen 
paid leave laws at the state and local level. Washington State joined that cohort most recently; 
lawmakers passed a comprehensive paid family and medical leave law in 2017. 

 
Polling in Arizona, Colorado, and Virginia found voters across the country are hungry for stronger and 
more comprehensive paid leave policies: 
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Arizona 

 
 
Colorado 

 

 
 

NOTE: Each split sample in Colorado includes 350 respondents out of 700 total respondents. Split sample results have a higher 
margin of error. 

 
Virginia 
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PAID SICK DAYS   

 
Virginia 

 
 
MEDICAID  BUY-IN   

 
Arizona 

 
NOTE: Each split sample in Arizona includes 300 respondents out of 600 total respondents. Split sample results have a higher 
margin of error. 

 
Washington State 

 
NOTE: This references Medicare, but a state-based policy solution would utilize Medicaid, not Medicare, which could only be 
affected federally. 
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OVERTIME PAY   
 
Arizona 

 
 
Colorado 

 
 
 

K-12 EDUCATION FUNDING   
 
Arizona 
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NOTE: Each split sample in Arizona includes 300 respondents out of 600 total respondents. Split sample results have a higher 
margin of error. 

 
Virginia 

 
 
 
 
 

Washington State 

 
 

NOTE: Each split sample in Washington includes 400 respondents out of 800 total respondents. Split sample results have a 
higher margin of error. 
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AFFORDABLE CHILD CARE   
 
Colorado 

 
 
Virginia 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

ABOUT THESE POLLS   
 
Arizona 

 
TargetSmart designed and administered this telephone survey conducted by professional interviewers. 
The survey reached 970 adults, age 18 or older who indicated they were registered to vote in Arizona. 
The survey was mostly conducted (900 interviews) from December 17-21, 2017, but included 
supplementary bilingual dialing (70 additional interviews) from December 27-28, 2017. In this second 
dialing window those records flagged as language barriers in the first window were re-called with 
bilingual agents, and a supplemental statewide random sample of voters modeled as Hispanic or Latino 
was also called. 

 
The sample was randomly selected from TargetSmart's enhanced voter file. Forty-eight percent of 
respondents were reached on wireless phones (forty-two percent weighted). Quotas were assigned to 
reflect the demographic distribution of registered voters in Arizona. The data were weighted by gender, 
party registration, race, age, and geography to ensure an accurate reflection of the population. A second 
round of weighting was then applied to the data, proportionally weighting responses based on each 
voter’s TargetSmart Midterm General Election Turnout score, and more specifically the extent to which 
that score deviates from the average score of this particular survey sample; thus producing a tabulated 
sample of "likely midterm voters." 
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A statewide base sample was augmented by geographic oversamples in LD-6 and LD-17, which were 
weighted into the base sample, such that the effective sample size for this survey is 600 interviews. The 
overall margin of error is +/- 4.0%. The margin of error for subgroups is larger and varies. Percentage 
totals may not add up precisely due to rounding. 

 
600 Respondents (970 Unweighted Respondents)  
300 Split A Respondents (485 Unweighted Respondents) 
300 Split B Respondents (485 Unweighted Respondents) 
348 Landline Respondents (505 Unweighted Respondents) 
252 Wireless Respondents (465 Unweighted Respondents) 

 
Colorado 

 
Myers Research | Strategic Services, LLC designed and administered this telephone survey 
conducted by professional interviewers. The survey reached 700 adults, 18 years or older, who indicated 
they voted in the 2016 general election (or were ineligible or too young) and are almost certain or 
probably will vote in the 2018 general election. The survey was conducted December 12-17, 2017. 

 
Telephone numbers were generated by a random selection of both voters with and without phone 
numbers from the voter file. The sample was stratified by precinct. Quotas were assigned to reflect the 
expected contribution of these areas to the total vote in the general election. The data were weighted 
by education, geography, and race to ensure an accurate reflection of the population. The sample size 
with these weights applied is 700. 380 respondents were contacted via landline, and 320 were 
contacted on wireless devices. 

 
In interpreting survey results, all sample surveys are subject to possible sampling error: that is, the 
results of a survey may differ from those which would be obtained if the entire population were 
interviewed. The size of the sampling error depends upon both the total number of respondents in the 
survey and the percentage distribution of responses to a particular question. Each split sample includes 
350 respondents. 

 
For example, if a response to a given question to which all respondents answered was 50%, we could be 
95% confident that the true percentage would fall within plus or minus 3.7% of this percentage or 
between 46.3% and 53.7%. 

 
Virginia 

 
The following is a cross tabular report of a poll taken in the Commonwealth of Virginia. Drawn from a list 
of active voters matched phone numbers, this poll contains 1,000 active registered voters who voted in  
a recent general election. Voters of all ages and places in the state were interviewed by live callers. 
Respondents were interviewed between November 2nd and 9th, 2017. 40.0% (400) of interviews were 
conducted on cell phones. We interviewed a higher share of people of color than in the entire electorate 
to make sure we had a robust sample to examine. The final data were adjusted slightly by gender, age, 
race/ethnicity, and region to best represent the distribution of active voters. 

 
All polls are subject to errors caused by interviewing a sample of persons, rather than the entire 
population. In 95 cases out of 100, the responses to this survey should be within plus or minus 3.3 
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percentage points of those that would have been obtained from interviewing the entire population of 
likely voters. The sampling error for subgroups of the survey will be greater. 

 
As with any survey, the release of selected figures from this report without the analysis that explains 
their meaning could be damaging to Third Eye Strategies and Stephen Clermont. Therefore, we reserve 
the right to correct any erroneous or misleading release of this data in any medium through the release 
of correct data or analysis. 

 
Washington State 

 
Myers Research | Strategic Services, LLC and Gerstein, Bocian, Agne Strategies designed and 
administered this telephone survey conducted by professional interviewers. The survey reached 800 
adults, 18 years or older, who indicated they were almost certain to vote, would probably vote or 
chances are 50-50 that they would vote in the November 2018 general election. The survey was 
conducted December 6-12, 2017. 

 
Telephone numbers were generated by a random selection of both voters with and without phone 
numbers from the voter file. The sample was stratified by precinct. Quotas were assigned to reflect the 
expected contribution of these areas to the total vote in the general election. The data were weighted 
by partisan self-identification, education, gender, geography and union membership to ensure an 
accurate reflection of the population. The data were supplemented by two oversamples of targeted 
legislative districts. The oversamples were weighted into the base. The sample size with these weights 
applied is 600. 

 
In interpreting survey results, all sample surveys are subject to possible sampling error: that is, the 
results of a survey may differ from those which would be obtained if the entire population were 
interviewed. The size of the sampling error depends upon both the total number of respondents in the 
survey and the percentage distribution of responses to a particular question. For example, if a response 
to a given question to which all respondents answered was 50%, we could be 95% confident that the 
true percentage would fall within plus or minus 4.0% of this percentage or between 46% and 54%. The 
table below represents the estimated sampling error for different percentage distributions of responses. 


