2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 31: Support for More Trails and Bike Paths
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 31: Willingness to Pay for More Trails and Bike Paths

Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 32: Support for Open Space / Parks Acquisition

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.6 Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 32: Willingness to Pay for Open Space / Parks Acquisition

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.1 < Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 33: Support for More Affordable Workforce Housing

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.2 Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available

in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 33: Willingness to Pay for More Affordable Workforce Housing

Average Response for Garfield County = 2.3
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 34: Support for Additional Code Enforcement Staff

Average Response for Garfield County = 2.9 Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 34: Willingness to Pay for Additional Code Enforcement Staff

Average Response for Garfield County = 2.5 Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 35: Support for County Road Improvements

Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available

in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 35: Willingness to Pay for County Road Improvements
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 36: Support for County-Wide Public Transit Service (RFTA) Improvements and Expansion
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 36: Willingness to Pay for County-Wide Public Transit Service (RFTA) Improvements and Expansion
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 37: Support for Visual Corridor / Protection of Views

Average Response for Garfield County = 3.5 Key Average Response by Study Area
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2008 Garfield County Public Opinion Survey

PUBLIC FACILITIES UPGRADES AND IMPROVEMENTS: We would like to get your opinion on the importance of several requested improvements that could possibly be made in Garfield County when and if funding becomes available
in the future. Again, when giving your response as to just how important any new improvement would be, please recognize there are always implications to providing any new service through either increased cost
(possibly higher taxes) or cutting back on other services.

Question 37: Willingness to Pay for Visual Corridor / Protection of Views
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