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My Message To Santa Cruz County 
 
I developed this non-scientific survey from the perspective of what many on the “left” would call a 
“deplorable” or, less concisely, an awful, despicable human being. It isn’t easy lurking around as a deplorable 
in a County where 80% of the votes went to  Joe Biden and 18% for Donald Trump. But, hey, this place is just 
too beautiful to leave--the scenic Santa Cruz mountains, the spectacular ocean views, the Great Horned owls 
hooting into the early dawn, the summer fog meandering through the canyons. Nonetheless, think of me as 
an essential element to the ecosystem. I’m the catfish, slurping up whatever political leftovers you decide are 
inessential to fight over. I am what makes the 80% feel politically powerful, if you gauge relative numbers. In 
some perverse way, I sort of enjoy my role, and do stick my neck out from time to time. I like playing the 
underdog when I know I have robust principles standing behind me--like the US Constitution. All is good, if 
not for one minor detail: that what the political minority holds dear is quickly slipping away, our free speech 
rights, either through censorship or self-censorship. You know, the 1st Amendment--and all that stuff. I 
suppose that 18% really needs to be more like 0% for some. As incorrigible rednecks, racists and haters, it has 
become our consensus that it is better to lie low (self-censorship) to avoid the inevitable confrontations. 
Meanwhile, “Big Tech” platforms are doing their part by censoring conservatives and some moderates, while 
filtering out pro-Trump / anti-Biden news stories. The 80% demands favorable news, even if that means 
suppressing a few inconvenient truths. If you don’t see this, then you have chosen to ignore it. Fox News is no 
better--to be fair (I’m on alt-media). So, why should the majority care? Why grant a platform to these “haters” 
to spew their gospel? Why lose control to these wretched individuals? Why advantage them in any way? The 
answer is that monolithic, groupthink cultures are not the utopias you might imagine them to be. 
 
The survey was a personal project to help ME learn more about the other 80% of my community that I simply 
could not gather in person or on social media without the heat of the conversation cranking up to 1000 
degrees. Think of it as the 18% asking a list of questions to the 80%. I wrote the survey as an attempt to 
challenge the stereotypes that both sides use to denigrate each other--and to discover any surprises along 
the way (there were multiple).  I know that many of the 80% felt the survey questions were “leading” or 
“one-sided,” and that the survey had biases. This probably seemed most evident in the line of questioning 
related to Black Lives Matter. I constructed the questions purposely to discover how the 80% clustered 
around the movement, what the downtown mural conveyed to them, how knowledgeable they were about 
it’s founding organization, and how firmly they were sold on its premises. This may have seemed like a 
one-sided line of questioning, and put some of you on the defensive, but my intent was to challenge the 80% 
to perhaps see the BLM movement from another prism, not to change minds on their positions, but to bring 
awareness that others in their community, even among the 80%, may not all be marching in lockstep on the 
issue. I particularly enjoyed rummaging through those results. The temptation for me was to summarize the 
entire set of survey data and draw conclusions. Yet, we have become so blindly loyal to our own sides that my 
conclusions would only end up becoming the warped ramblings of a madman. So, I have tried to stay as close 
to the raw data as possible, and to allow each of my readers to be their own judge and jury. Although I might 
be a deplorable, I also graduated with an Applied Math degree at UC Berkeley, so my integrity with numbers 
outweighs my politics. By the way, no one paid me for my efforts (typos cost extra). The data is my simple 
reward--and my holiday gift to you. 
 
My hope is that, in the end, we will all  learn to rise above the politics in the way we engage with one another, 
to turn off our television sets and social media, and to learn to tolerate our differences of opinion. Thank you to 
those who took the survey. You are the vanguard for our free speech future. I want to also thank my son, 
Kareem, who set up the crowdfunding site for the Free Speech Project and helped to video and edit our 
protest videos. I love you, dude. To learn more about the status of the Free Speech Project and to watch some 
interesting protest videos (including my arrest by the Santa Cruz Police Department) from Dec-11-2020, go to 
www.farps.org. Feel free to share this data with fellow members of the community--if they might benefit. 

Peace to you all!!!   

http://www.farps.org/


The Free Speech Project 
 
The Free Speech Project was launched soon 
after the Black Lives Matter street mural was 
painted on Center Street, in front of Santa 
Cruz City Hall, in September, 2020. The 
project was the inspiration of my nonprofit 
organization, First Amendment Rights 
Preservation Society, or FARPS, located in 
Santa Cruz, CA. In short, the project set out to 
establish its own street mural, God Bless 
America, on Church Street, adjacent to the 
BLM mural. FARPS believes that in granting 
a third-party a permanent encroachment 
permit to paint the BLM mural on a public 
right-away, the City of Santa Cruz has established a free speech zone open to other street 
mural artists promoting their own political messages. 
 
The Free Speech Project is a two-part project having the following components: 
 

Part 1 - Community Survey (The Free Speech Survey); Encroachment Permit Approval 
Part 2 - Project Funding; Final Design and Completion of Street Mural 

 
The learn more about the project, the survey and FARPS, please access the links below: 
 

The Free Speech Project - www.lvlupworld.com/missions 
 
Free Speech Survey - https://forms.gle/iG9WNoADpNV4dA9B8 
 
FARPS - www.farps.org 
 

Update: As of December 20, 2020, the City of Santa Cruz continues to ignore, delay and 
obstruct our pleas to initiate the encroachment permit approval process for the God Bless 
America street mural. FARPS lodged a formal complaint with the Northern California chapter 
of the ACLU of 1st Amendment rights infringements caused by the obstruction of the city to 
put to a vote the granting of the permit in order to allow its creators the ability to collaborate 
with Public Works so the project is able to meet traffic safety guidelines. On December 11, 
2020, FARPS held an non-permitted street protest at the site location of the proposed mural 
and used liquid chalk to paint a temporary mural entitled “Free Speech.” The Santa Cruz 
Police Department arrested the organizer, on the spot, for organizing and painting the mural. 
The background to the story and videos of the protest can be found on our home page: 
www.farps.org. 
 

   

http://www.lvlupworld.com/missions
https://forms.gle/iG9WNoADpNV4dA9B8
http://www.farps.org/


Santa Cruz City and County Politics 
 
Cities in Santa Cruz County 
 
    Aptos 
    Ben Lomond 
    Boulder Creek 
    Brookdale 
    Capitola 
    Davenport 
    Felton 
    Freedom 
    Los Gatos 
    Mount Hermon 
    Santa Cruz 
    Scotts Valley 
    Soquel 
    Watsonville 
 
Santa Cruz County - Registered Party Affiliations (as of Nov-20-2020) 
 
https://www.votescount.us/Home/VoterRegistrationTotalsandInformation/WeeklyTotals.aspx 
 
Democrat - 101,101 (58.8%) 
Republican - 24,125 (14.0%) 
Independent - 4,174 (2.4%) 
Others - 42,475 (24.7%) 
 
City of Santa Cruz - Registered Party Affiliations (as of Nov-20-2020) 
 
Democrat - 26,063 (66.4%) 
Republican - 3,144 (8.0%) 
Independent - 705 (1.8%) 
Others - 9,342  (23.8%) 
 
2020 Election Results - Santa Cruz County 
 
Biden/Harris - 78.44% … Trump/Pence - 18.49% 
 
Total In Person: 13075 (7.67%) 
Total Vote by Mail: 133782 (78.46%) 
Total Votes: 146857 (86.13%) 
 
 

   



The Free Speech Survey 
 
Why Survey the Community? 
 
The survey component was an after-thought added to the overall Free Speech Project after 
the project organizers solicited some high level feedback and sought early endorsements 
from various city of Santa Cruz community organizations for a God Bless America street 
mural. There were two surprises that came out of the endorsement phase: (1) a large number 
of organizations simply wouldn’t reply to telephone calls, emails or handouts dropped off 
personally, and (2) none of the major religious denominations (Christian, Jewish, Muslim) 
would endorse the project. In fact, one Christian minister went so far as the call the God 
Bless America mural nationalistic and racist.  
 
These two, unexpected situations simply begged for more information. Did the community 
organizations feel that the BLM mural location was “sacred ground,” not to be infringed upon 
by a competing message? Or maybe they were afraid to come forward, concerned about 
possible negative reactions from other community members? Why would monothestic 
organizations that are typically conservative in nature be so aggressively anti-mural, given its 
multi-variant messages? An important hypothesis was beginning to surface that would 
become the basis of the Free Speech Survey--that the community was intolerant of political 
positions that ran contrary to the Progressive narrative and the Liberal-Progressive majority 
in Santa Cruz, and that those who might be taking a different position were concerned about 
speaking out? 
 
** Critical Note ** An important clarification deserves mention here. FARPS considers the 
Center Street location and environs as a newly-established, free speech venue created by the 
actions taken by the City of Santa Cruz in granting the BLM encroachment permit. In short, 
this general location has become a public square (similar to the historic clock tower in 
downtown Santa Cruz), where non-violent forms of public expression are open to the public 
as a 1st Amendment right. Any public square, such as a public park, must be made accessible 
to any group to support free expression, including religious and patriotic expressions (e.g. 
God Bless America). More importantly, what gets expressed should not be limited, in any 
way, by the court of public opinion. In short, the Free Speech Survey results should play no 
role in the decision-making process of the City of Santa Cruz in granting a permit for the 
mural. Whether every survey respondent supports the mural or adamantly rejects it, those 
opinions are irrelevant to whether this public expression should be allowed to move forward. 
The survey’s true underlying purpose is to measure whether the primarily liberal-progressive 
community is tolerant to an expression that they do not support and will fight against. In the 
end, it does not matter if the community is tolerant or intolerant of the minority view. The 
God Bless America mural is a freedom of speech expression and challenge, and it is entitled 
to equal access and equal treatment at the Center Street venue as a permanent monument 
to our 1st Amendment rights and the Equal Protection Clause of the 14th Amendment. 
 
   



 
Target Groups 
 
There are three concentric circles of input sources that we sought out for different purposes: 
 
City of Santa Cruz Residents - to gauge support or lack of support for the God Bless America 
mural; to gauge community tolerance in the general sense 
 
County of Santa Cruz Residents - nearby Santa Cruz communities have a direct stake in the 
Santa Cruz brand. These communities rely on tourism to the area to support their economies, 
and how the city of Santa Cruz, the icon of the region, is viewed outside of the County (e.g. 
homelessness, petty crime, beaches, traffic, etc.) is an important measure of future economic 
health. These communities do not always support the decisions of the Santa Cruz City 
Council, yet are indirectly affected by them. Where the city places free speech on their 
priorities may not match up well with other local communities. 
 
Rest-of-United States - as a baseline, we reached out to anyone of voting age in the United 
States who wished to share their opinions on these local topics. 
 
Survey Marketing Platforms 
 
We used a variety of means and platforms to reach out to the target groups including direct 
emails, publications, and various social media outlets. The goal was to utilize a mix of 
promotional channels such that the respondents would come from a rich pool of diverse 
political backgrounds. Many avenues were not successful, while some were. 
 

● Email - direct email to local, community organizations; friends and colleagues 
● Publications - Santa Cruz Sentinel, Good Times 
● NextDoor - various Santa Cruz County neighborhoods 
● Local Facebook Groups - Santa Cruz Conservatives, Take Back Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz 

Police Department  
● UC Santa Cruz - Dean of Students 
● National Social Media Pages - CNN, MSNBC, ABC, CBS, FOX, etc. 

 
Anonymity 
 
The survey did not ask for the respondent’s name, but did require an email address to deliver 
final survey results and follow up with parties who indicated an interest in financial donations 
through the crowdfunding platform, or participating in completing the physical mural, once 
the permit was issued by the city (which seems unlikely). In devising the survey, the 
organizers understood the political nature of the project, and that much of the target 
audience would refuse to come forward in fear of retaliation (social, physical, economic) from 
the project’s antagonists. Anonymity created an environment of safety for the target groups 
to come forward and share their honest opinions. Note: one of the survey questions tests the 
validity of the hypothesis of personal safety concerns in coming forward and speaking out. 



 
Data Integrity 
 
Since the survey was completed on Google forms, Google was responsible for properly 
executing the collection and storage of the survey data. We chose not to require a Google 
login to take the survey in order to reduce barriers to survey participation.. Given no login, the 
only method of checking whether someone may have taken the survey multiple times is an 
email address comparison during the data compilation phase--a fairly weak methodology 
given that many of us use multiple email addresses. We were also concerned about 
respondents outside the Santa Cruz County area who might use a Santa Cruz County zip 
code to skew the data, so we added a question (#5) asking the respondent to identify a 
location in Santa Cruz from a photo that only locals know if they entered a Santa Cruz zip 
code when asked to enter this information.. 
 
Challenges 
 
The primary challenges to the community survey centered on two areas:  (1) brand awareness 
and (2) legitimacy.  
 
The brand awareness  factor was based on the fact that FARPS was an unknown entity that 
suddenly thrust itself onto the social media scene, asking readers to take a free speech 
survey. This was akin to a stranger randomly appearing on social media asking you to donate 
to some cause, except in this case, instead of money, FARPS was asking for a reader’s 
precious time. The “reward” to those taking the survey was access to the final survey results 
of their community. 
 
The second important factor was legitimacy. The early buzz on the social media sites was the 
question: who was behind FARPS? Was it some national, ultra-right wing organization? How 
was this organization going to use the data? Could it be trusted? Some individuals became 
sleuths, following the trail of breadcrumbs to the project’s crowdfunding site, and certain 
users of it. A nefarious plot of twisted purposes started to take hold among certain members 
of the social media site.  These individuals were effective in sowing skepticism and distrust to 
others viewing the survey solicitation. 
 
Only when more details of FARPS began to emerge and many of the fears allayed, to some 
degree, did the conversation advance to a debate on the pros and cons of the Free Speech 
Project, and criticisms of the survey itself (NextDoor). Certain outspoken members on the 
thread became agitated about the survey and the project, clearly rejecting both, and making 
their opinions loudly known--from attacking the survey as biased to threatening to call one of 
our employers in hopes of affecting our employment there (“cancel culture”). Such 
individuals were clearly trying to intimidate, and to “poison the well” so others considering 
taking the survey would reconsider. We feel that this especially impacted our ability to inspire 
registered Democrats to take the survey, who we anticipated would not be supportive of the 
project, and which is a contributing factor to some of the survey’s deficiencies. 
 



 
Survey Results 
 
The focus of our survey was aimed primarily at the ** County of Santa Cruz resident 
population. In our opinion, the City of Santa Cruz is not an island, and nearby cities are highly 
affected by the voting positions of the Santa Cruz City Council, as it affects the overall brand 
of the City of Santa Cruz, which influences the tourist economy of Santa Cruz County. 
Nevertheless, for certain categories of questions, especially if  they offer relevant and 
interesting contrasts to the County data, we included that specific data, commentary and / or 
charts, from the City of Santa Cruz to the rest of the United States. 
 
The survey window was specifically chosen to be during the lead up to the November 3, 2020, 
election and the month that followed it. This would be a time of heightened divisions and 
mudslinging at a national level among the politicians and media. 
 
The original survey can be found at:  https://forms.gle/ie7zaom6EM3z5uYYA 
 

Data Collection Basics 
 
Survey Start Window:  October 5, 2020 
 
Survey End Window: December 1 
 
Surveys Taken (Goal): 100 
 
Surveys Taken (Actual):  50 
 
** Surveys Taken With County of Santa Cruz Zip Codes (includes City of Santa Cruz):  40 
 
Surveys Taken With City of Santa Cruz Zip Codes: 25 
 
Survey Taken Outside of Santa Cruz County Zip Codes: 10 
 
 
   



Demographics 
 
Age Range 
 
Question 1: Age Category 
 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Sixty-five percent (65%)  of the respondents are greater than 50 years old. 
Census (2019) data indicates that approximately 42% of Santa Cruz County residents are 
greater than 50. https://www.datasharescc.org/demographicdata?id=281&sectionId=942 

 
   



Biological Sex 

 
Question 2: Biological Sex 
 
As gender influences on the parameters was not chosen to be a factor in this study, we 
decided to simply choose the traditional, biological sex category. This should not be 
considered a slight to the non-binary community, who we respect. In fact, we directly 
solicited the LGBTQ community to take our survey via a contact at the Diversity Center in 
Santa Cruz, but our request was sadly denied by the spokesperson.  
 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Fifty-percent of the respondents were female and 50% were male. Census 
(2019) data indicates a distribution of 51% (female) and 49% (male). 
 
   



Race 
 
Question 3: Race 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Although the race of the respondents is heavily lopsided toward White 
(not Hispanic or Latino), the percentage of these respondents (32 / 40 = 80%) still lines up 
fairly closely with the 2019 US census figure of 75.4%.  
 
 

   



Highest Education Attained 
 
Question 8: Highest Education Level 

 
Key Take-Away(s): About 67% of the respondent pool has an education of a Bachelor’s 
degree of higher. Census (2019) data suggests that about 40% of Santa Cruz County has this 

education profile.   



Politics 
 
Political Affiliations 
 
As previously discussed, the primary parameter in this study used to compare and contrast 
our other data is the political affiliation of the survey respondent. The charts immediately 
below depict the range of political affiliations of the 40 Santa Cruz County respondents. As 
we noted in the “Challenges” section, we suspect that the low turnout of respondents 
classifying themselves as Democrat was impacted by social media trolls poisoning the well to 
discourage fellow Democrats from taking the survey. In this regard, the survey would have 
benefitted from having a larger number of Democrat respondents, which may spur a future 
reach out to these parties, but the data “is what it is,” and is presented as such. Nevertheless, 
considering that nearly 80% of all Santa Cruz County voters voted for the Biden/Harris ticket 
in 2020, there is likely some significant commonality between a registered Democrat voter 
and other non-Republican party affiliations (Independent, Libertarian, Green, Decline to 
State, Other), which could provide us with a bit of wiggle room in suggesting a fairly high 
coefficient of correlation between these groups and Democrats--at least in their 
corresponding social and cultural alignments on the issues. This assumption may not be far 
off-base considering that, of all registered voters in Santa Cruz County, 14% are registered 
Republicans in a County where 18% of those who voted ticked the box for Trump-Pence. So, 
to make up the 4% gap, there certainly had to be a trickling of Independent, Libertarian, 
Decline to State and Other voters who sided with Trump-Pence, leaving the vast majority 
siding with Biden-Harris, suggesting some intersectionality on cultural issues between the 
contingent of Independents, Libertarians, Green and other non-Republican respondents with 
the smaller pool of Democrat respondents of the survey. 
 
   



Question 9: Closest Political Affiliation 
 
County of Santa Cruz (40 Respondents) 

 
Due to the limited number of participants from some of the smaller political parties, or the 
entities not aligning themselves with any political party, for the purpose of simplifying our 
discussion of the data, we heretofore will discuss our results as they relate to political 
affiliations by collapsing our classifications into a more digestible number  by combining the 
following political party affiliations into the single category, “All Others,” which shall include 
Libertarian, Green, Constitution, Decline to State, and Other. 
 
Political Affiliations - Condensed for “ALL OTHERS” 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Interestingly, demographic data for Santa Cruz County indicates that 
Independents make up only 2.4% of all registered voters, yet the survey’s second highest 
number of respondents claim to be Independents, even though the surveyed offered 
“Decline to State” and “Other” options. It seems clear, then, that Independent respondents 
are either purposely or non-purposely misclassifying themselves, or the survey rather 
magically “struck the mother load” (unlikely) by attracting the small community of 2.4% of 
registered Independents to participate in the survey. We shall learn more about the political 
leanings of these Independent respondents as we continue to digest more of the survey 
results.   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
 
Political Affiliations - Condensed for “ALL OTHERS” 

   



Rest-of-United-States (10 Respondents) 

 

Political Affiliations - Condensed for “ALL OTHERS” 

 
 

   



Political Activism 
 
Question 10: In the last 2 years, what is the extent of your political activities (check all that 
apply)? 
 
Respondents were asked to choose one of more activities that they participated in within the 
last two years. These categories represent the scope of their political activism as defined by 
the survey. Activism can be as simple as commenting on a political post on social media to 
acting on a number of categories throughout the year.  

 
The order of the list is important, as there is an increasing level of commitment (time, energy) 
on the part of the respondent as one moves further down the list of political involvement. 
This allows us to assign a point system, from 1-9, to quantify each successive task on a 
weighted scale (we are ignoring assigning value to the “Other” category as this would be 
meaningless). For example, the simple act of commenting on a post (1 point) is a minor way 
to participate, while running for office (9 points) requires a significant expenditure of 
resources (time, money, energy, etc.). One interesting use of this quantified method is to 
determine which respondents, based on their political affiliation, seem to be the greater 
activists.  
 



 
Key Take-Away(s): The above chart indicates that Democrats seem more politically active 
than Republicans, while Republicans and Independents are rather similar. Conventional 
wisdom supports the idea that Democrats tend to be more hands-on inside their political 
environment while the party of limited government (as the theory goes), Republicans, are 
less involved. What also stands out is the category “ALL OTHERS” (Libertarian, Green, 
Constitution, Decline to State, Other). As it turns out, Decline to State has an individual score 
of 17.3. In other words, this group significantly outperforms each of the other groups in its 
level of activism. Why this so must be further tested through additional surveying. 

 
   



Media 
 
Media Sources 
 
Question 11: From which major sources do you obtain your news (check all that apply)? This 
includes all affiliates of those sources? 
 
The following chart delineates respondents’ media preferences vis-a-vis political affiliations. 
The usefulness in the chart is when the reader chooses a particular political party, say 
Democrat, then observes the blue (Democrat) bars to determine, on a relative basis, the most 
and least frequented media preferences of that political party. For example, Republicans 
(brown bars) watch FOX News significantly more than read the Washington Post.  
 
Where the chart is not useful is if the reader chooses a particular media source (e.g. CNN) and 
tries to compare viewing habits of the different parties. Since significantly more Republicans 
took the survey than Democrats, for example, the Republican contributions to the bar size 
are heavily skewed higher (not normalized), making the comparison between political 
affiliations in accessing a particular media outlet useless.  

 
Key Take-Away(s): Republican respondents favor Fox News, local news sources (radio, 
newspapers) and alt-media.. Democrats leverage a more diverse set of news sources, yet are 
still mostly aligned to the liberal-progressive narratives.. Interestingly, Independents seem 
more balanced in obtaining their news--from Fox News (“right”) to National Public Radio 
(“center” to “left”). The question is: are the Fox News respondents different individuals than 
the NPR respondents, or is it one group that consumes both right and left media? In going 
back to the individual surveys, of the 12 Independent respondents, seven (58%) accessed a 



mix of left and right media (although mostly left), three (25%) accessed only left media, one 
(8%) accessed only right media, and one chose “Other” media. In short, Independents seem 
to consume a much more balanced regime of media sources. 
 
Another way of looking at the data to remove the skewing influence that one 
over-represented political affiliation (Republicans) has on the results is to evaluate the 
diversity of media viewership per one’s political affiliation. In other words, how many different 
sources of news media does the average respondent access? In theory, the more sources of 
information one accesses, the greater the news reach as well as the broader the editorial 
perspective. The idea is that every media source offers a different product and perspective. 
Nevertheless, many mainstream media corporations produce similar content, often synced 
to the same political agenda. Thus, diversity of news and opinion is more limited when the 
chosen media sources align politically. Nevertheless, for the purposes of this survey, we can 
still derive a course, yet quantifiable measure of media diversity per one’s political affiliation. 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Republican’s appear to seek out fewer (3.4) media sources than either 
Democrats (4.3) or Independents (5.8), thereby reducing the depth and perspective of the 
information that they see and hear. There could be good reasons for this. Conservatives have 
fewer mainstream media alternatives than Liberals and Progressives based on the political 
alignments of the mainstream news sources. Nevertheless, it is not good practice to simply 
access media that is favorable to one’s particular ideological beliefs (and most of us are guilty 
of this). While Conservatives have a wealth of liberal-progressive media to tap, they generally 
don’t, much in the same way that Liberals and Progressives shun Fox News. Yet, the search 
for “truth” in the news is best found by comparing a broad spectrum of reporting and 
triangulating to pinpoint some general consensus when choosing who and what to believe.  
 

   



Primary Media Sources 
 
Question 12: Of the news sources that you selected, which is the primary one that you turn to 
most often (choose one)? 
 
Respondents were asked to choose their primary media source--the one that they rely on 
most for their news and opinion. Similar to the way one should interpret the first graph in the 
section above, the following graph is only useful when one compares how members of a 
certain political affiliation choose their favorite news source. For example, when reading the 
graph for Republicans, one analyzes the set of brown bars. In this case, an overwhelming 
number of Republicans choose Fox News (56%) as their primary media source followed by 
Alt-Media. For Democrats, they prefer the New York Times, then NPR, though having 
additional Democrats in the respondent pool would have provided a more distributed 
snapshot of favored media. Unexpectedly, Independents (gray bars) prefer Fox News (40%), 
then media in the “Other” (40%) category. 

 
Key Take-Away(s): While Republicans and Democrats predictably chose primary news 
sources that aligned with their political ideologies, Independents were a bit more 
head-scratching. Who are the 40% of Independents who chose Fox News as the number one 
news source? Are these conservatives in hiding? We’ll try to answer this question in the next 
section. 
 
   



Percent of News Obtained from Primary Media Sources 
 
Question 13: What percentage of your weekly news do you obtain from your primary news 
source? 

 
Key Take-Away(s): Two take-aways are considered here. The first take-away, as we pointed 
out in the section on “Media Sources,” is that while Democrats access a larger variety of news 
sources than Republicans, the chart above suggests that the Democrat primary source, on 
average, consumes a larger share of their media time than Republicans dedicate to their 
primary sources. On average, Democrats spend 70% of their media (news, opinion) time with 
their primary media source, diluting some of the advantages of having a more diverse 
portfolio of followed media than Republicans. For example, if one spends 90% of one’s time 
watching one channel and 10% of the remaining time watching 1000 channels, the breadth 
of news and opinion is greatly lost. Thus, Democrats are almost as equally locked down as 
Republicans to their politically-aligned news and opinions. Republicans are more limited in 
the number of different media they access (3.4) versus Democrats(4.3), but Democrats spend 
more of their time (70%) devoted to their primary media source than Republicans (62%), 
leaving both parties’ respondents to formulate their conclusions mostly in their respective 
echo chambers. The second take-away pertains to the Independents. In the previous 
section, we alluded to the fact that 40% of the Independents chose Fox News as their primary 
news source. Yet, in looking at these particular four individuals more closely, their devotion to 
their primary news source (Fox News), in terms of percent of their media allocated to that 
source, is 20%, 60%, 70% and 80%, respectively. In other words, the first two Independents 
aren’t locked onto Fox News in the least, while the last two are, thereby being more aligned 
with Conservatives, but disguised as Independents. So, in trying to put to final rest the 
question of to whom the Independent respondents may be more closely aligned, it is likely 
that two out of 10 (20%) march alongside Conservatives, while the remaining eight (80%) are 
center-left and more closely aligned with Democrats. In short, our Independent respondents 
seem concentrated around skewing left, which makes sense considering the 2020 election 
results (80% of Santa Cruz County voters choosing Biden-Harris). Why is this discovery 
important? For the simple reason that our respondent pool seems now more evenly divided 
between Republicans (Conservatives) on one side and Democrats-Independents (Liberals, 
Progressives) on the other side. 



Top Media Source on “Do Not Watch” List 
 
Question 14: Which news source is at the top of your “do not watch” list (select one)? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): the chart depicts the most rejected media outlets by political affiliation. 
Topping the Republican list is CNN, where 70% of the respondents will not watch this 
channel. Just as predictably, for the Democrats, it is Fox News (50%), while, surprisingly, 
Alt-Media sources seem equally despised (50%). The Independents are more broadly spread: 
CNN (25%), FOX (17%), and Alt-Media (17%).  
   



Fair and Balanced Primary News Source 
 
QUESTION 15. My primary news source provides a fair balance of opinions from both sides. 

 
 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree). Democrats 
are most likely to believe that their primary news source is providing them with the most fair 
and balanced set of opinions from both sides. Independents are the most skeptical group. 
Given what we learned earlier that Democrats spend the most amount of their news time 
(70%) dedicated to their primary news source, it is likely due to the fact that they believe that 
it offers the best mix of both sides. Whether or not this is true is debatable. 
   



Mass Media Tries to Manipulate Opinions 
 
QUESTION 16. Generally speaking, the mass media tries to manipulate opinions on the 
issues, and will even lie, in order to sell a particular political narrative. 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree). Republicans 
strongly believe that the mass media is manipulating them to sell a political narrative. This 
correlates with their distrust that even their primary media source is giving them a proper 
balance of views. Democrats are more neutral and mostly give the mass media the benefit of 
doubt that they are not being intentionally manipulated to sell a particular narrative. As 
expected, Independents fall in between the two. 
 
   



Truthfulness of Primary Media Source 
 
QUESTION 17. How confident are you that your primary news source is truthful (always gives 
you the facts, never takes statements out of context, doesn't suppress news stories favorable 
to the opposition, doesn't suppress news stories unfavorable to their own narrative)? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (extremely unconfident) to “5” (extremely confident). 
Democrats are strong believers that the news they receive from their primary news source is 
truthful and unassailable. Independents continue to be the skeptics in the room which 
correlates to their practice of watching a broader range of media (5.8 sources, on average, to 
the Republicans’ (3.4) and the Democrats’ (4.3) ) and devoting less time to their primary one. 
 
   



Verifying a Damaging Claim Against a Political Opponent 
 
QUESTION 18. When a damaging claim is made by your prime media source against a 
candidate from a political party that you oppose, how likely are you to verify the claim by 
seeking out the source transcript or source video? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (never) to “3” (extremely likely). Democrats appear to be 
more responsible than Republicans and Independents in doing their fact-checking by 
reviewing source transcripts or videos when a particularly damaging claim has been made 
by their primary media source against a political candidate who the respondent opposes. 
This is a rather unusual assertion that does not seem to align with the faith and trust they 
have that their prime media source is strongly truthful and balanced. If the prime source is 
telling the truth, then why would one, nevertheless, do an independent fact check on them? 
Either the question, itself, is being misconstrued or the Democrat respondents follow the 
age-old adage of trust, but verify. Or, possibly, the responses are related more to their desire 
to project the image of responsible fact-checkers when, in fact, they are simply relying on 
their primary news source to self-fact-check themselves. 
   



Trust in Social Media Companies with Politically-Biased CEO’s 
 
QUESTION 20 (Note: question out of sequence). Do you believe that a social media 
company that uses its own definitions for “hate speech” and “misinformation” is subject to 
abusing that privilege, especially when its CEO is known to support a particular political side? 

 
 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled as “0” (no) : “1” (sometimes) : “2” (yes). The clear take away here is 
that Republicans no longer trust the “big tech,” social media platforms, the largest and most 
impactful being Twitter, Facebook and Youtube. Yet, even some Democrats seem to 
understand that social media giants use umbrella terms like “hate speech” and 
“misinformation” as a way to silence or discredit the users of its platforms, driven by the 
particular ideology of their CEO. 
   



CENSORSHIP AND TOLERANCE 
 
Moral Obligations to Censor Others 
 
QUESTION 19: Do you believe that it is your moral obligation to support censoring an 
individual if you consider what they say as hate speech, even if the speech has not met any 
legal definition as such?  
 
Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled as “0” (no) : “1” (sometimes) : “2” (yes). Democrats believe that 
there are times when censoring an individual for what the respondent personally considers 
hate speech would be permissible. Republicans and Independents are generally against 
censorship for “hate speech” when no legal definition has been violated. 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

 
   



Censoring Others to Advantage Your Political Party’s Election Prospects 
 
QUESTION 21: Would you accept the use of censorship (by looking the other way) against 
someone if his or her message would have a negative impact on your political party's election 
prospects? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled as “0” (no) : “1” (sometimes) : “2” (yes). When the use of censorship 
as a tool to simply gain a political advantage, Democrats give a clear thumbs down. 
Republicans and Independents score mostly toward “no,” with a few (individual surveys) 
believing that it should sometimes be deployed. 
   



Self-Censorship to Avoid Confrontation 
 
QUESTION 22: Rather than discussing, debating or arguing with someone who holds a 
different political or social view, I prefer not bringing up the subject at all. 
 
Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (never) to “3” (always).  One important measure of a 
community’s level of tolerance is when everyone feels comfortable expressing their views to 
others, even when they may be diametrically opposed. People begin to silence themselves 
(self-censorship) on their own accord when they feel intimidated or threatened by sharing 
their opinions to others in the community. From the survey responses, Republicans feel that 
they must “often” self-censor in this regard. Based on the statistics on registered voters, 
Republicans represent a minority (14%) of voters in a largely liberal-progrsssive community. 
They choose to often avoid engaging fellow community members. On the other hand, 
Democrats are the least impacted by self-censorship and choose to self-censor either 
“sometimes” or “never.” 
 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

   



 
Self-Perception of Personal Tolerance 
 
QUESTION 23: Do you consider yourself a tolerant person (willing to allow the existence of 
opinions or behavior that one does not necessarily agree with) when speaking with someone 
who holds an opposing point of view? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (never) to “4” (always). Republicans have a higher 
self-perception of their tolerance (3.3) over Democrats (2.8) and Independents (2.8), with a “3” 
corresponding to “Frequently” tolerant and “2” being “Sometimes” tolerant. Republicans 
seem slightly more tolerant of listening to the opinions from the “other side,” at least from 
the standpoint of their own self-perceptions. 
   



How We Debate 
 
QUESTION 24: Most opinions are part factual (based on facts) and part emotional (based on 
emotions). When you are trying to change the opinion of someone on a particular issue, what 
combination of facts and emotions are you most likely to use to convince them? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled as All Facts : No Emotion (4); Mostly Facts : Some Emotion (3); An 
Equal Balance of Facts and Emotions (2); Some Facts : Mostly Emotion (1); No Facts : All 
Emotion (0). Independents outperform Democrats and Republicans by utilizing mostly facts 
and only some emotion when forming their arguments. Republicans and Democrats inject 
slightly more emotion and fewer facts into their overall arguments than do Independents. 
   



THE BLACK LIVES MATTER MURAL (DOWNTOWN SANTA CRUZ) 
 
The following charts begin exhibiting much greater polarization within the Santa Cruz 
County community which was certainly intensified and inflamed by months of media chatter 
on both sides of the ideological divide that lead up to this survey.  
 
During certain times, we will insert results specific to the City of Santa Cruz (in association 
with the County results) for critical questions related to permitting, which are more closely 
targeted to the City of Santa Cruz and its  authority to make those decisions. 

 
The Granting of the Encroachment Permit 
 
QUESTION 25: Do you agree or disagree with the Santa Cruz City Council decision to approve 
the encroachment permit for the Black Lives Matter street mural? 
 

Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree)--a “2” being 
neutral. Democrats favored the granting of the BLM mural permit by the city. Nevertheless, 
the data is not a ringing endorsement of the decision to move forward on the project, as a 2.5 
score is midway between neutral and agree. In other words, the Democrat respondents did 
not meet an average consensus to agree (3.0) to the project. Meanwhile, Republicans 
strongly revolt at the city’s decision, midway between disagree and strongly disagree. Sitting 
at neutral are the Independents, the fence sitters in the culture war. Note: two (2) of 18 
Republicans selected “Agree” with the decision.  Two (2) of four Democrats were “Neutral.” 
 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

 
 
   



Concerns of Repercussions By Coming Forward to Denounce the City’s Decision 
 
QUESTION 26: How concerned would you be to come forward to friends and / or co-workers 
to denounce the decision to grant a permit, given the possible repercussions to your social 
status, family, property and / or employment? 
 
NOTE: this question was only asked to respondents who answered the previous question 
with an answer of “Disagree” or “Strongly Disagree” with the city’s decision to grant the BLM 
street mural permit. 

 
Key Take-Aways(s):  Scaled from “0” (unconcerned) to “3” (extremely concerned). As no 
Democrats disagreed with the City Council decision to approve the permit, they have no 
graph result. The rest of the respondents on the graph either “Disagreed” or “Strongly 
Disagreed” to the City Council decision. From this pool, were there concerns about possible 
repercussions to them if they publicly voiced their disagreement? Independents rated the 
highest (2.3) in their concern over the Republican pool concern (1.8), with 2.0 representing 
“very concerned.” We can only theorize why this is so. It is possible that while Republicans are 
rather well-known antagonists to the BLM movement, Independents blend into their social 
and cultural environments like chameleons, having no easy identifier to mark them as friend 
or foe. We explained earlier that we expect 80% of the Independent respondents in the 
survey lean center-left. When the general cultural environment leans in a similar way, many 
Independents who may share many of the same cultural and political values as the majority, 
may not share in every cause célèbre--such as the highly volatile and controversial BLM 
protest movement. By coming out against the BLM mural, many of our Independents may 
feel that their sudden exposure as “betrayers” to the movement would ensure a vastly higher 
level of punishment to them than to the more known entity Republicans.    



Black Lives Matter Mural and BLM Inc. 
 
QUESTION 27: Black Lives Matter street murals across the country act as Marketing tools for 
the Black Lives Matter organization and its ideology. 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree)--a “2” being 
neutral. Democrats do not perceive BLM murals as a marketing tool of the national 
organization and its underlying ideological mission. It is more probable that Democrats view 
these murals in the purest sense:  a statement against a presumed racist police state that 
threatens the black community and needs reform or dismantling. On the other side of 
perceptions are those of the Republicans, which fall somewhere between “agree” and 
“strongly agree” that the murals go beyond the simple Democrat racism message and are 
designed to market BLM Inc. and its many purposes. Independents align toward agreement 
with Republicans on this issue, though certainly to a lesser degree. 
   



The BLM Mural Message 
 
QUESTION 28: A Black Lives Matter street mural is not just a message of racial injustice, but is 
also a political statement aimed at "tearing down the system," including eliminating the 
nuclear family structure, and rebuilding it in the vision of the Black Lives Matter organization. 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree)--a “2” being 
neutral. Democrats, almost hands down, view the BLM street mural in its purest and 
broadest form--a message about systemic racial injustice. Republicans have an 
overwhelming opposite view--that BLM Inc uses its murals as propaganda tools to lay siege 
to American institutions and model them according to the teachings of Karl Marx. There is a 
major disconnect between the perceptions that the survey respondents in the two major 
parties perceive these murals, which is likely why they are so revered and nurtured in 
liberal-progressive communities, yet reviled and scorned by the minority conservatives 
within them. Independents help to moderate the chasm and are rather neutral in their 
beliefs that BLM Inc has a larger, political agenda in play. 
   



BLM Inc Limits Scope of Message 
 
QUESTION 29: The Black Lives Matter organization focuses only on the injustices of Black 
deaths at the hands of the police, while ignoring the statistically more impactful, underlying 
causes of Black death and suffering (black-on-black crime, fatherless homes, no school 
choice, joblessness, disproportionate health impacts, resisting arrest, idolatry of rap artists 
and their messages, victim mentalities, etc.)? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree)--a “2” being 
neutral. Unusually, Democrats approach neutral (1.8) in their opinion about this statement. In 
other words, there seems to be some uncertainty whether or not BLM has a broader focus on 
other aspects of Black death and suffering. Republicans come out between “agree” and 
“strongly agree” that BLM overlooks more statistically significant impacts to the black 
community beyond police injustices. Independents are 100% neutral, signaling mostly 
uncertainty about whether BLM has a narrow focus or a more comprehensive focus in 
helping to reduce challenges in the black community. 
   



Likelihood of Reading an Article Challenging the BLM Narrative 
 
QUESTION 30: In a USA Today article (Jul-3-2020) entitled "There is No Epidemic of Fatal 
Police Shootings Against Unarmed Black Americans," what is the likelihood that you would 
read this article with an open mind? Note: According to Allsides.com, USA Today is 
considered to have a moderate-to-liberal bias in the way it reports news. 
(https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2020/07/03/police-black-killings-homicide-rates-ra
ce-injustice-column/3235072001/ ) 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (very unlikely) to “4” (very unlikely)--a “2” being neutral 
and “3” being likely. There seems to be a consensus among the respondents that they are 
mostly willing to keep an open mind and read the USA Today article. Independents are a little 
less committed (2.9) to read the article, yet still come out mostly positive and open to hearing 
out the USA Today perspective. 
   



Proficiency of Understanding of BLM Charter and List of Demands 
 
QUESTION 31: What level of understanding do you have of the Black Lives Matter 
organization’s founding charter and list of demands (Note: BLM recently (Sep-20-2020) 
scrubbed its website of anti-American and Marxist ideological language due to unexplained 
reasons)? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled as Novice : 0; Advanced Beginner : 1; Competent : 2; Proficient : 3; 
Expert : 4. A few data surprises are immediately apparent. First, Democrats (1.3) and 
Independents (1.2) feel that they have slightly better than a competent understanding of the 
BLM charter and list of demands. Why these respondents, who mostly run center-left, would 
lack a more thorough understanding of the goals and purposes of BLM Inc, when they are 
mostly supportive of the Black Lives Matter street mural, might best be reflected in how they 
responded to questions #28 and #29 about their perception of the BLM mural message. 
Many Democrats and Independents may be unconsciously disassociating the BLM mural 
message from the BLM Inc organization. These parties seem to only see the call out of “racial 
injustice” in the yellow paint of the mural, and are less interested in delving deeper into the 
organization (BLM Inc.) and how it plans to snuff out racism. On the other hand, Republicans 
claim a near-competent level (1.8) of understanding of the BLM charter and list of demands 
as they have put their focus on trying to better understand the apparent threats to social 
stability introduced by BLM Inc, while perceiving the mural as nothing more than a 
propaganda tool. Although we have rarely spoken about the “All Others” group (question #9) 
very much in our analysis, it claims to lie midway between competent and proficient, so its 
members are quite the followers of BLM Inc. Just out of curiosity, we looked at the individual 
survey data and found that of the six respondents in the “All Others” group, one was expert, 
three were proficient, one was competent and one was novice. Perhaps, we should have kept 
a closer eye on this group.   



Sensitivity to How Others May Find the BLM Mural Offensive 
 
QUESTION 32: Does it concern you that other members of your community may find the 
Black Lives Matter mural offensive? 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled as Never : 0; Occasionally : 1; Always : 2. Democrats seem the least 
concerned (0.5) of other community members taking offense to the mural. The most likely 
explanation is that Democrats generally favor the mural and its message of “racial injustice,” 
and consider anyone who may be offended and unsupportive of a message of racial harmony 
as, at a minimum, intolerant and not worthy of any sympathy. Having largely rejected the 
granting of the mural permit, Republicans are answering this question perhaps from the 
perspective of their own victimhood, and the victimhood of their fellow Conservatives. They 
view the mural as a threat to America’s constitutional republic, and are offended by its 
presence.  Their score (1.1) reflects that they more-than-occasionally empathize with those 
who share in their beliefs. Finally, Independents have some less-than-occasional concerns 
about fellow community members, but our mostly center-left body of Independents likely 
consider the offended as insensitive to black injustice and are callous to them. 
   



Conviction that Systemic Racism Exists in the US 
 
QUESTION 33: How convinced are you that systemic racism exists in the United States? 
 
Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled as Not At All : 0; Somewhat : 1; Very : 2; Extremely : 3. Democrats 
have strong conviction (2.3) that systemic racism permeates American society. Republicans 
have strong conviction (0.4) that the opposite case is true--that systemic racism does not 
exist. As a voting block principally composed of whites, Republicans are clearly the target 
political group under attack if systemic racism truly exists. Clearly, this is a rather large chasm 
to bridge between the major two political parties. Independents are more “on the fence.” 
 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

 

   



THE GOD BLESS AMERICA MURAL 
 
City of Santa Cruz Should Grant Permits to Other Mural Creators 
 
QUESTION 34: To be fair and equitable, the Santa Cruz City Council should grant 
encroachment permits to other organizations to construct street murals supporting other 
social, cultural or political causes and messages that their advocates deem as essential. 
 
Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree): with “2” as 
neutral. Republicans are highly supportive of (3.4), while Independents tend to agree (2.8) to, 
granting permits to other groups to paint street murals. Democrats are purely neutral.  
 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

 
   



City of Santa Cruz Should Grant Permit for God Bless America Mural 
 
QUESTION 35: Based on your understanding of the Free Speech project, do you agree or 
disagree that the city of Santa Cruz City Council should approve of the "God Bless America" 
street mural project? 
 

Santa Cruz County 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): Scaled from “0” (strongly disagree) to “4” (strongly agree): with “2” as 
neutral. Democrats tend to disagree (0.8) on granting a permit for the God Bless America 
mural (3 out of 4 “strongly disagreed”). This is a strong indicator of censorship, given that 
Democrats expressed neutrality (question #34) in terms of granting permits to other murals. 
Clearly, Democrats not only do not accept the God Bless America message, but would 
disagree in allowing it to be painted on their streets. Their neutral stance on street mural 
permits, in general, seem to indicate that they would be indifferent to other murals, but 
perhaps only those murals with whose messages they agree. On the other hand, Republicans 
tend toward strongly agreeing (3.8) that the city should allow the God Bless America mural. 
Independents tend toward agreeing (2.8) that the mural should be adopted, as well. 
 
   



City of Santa Cruz (25 Respondents) 

 
Rest-of-United States (10 Respondents) 

   



Reasons for Agreeing with Permit Approval 
 
QUESTION 36: What would be your reasons for agreeing that the permit should be approved 
by the City Council (check all that apply)? 
 
Note: Asked only to those who either Agreed or Strongly Agreed to granting a permit for the 
God Bless America mural. 

 
Key Take-Aways(s): For those who agree or strongly agree in supporting the God Bless 
America mural, forty percent of the choices as to reasons why pertain to its free speech 
message challenge. They view the mural as a test of whether free speech of a political 
minority is recognized and respected by city leaders. The second most selected choice (33%) 
has to do with the specific meaning of the message itself to this pool of respondents, 
recognizing it as one of patriotism and pride in the country. Nineteen percent (19%) of the 
responses viewed the religious element of America under God’s protection. In a shrug to 
divisive politics, one important selection was not chosen by any single respondent in this 
data pool: “As a counter-message to the BLM mural.” This important piece of missing chart 
data (did not display, as the result was 0%) says something of the respondent pool: that there 
is no vindictiveness among these individuals to somehow step on or dilute the Black Lives 
Matter message through a counter-message. This indicates a high level of tolerance from the 
respondent pool who support the God Bless America mural, and should be a source of hope 
and inspiration in the community. This gesture may be the spark to kindle a future 
rapprochement between both sides. Hope springs eternal! 
   



Reasons for Disagreeing with Permit Approval 
 
QUESTION 37: What would be your reasons that the permit should NOT be approved by the 
City Council (check all that apply)? 
 
Note: Asked only to those who either Disagreed or Strongly Disagreed to granting a permit 
for the God Bless America mural. 

 
 
Key Take-Aways(s): there are a broad scope and balance of reasons why those who disagree 
or strongly disagree with the granting of a permit for the God Bless America mural. 
Fifteen-percent of the total responses do not accept the Pro-God aspect of the mural while 
12.5% consider the mural one that promotes intolerance while the same percentage believe 
that it dilutes the Black Lives Matter mural message that would be adjacent to it. 
   



LENDING SUPPORT TO THE GOD BLESS AMERICA MURAL PROJECT 
 
Choosing to be a Crowdfunding Donor 
 
QUESTION 38: If the project permit is approved, would you participate by being a 
crowdfunding donor in support of free speech, and that we can email you when financial 
donations are being accepted? 

 
 
Key Take-Aways(s): About a quarter (27.5%) of all survey respondents stated that they would 
participate in the funding of the project while almost another quarter would possibly fund it. 
Slightly less than half of all respondents would not participate in the crowdfunding phase. 
   



Choosing to Help Participate in the Construction of the God Bless America Mural 
 
QUESTION 39: If the project permit is approved, would you choose to participate by helping 
others in the community construct the God Bless America street mural (Santa Cruz County 
residents only)? 

 
 
Key Take-Aways(s): Similar to the distribution of financial donorship in the previous 
question, half of the respondents would not participate in the physical construction of the 
God Bless America mural while the other 50% would, or perhaps would, participate. 
 


