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Key Findings of a Survey of Seattle Voters 
Conducted October 31-November 4, 2019
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Methodology
⊳ 502 interviews with Seattle voters likely 

to participate in the November 2020 

election

⊳ Conducted October 31-November 4, 

2019, online 

⊳Margin of sampling error of +/-4.4% at 

the 95% confidence interval

⊳Due to rounding, some percentages do 

not add up to 100%
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37%

20%

8%

26%

38%

39%

28%

5% 15%

23%

7%

6%

8%

11%

20%

22%

9%

7%

24%

40%

ACLU of Washington

Seattle King County Public

Health Department

Seattle Mayor Jenny Durkan

The Seattle City Council

Very Fav. Smwt. Fav. NHO Can't Rate Smwt. Unfav. Very Unfav. Total 
Fav.

Total 
Unfav.

63% 17%

58% 17%

48% 44%

31% 63%

Q1.

Seattle voters have largely positive views of 
ACLU; they have unfavorable views of the 

Seattle City Council and the mayor.
Here is a list of a few people and organizations that are active in public life.  

Please indicate whether you have very favorable, somewhat favorable, somewhat 
unfavorable, or very unfavorable opinion of that person or organization. 
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79%

58%

49%

50%

16%

25%

28%

26%

10%

17%

17%

5%

5%

5%

Homelessness

Lack of access to mental health
care services

The cost of housing

Street drug use

Ext. Ser. Prob. Very Ser. Prob. Smwt. Ser. Prob. Not Too Ser. Prob. Don’t Know

Ext./Very 
Ser. Prob.

95%

83%

77%

76%

Q2.

Homelessness ranks as the 
most serious problem by far.

Here is a list of problems facing King County that people have mentioned.  Please 
indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem, a very serious 

problem, somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem in King County. 
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45%

32%

23%

25%

25%

30%

23%

27%

21%

17%

16%

30%

26%

25%

26%

7%

13%

10%

22%

29%

14%

6%

The cost of healthcare

Crime

The cost of jails and prisons

Police violence against the poor
and people of color

The amount we pay in local
taxes

Ext. Ser. Prob. Very Ser. Prob. Smwt. Ser. Prob. Not Too Ser. Prob. Don’t Know Ext./Very 
Ser. Prob.

75%

55%

50%

46%

42%

Q2. Here is a list of problems facing King County that people have mentioned.  Please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem, a 
very serious problem, somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem in King County. 

Majorities are also concerned 
with the cost of healthcare and crime.
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8%

7%

6%

67%

11%

Q18.

Yes, a friend

Yes, a family member

Yes, both

No

Don’t know/Rather not say

Total 
Yes
21%

This is a completely confidential survey and we need to ask some questions to make 
sure that everyone’s views are reflected.  As you may know, many people from all 

walks of life use drugs that are not currently legal.  Is there anyone close to you who 
currently uses heroin, or misuses a legal drug, like a prescription opioid?

One in five has a close tie to someone who 
has used a drug that was not legal.
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58%

38%

4%

Q3. Many drug users in our area are struggling with addiction. Below is a pair of statements about potential approaches to addiction in King County. 
Please choose the statement that comes closer to your own view, even if neither is exactly right. 

Ending drug addiction can be a long struggle with 
frequent setbacks, and requires us to use the best 

science and the most effective strategies. The most-
effective harm reduction strategies meet drug users 

where they are, consider trauma they may have 
suffered, and use jail and prosecution only when 

individuals don’t respond to health-based interventions.

Drug addiction is the root cause of many of the 
problems we see on Seattle’s streets, and those 

problems are growing because we have backed off from 
traditional enforcement. We need to give problem drug 

users a choice: either accept treatment and clean up 
their act or suffer consequences for their illegal 

behavior.

Don't know

By a 20-point margin, Seattle voters prefer 
harm reduction to traditional law enforcement.

OR
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Description of 
Safe Consumption Sites

Q5.

Some people have proposed opening a safe
consumption site in King County where drug users
would be allowed to use pre-obtained drugs under the
supervision of trained medical staff who can intervene
to prevent overdoses or connect them to services such
as addiction treatment and recovery, healthcare,
housing assistance and job training. Does this sound like
something you would you strongly support, somewhat
support, somewhat oppose, or strongly oppose?
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Q5. Some people have proposed opening a safe consumption site in King County where drug users would be allowed to use pre-obtained drugs under 
the supervision of trained medical staff who can intervene to prevent overdoses or connect them to services such as addiction treatment and recovery, 
healthcare, housing assistance and job training. Does this sound like something you would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat 
oppose, or strongly oppose? 

32%

29%

5%

31%

3%

Total 
Support

61%

Total 
Oppose

36%

Strongly support

Somewhat support

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Don’t know

Three in five Seattleites support SCSs.
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Support for SCSs is fairly 
broad by gender and age.

Q5. Some people have proposed opening a safe consumption site in King County where drug users would be allowed to use pre-obtained drugs under 
the supervision of trained medical staff who can intervene to prevent overdoses or connect them to services such as addiction treatment and recovery, 
healthcare, housing assistance and job training. Does this sound like something you would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat 
oppose, or strongly oppose? 

Demographic Group Total Support
Gender
Men 60%
Women 65%
Age
18-49 65%
50-64 50%
65+ 59%
Ethnicity
White Voters 67%
All Voters of Color 44%
Party
Strong Democrats 73%
Democrats 72%
Independents 25%
Republicans 15%
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18%

28%

6%

28%

14%

7%

Total 
More Lkly.

46%

Total 
Less Lkly.

33%

Much more likely

Somewhat more likely

Somewhat less likely

Much less likely

Makes no difference

Don't know

A plurality of voters would be more likely to 
vote for an elected who supported SCSs.

Suppose that a local elected official supported opening and publicly funding a safe 
consumption site in Seattle. Would that make you much more likely, somewhat more likely, 
somewhat less likely, or much less likely to vote for them, or would it make no difference? 
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32%

37%

34%

29%

28%

27%

5%

5%

5%

31%

28%

30%

Initial Support

Support After
Positive Messages

Support After
 Negative Messages

Strng. Supp. Smwt. Supp. Don't Know Smwt. Opp. Strng. Opp. Total 
Supp.

Total 
Opp.

61% 36%

65% 33%

62% 35%

Q5, Q9 & Q11. Does this sound like something you would you strongly support, somewhat support, somewhat oppose, or strongly oppose? 

Support and opposition is very 
consistent throughout an exchange 

of pro and con messaging.
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Messaging in Support of SCS
(Ranked in Order of Effectiveness)

Q8. Here are some statements from people who support safe consumption sites.  Please indicate whether you find it very convincing, somewhat 
convincing, or not convincing as a reason to support such sites. 

(EXPERTS) The War on Drugs has failed us -- it’s time to look for new harm-reduction
approaches that treat addiction as a health issue. Public health experts agree that safe
consumption sites are the best way to reduce the harms of problematic drug use for
individuals and communities.

(SERVICES) Safe consumption sites connect people who are addicted to drugs to drug
treatment, healthcare, and other services that can help them stop using and get back on
their feet.
(SAVES LIVES) Safe consumption sites save lives. By providing medical supervision, we can
intervene to prevent overdose deaths, infection, and diseases that could be transmitted
otherwise.
(NEIGHBORHOODS) By providing a safe, clean, and medically supervised location for drug
consumption, we can make our neighborhoods safer. They bring drug activity out of
alleyways and public parks.

(COST) Officials estimate that operating a safe consumption site will cost up to $3 million per
year – that’s 0.0005% of Seattle’s annual budget. It’s a small price to pay to save lives and
improve public health.
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33%

32%

31%

26%

24%

30%

34%

34%

33%

31%

62%

67%

65%

59%

56%

Experts

Services

Saves Lives

Neighborhoods

Cost

Very Convincing Somewhat Convincing

Messaging resonates much more in Seattle than 
outside it on the whole; expert advice, service 

connection and saving lives rank highest.

Q8. Here are some statements from people who support safe consumption sites.  Please indicate whether you find it very convincing, somewhat 
convincing, or not convincing as a reason to support such sites. 
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Messages Opposing SCS
(Ranked in Order of Effectiveness)

Q10. Here are some statements from people who oppose safe consumption sites.  Please indicate whether you find it very convincing, somewhat 
convincing, or not convincing as a reason to oppose safe consumption sites. 

(MAGNET) It’s simple: once word gets out that there is a safe place to use illegal
drugs, these sites will become a magnet for drug users throughout the region and
even the country. And drug dealers will know just where to find their buyers.

(COST) At a time when too many people are on waiting lists for drug treatment, the
$3 million it would cost to operate a safe consumption site could be better spent
helping those who are actively seeking to overcome their addiction rather than on a
safe consumption site.

(LEGALIZATION) Heroin and opioid use is at crisis levels, and use among teens and
young people is increasing sharply. Government-sponsored heroin injection sites
will enable this dangerous drug use and essentially legalize it.

(ILLEGAL) Safe consumption sites are illegal under federal law. Opening them in King
County will cost taxpayers millions in legal fees and confiscated property.
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30%

24%

22%

20%

24%

31%

21%

23%

54%

56%

43%

44%

Magnet

Cost

Legalization

Illegal

Very Convincing Somewhat Convincing

The fear of becoming a magnet for 
drug users is also persuasive in Seattle.

Q10. Here are some statements from people who oppose safe consumption sites.  Please indicate whether you find it very convincing, somewhat 
convincing, or not convincing as a reason to oppose safe consumption sites. 
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Conclusions
ü In Seattle, three in five support safe consumption sites; two-thirds

support SCS after positive messaging and three in five still support it after
negatives.

ü Homelessness is by far the top-ranking concern – higher even than
healthcare costs, which is typically the most broadly shared concern. Lack
of access to mental health care services, street drug use, and housing
costs also rank highly, but with not nearly as much intensity as
homelessness.

ü By a 20-point margin, Seattleites prefer a trauma-informed response to
traditional law enforcement.

ü Positive messages like “saves lives,” “connect to services,” and “War on
Drugs has failed us” have the most individual impact in Seattle.

ü The idea that SCS make the city a magnet for drug users resonates in
Seattle as well, though.

ü However, there is little shift in opinion as a result of this exchange.
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