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I. California Voters Support Some Changes to Proposition 13 
 

 Proposition 13 is often called the “third rail” of California politics (touching it = political death), but a recent 

poll found that many Californians disapprove of parts of that landmark ballot initiative. Passed in 1978, 

Proposition 13 reduced property taxes for homeowners and business property owners, limited future 

increases to property taxes, and instituted 2/3 supermajority rules to pass tax measures. Opponents of 

Proposition 13 have long criticized it for disproportionately benefitting wealthier Californians and starving 

state and local governments of resources needed to support vital services. Yet previous polls have found 

continued moderate to strong support for keeping Prop 13 as is. The most recent comprehensive Field Poll 

on Prop 13, conducted in 2008, found that 57% of registered voters in California said they would vote for it 

again if it was on the ballot today, while only 23% said they would vote against it. Stronger majorities 

opposed changing three of Prop 13’s key provisions. For example, about 7 in 10 opposed lowering to 50% 

(plus one) the current 2/3 supermajority it takes to pass a bill in the state legislature that includes a tax 

increase. The one exception to the overall message of “Prop 13 remains highly popular” was substantial 

support for a so-called “split roll” system that would raise the share of property taxes paid by commercial 

property owners.1  

 
The CSU East Bay Poll on Proposition 13 found 

much greater general support for making 

changes to Prop 13. It also found strong 

majorities support changing Prop 13’s rules for 

assessing commercial and business property 

taxes. And ½ of respondents disapprove of Prop 

13’s current methods of assessing homeowners’ 

property taxes while only 40% approve of those 

methods. However, a solid majority want to keep the 2/3 supermajority requirement for passing local tax 

measures.  

 Commercial Property: Table 1 shows that nearly 75% said they would support an initiative that insured 

that commercial property is reassessed after a sale, while less than 16% said they would oppose this. There 

was also strong support for a “split roll” system (Table 2). This would keep the existing rules for 

                                                           
1
 DiCamillo, Mark and Mervin Field. 2008.  Thirty Years after Its Passage, Prop. 13 Remains Highly Popular with Voters.” June 6,  

#2274. San Francisco: The Field Corporation. 

1. Would you support or oppose an initiative that insures 
that commercial property gets reassessed when 
ownership is transferred? 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Somewhat support 226 44.1 

Strongly support 157 30.7 

Somewhat opposed 60 11.8 

Strongly opposed 24 4.7 

DK/Refused 45 8.7 

Total 511 100.0 
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homeowners, but tax commercial and business property at its current market value. Almost 64 percent 

supported moving to a split roll while only 23% opposed this. Note that over 1 in 8 answered “don’t know” or 

refused to answer the split roll question. This 

suggests that many people were not familiar with 

commercial property taxes and were reluctant to 

take a position of changing them.  

 

Table 3 reports on a knowledge question that 

asked if the Prop 13 methods of assessing 

residential property applied to commercial 

property or not. This question was asked prior to 

asking about particular reforms. To limit guessing, we included “not sure” as a choice in the interview script. 

Almost 48% answered not sure and only 25% answered correctly. The low level of knowledge about this 

issue indicates that there is an opportunity to educate many voters on this issue. (In a Field Poll conducted 

at about the same time, only 42% correctly answered a similar question that did not explicitly include a “not 

sure” choice.)  

 
Expecting that many respondents may not be 

familiar with the issues and arguments around the 

commercial property tax reform, we exposed them 

to arguments for and against reforms before asking 

the questions reported in Tables 1 and 2. Table 4 

reports their reactions to the arguments for and 

against reform. It appears that calling for “fixing 

loopholes” resonated most with respondents, as 

did labeling the current practice of avoiding 

reassessments as “unfair to homeowners”. However, a substantial minority (33%) of respondents agreed 

with a ‘camel nose in the tent’ argument that the issue was being raised by people who want to get rid of 

Prop 13 altogether, and many (36%) also agreed that reforming these rules would harm businesses. Just 

over half agreed that the current practices are unfair to many new businesses. 

 

 

2. Would you oppose or support an initiative that taxes 
commercial property at its current market value? 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Somewhat support 204 39.9 

Strongly support 121 23.8 

Somewhat opposed 76 14.9 

Strongly opposed 41 8.1 

Dk/Refused 68 13.4 

Total 511 100.0 

3. We just explained that Proposition 13 applies to 

homeowners. Based on what you have heard, 
does Prop. 13 also apply to commercial or 
business property owners? Yes, no, or not sure. 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Yes 128 25.0 

No 115 22.4 

Not sure 244 47.8 

Refused/DK 24 4.7 

Total 511 100.0 



3 
 

 

 

4. Here are some things people have been saying about this situation of commercial property sales being structured to 
keep the property from being assessed at current market value. 

  
Disagree 

 
Agree 

Neither 
agree/ 

disagree 

DK/ 
Refused 

a. We should fix the loopholes so all commercial property 
owners pay their fair share. 

14.2% 73.6% 7.9% 4.3% 

b. The people raising this issue are just trying to get rid of Prop 13. 
 

34.7 32.5 21.1 11.8 

c. We should not change this because it will raise taxes on 
businesses and cause them to fail or leave the state. 

44.8 36.4 13.0 5.8 

d. This is unfair to homeowners because some commercial 
property owners are not paying their fair share. 

22.0 63.8 7.1 7.1 

e. This is unfair to new businesses whose competitors pay much 
lower taxes. 

27.4 50.9 13.7 8.1 

     

 

Table 5 looks at political and demographic factors that might influence support for reforming the current 

methods of assessing commercial property. Strong support for reforming the assessment of commercial 

property was found across demographic groups and most political identifications. And there were minimal 

differences in support by gender, age, race, country of birth, and homeowner status. There were modest 

education differences, with more educated respondents more likely to support reform. Democrats were 

somewhat more supportive of reforms to commercial assessments, but even 64% of strong Republicans 

supported that reform.  

 

Democrats and Republicans were more divided over a “split roll” reform that would systematically assess 

commercial property at market value. Almost 75% of strong Democrats and 71% of other Democrats 

supported this reform while 42.2% of strong Republicans and 56% of other Republicans did. The lowest 

levels of support were found among the 45 respondents who identified as “very conservative” - less than 1/3 

of them supported the split roll and less than ½ of very conservatives supported ensuring reassessment 

after sale. Less than ½ of strong Tea Party supporters supported either of the reforms, yet in both instances 

a plurality of this group supports the reforms. Self-employed respondents (n=60) stood out as having the 

greatest difference of opinion on the two reforms. They strongly supported ensuring reassessment (82%), 

while only 57% supported the split roll reform. 
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5. Support for reforms to commercial property assessment by selected social characteristics 

  Ensure reassessment 
after sale 

Always assessed at 
market value 

 N= Support Oppose Support Oppose 

All respondents 511 74.8% 16.5% 63.6% 23.0% 

Female 272 72.8 16.5 59.6 21.3 
   Male 239 77.0 16.7 68.2 24.7 

White 278 74.5 17.6 63.3 25.2 
   Latino 105 74.3 20.0 62.9 23.8 
   Asian 44 68.2 11.4 65.9 18.2 
   Black 30 74.2 16.1 73.3 13.3 

Age 18-39 179 72.5 19.1 65.4 18.4 
   40-64 225 78.5 13.8 60.9 27.1 
   65+ 105 69.9 17.5 64.8 22.9 

Strong Democrat 75 85.5 9.2 74.7 14.7 
   Democrat 178 81.5 11.8 71.3 18.5 
   Strong Republican 45 64.4 22.2 42.2 42.2 
   Republican 136 68.6 24.1 55.9 29.4 
   Independent / No party 74 64.9 17.6 60.8 18.9 

Strongly supports Tea Party 53 47.2 35.8 42.3 38.5 

Very conservative 42 47.6 33.3 31.0 47.6 
   Conservative  115 73.0 22.6 56.9 30.2 
   Moderate 207 74.9 15.9 67.5 19.4 
   Liberal 97 85.6 6.2 77.1 13.5 
   Very Liberal 32 84.4 9.4 81.3 12.5 

Born in U.S. 412 75.9 14.8 63.1 23.1 
   Born in other country 95 70.8 25.0 66.3 23.2 

Homeowner 312 74.0 16.7 65.1 22.4 
   Renter 162 75.9 16.0 64.2 22.2 

Homeowner, in home 15+ years 156 76.1 17.4 63.5 26.3 

High school or less 112 68.8 23.2 57.1 32.1 
   Some college, technical degree 161 73.9 16.1 60.6 23.8 
   College degree or higher 232 78.0 14.2 69.4 18.5 

Government 112 73.2 17.0 62.5 21.4 
   Private employer, over 50 employees 149 77.9 12.8 71.1 18.1 
   Private employer, under 50 employees 95 71.9 19.8 63.2 30.5 
   Self-employed 60 81.7 16.7 56.7 31.7 
   Non-profit 33 70.6 20.6 72.7 15.2 

Evangelical and/or born again 120 69.2 20.8 54.2 26.7 
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Residential Property: Regarding the assessment of residential property we did not ask respondents about 

a particular reform. Instead we summarized Prop 13’s method of assessing residential property and the 

main inequity it causes, and then asked if they 

approved or disapproved of this method of 

assessment (see Table 6). Nearly ½ 

disapproved of the current method of assessing 

homes, while just under 40% approved of it. 

This difference is statistically significant at a 

95% confidence level. However, support for a 

particular reform of this provision might be 

lower than rates of disapproval of the current 

method, and the disapproval rate might drop if 

we presented arguments for the current 

assessment rules, such as protecting fixed-

income homeowners from rapid increases in 

property taxes. 

 

Support for Prop 13’s method of assessing residential property values is considerably more divided by age, 

race, and social class than views on commercial reform. Respondents who were age 18-39, Latinos, Blacks, 

lower income, born outside the U.S., or who have less formal education were most opposed to the current 

methods of assessment. The strength of opposition is particularly striking among younger and Latino voters. 

Seventy-one percent of Latinos and 62% of younger voters opposed Prop 13 protections for homeowners. 

This may be because they are not benefitting from the homeowner protections (the value of their homes 

may not be increasing as rapidly as in high income neighborhoods), or they may be paying or expecting to 

pay higher taxes as recent or future purchasers of a home. Respondents who were age 30-39 (n=80), the 

prime first-home buying age, were by far the most opposed to the current rules for assessing homes, with 

79% disapproving and only 16% approving.  

 

 

6. In 1978, voters passed Prop 13 which restricts property tax 
increases to 2% per year. When a property is sold, however, it is 
reassessed based on the sales price. The new owner often has 
to pay a much higher property tax than neighbors with homes of 
similar value that were purchased awhile ago. Do you approve or 
disapprove of this method of property tax assessment? 

 Frequency Percent 

 
Approve 202 39.5 

Neither approve nor 
disapprove (volunteered) 

32 6.3 

Disapprove 255 49.9 

DK/Refused 22 4.3 

Total 511 100.0 
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Support for the current methods of home assessment is strongest among respondents age 65 and over, 

homeowners who have lived in their house for 15 years or more, those who are retired, and those with 

household incomes over $100,000. The strength of working and lower middle class opposition to the 

residential property provisions of Prop 13 is also illustrated by the patterns in level of education. Those with 

some education beyond high school, but not a college degree are most opposed (57% disapprove, 33% 

approve), while those with a college degree are most supportive (45% disapprove, 44% approve).  

 

Politically, the divisions mostly lined up as expected, but political differences were not as strong as the class, 

race, and age differences, and there were intriguing exceptions. The relatively small number of strong 

Republicans and those who identify as ‘very conservative’ were strong supporters of the current rules on 

assessing residential property, but a plurality of other Republicans disapproved of the rules and the higher 

rates of approval among other conservatives was modest. It is noteworthy that those who identified as 

“moderates” in terms of political ideology were most opposed to Prop 13’s residential property provisions. 

This suggests that those least integrated into the dominant political divisions are most opposed to this 

provision, which is consistent with (and reflects) the strong opposition among Latinos and younger adults. 

Finally, government employees were more supportive of the current rules for residential property than 

employees of private businesses; a reversal of the pattern found shortly after Prop 13 was passed. 
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7. Support for current rules for assessing residential property and the 2/3 supermajority rules for passing 
local tax measures  

  Current rules for 
assessing residential 

property 

 
Preferred voter threshold for passing 

local tax measures 

 N= Approve Disapprove 2/3 55% All 55% Some 

All respondents 511 39.5 49.9 54.4 19.7 21.1 

Female 271 36.5 52.4 53.3 18.8 22.1 
   Male 240 42.9 47.1 55.4 20.8 20.0 

White 278 48.2 40.3 62.2 18.0 14.4 
   Latino 105 22.9 70.5 41.0 28.6 27.6 
   Asian 45 33.3 51.1 52.3 6.8 38.6 
   Black 31 25.8 64.5 35.5 12.9 45.2 

Age 18-39 179 25.8 62.4 49.2 19.0 26.8 
   40-64 225 41.8 48.0 55.4 20.1 18.3 
   65+ 105 57.7 33.7 63.5 20.1 14.4 

Strong Democrat 75 30.3 56.6 30.3 35.5 27.6 
   Democrat 178 36.9 53.6 39.9 27.0 29.8 
   Strong Republican 45 60.0 33.3 86.7 6.7 2.2 
   Republican 136 43.1 49.6 72.3 8.8 15.3 
   Independent / No party 74 36.0 44.0 62.2 13.5 16.2 

Strongly supports Tea Party 53 50.9 32.1 77.4 5.7 13.2 

Very conservative 42 64.3 28.6 81.0 4.8 2.4 
   Conservative  115 48.3 43.1 70.7 8.6 20.7 
   Moderate 207 32.0 57.3 51.4 20.7 23.1 
   Liberal 97 32.3 55.2 35.4 35.4 25.0 
   Very Liberal 32 46.9 40.6 34.4 31.3 21.9 

Born in U.S. 412 41.3 47.3 55.7 19.7 19.7 
   Born in other country 95 32.6 62.1 49.0 20.8 27.1 

Homeowner 312 46.5 45.8 62.4 19.6 14.8 
   Renter 162 29.6 56.8 44.4 18.1 33.1 

Homeowner, in home 15+ years 156 50.3 40.6 59.4 23.9 14.2 

High school or less 112 39.5 51.8 45.0 18.9 28.8 
   Some college, technical degree 161 32.9 57.1 52.2 23.6 20.5 
   College degree or higher 232 44.0 45.3 60.3 17.7 18.5 

Household income, $0 - 49,999 178 29.2 56.7 46.3 20.3 28.2 
   $50 – 99,999 126 37.3 52.4 62.4 17.6 16.0 
   $100,000 or more 115 57.4 37.4 58.8 20.2 17.5 

Government 112 47.3 38.4 60.4 18.9 18.9 
   Private employer, >50 employ. 149 35.8 52.7 52.3 18.8 22.1 
   Private employer, <50 employ. 95 32.6 50.9 54.7 24.2 20.0 
   Self-employed 60 49.2 45.9 59.3 15.3 18.6 
   Non-profit 33 30.3 57.6 54.5 21.2 21.2 

Retired 118 54.2 39.0 56.8 22.0 16.9 

Evangelical and/or born again 120 44.5 50.4 59.5 12.4 23.1 
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 Supermajority Rules for Passing Taxes: The third Prop 13 reform we asked about was support for 

lowering the supermajority rules for new local tax measures from a 2/3 to a 55% majority. Our initial question 

on this topic gave respondents 3 choices: 1. Keeping the current 2/3 majority; 2. Lowering the threshold to 

55% for all local tax measures; 3. Lowering the threshold to 55% for funding some services. Table 8 reports 

that a majority of respondents (54%) want to keep the 2/3 supermajority and that those who wish to change 

it were about evenly divided between lowering it for all tax measures and lowering it for only certain services. 

We then asked the 106 respondents wishing to lower the 2/3 threshold for only certain services if they would 

lower it to 55% for 8 different services ranging from K-12 schools, to roads and highways, to affordable 

housing (see questions 17-24 in appendix A). The mean number of services they wanted to lower the 

threshold for was 5.5 and the median was 6, with K-12 schools, public colleges and universities, and “homes 

for seniors, disabled, veterans, and lower income working families” garnering the most support. About 4/5 said they 

would lower the supermajority threshold for each of these 3 services.  

 

8. Currently, to pass a local tax measure 2/3 of voters need to approve it. Some think we should keep the 2/3 

requirement for all tax measures. Others think we should lower the requirement to 55% for all tax measures. Still 

others think we should lower the requirement to 55%, but only for certain public services such as the ones we 

just asked about. Do you think we should [READ ANSWER CHOICES]? 

 Frequency Percent 

    

Keep the 2/3 requirement for all tax measures 278 54.4 

Lower the requirement to 55% for ALL tax measures 101 19.7 

Lower the requirement to 55%, but only for taxes funding certain services 108 21.1 

DK/Refused 24 4.8 

Total 511 100.0 

 

Table 7 reports the percentages in different groups who would keep the 2/3 requirement, change it to 55% 

for some services, and change it to 55% for all services. As with the residential property provision there are 

significant age, race, and social class divisions over the supermajority rules, although they are generally not 

as strong. However, party identity and political ideology are more influential in explaining support for the 

supermajority rules. Older respondents, whites, homeowners, college educated, middle income, government 

employees, and evangelicals all support keeping the 2/3 supermajority at higher rates, but support among 

none of these groups goes above 65%. Conversely, support for the supermajority does not dip below 40% 

among any of the demographic groups, except for Blacks (which have a low sample size). Latinos come 

next closet with 41% supporting the supermajority rules. Support is considerably stronger among strong 
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Republicans (87%), other Republicans (72%), strong Tea Party supporters (77%), very conservatives (81%), 

and other conservatives (71%). Support among liberals and Democrats runs much lower, with only 30% of 

strong Democrats and 35% of liberals in support of keeping the 2/3 supermajority for passing local tax 

measures.  

 

Summary: Support for Reforming Prop 13: Table 9 summarizes the findings on the 3 types of reforms to 

Prop 13 asked about in the survey. Of course, the framing of the questions and respondents’ knowledge of 

the issues significantly shape responses. Much more work is needed comparing different question wordings 

and locations in the script, and learning more about how knowledge levels influence opinions on Prop 13. 

That said, we found clear patterns in terms of levels of support for different proposed reforms of Prop 13; 

differences in levels of support for reform among different social groups (social class, race, and age were 

most influential), with the less established and less economically and politically powerful groups most 

receptive to reform; and differences in levels of support for reform by political party and ideology.  

 

The strongest support for reforming Prop 13 is for fixing perceived loopholes in rules for assessing 

commercial property which allow some commercial property owners to avoid reassessment after sales. 

Strong majorities support both a split roll reform, that would at regular intervals reassess commercial 

property to market value, and a ‘loophole closing’ reform that would ensure that commercial property is 

reassessed to market value after a sale. The strongest support is for ensuring reassessment after a sale. 

Support for reforming commercial property assessments is divided somewhat by party and ideology, but a 

majority of Republicans and conservatives support both reforms. There are minimal differences across 

demographic groups for these reforms.  

 

9. Level of support for reforms to Prop 13, and demographic and political influences on support  

 Commercial Assessment Residential Assessment 2/3 supermajority 

Level of support Strong majority for Plurality for Majority against 

Class, race, age  Weak Moderate/Strong Moderate 

Political party/ideology  Weak/Moderate Weak/Moderate Strong 

 

A plurality of respondents also disapproves of the rules for reassessing residential property. Less powerful 

and less established race, class, and age groups are more likely to disapprove of the current rules, with age 
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and racial differences particularly pronounced. Political differences on this issue are found mostly at the 

extremes of the political parties and ideologies, with other Democrats only slightly less supportive than other 

Republicans (this latter difference is not statistically significant with 95% confidence).  

 

A majority of respondents are opposed to changing the 2/3 supermajority rules for passing local tax 

measures. We found moderate differences in support by race, education, income, and age with differences 

between least and most privileged/established groups between 15% and 21%. Political differences on this 

issue are much greater, with strong Democrats 56 percentage points lower than strong Republicans in their 

support for keeping the 2/3 threshold. Support among other Democrats is 32 percentage points lower than 

among other Republicans.     
 

 “Don’t Change Prop 13”: After asking about the different proposed reforms we asked respondents to react 

to the statement “Prop 13 should not be changed at all”. Respondents were evenly divided between those 

who agreed and those who disagreed with the 

statement, with fully 18% responding “neither” or 

“don’t know” or not answering. With 41% agreeing 

with the statement, this means that some agreed with 

leaving Prop 13 alone even though they supported at 

least one reform to 13. This may illustrate the 

symbolic appeal of Prop 13 as representing a brake 

on tax increases among people who support changes 

to some of its provisions.  

 

Our finding, that registered voters in California are about evenly divided between those who agree and those 

who disagree that Prop 13 should not be changed, differs substantially from previous polling done by The 

California Field Poll on general views on Prop 13. In recent times, The Field Poll’s primary approach to 

measuring general views on Prop 13 has been to ask voters how they would vote if Prop 13 were on the 

ballot today. As noted above, in 2008 they found that 57% said they would vote for it and only 23% would 

vote against it. From this question it appeared that support for keeping Prop 13 was overwhelming, a 

conclusion that supported the view of Prop 13 being a third rail of California politics or “support is just as 

strong today” as when it was passed.  

 

10. Prop 13 should not be changed at all 

 Frequency Percent  

 

Strongly Agree 73 14.4  

Agree 134 26.3  

Neither Agree nor Disagree 62 12.2  

Disagree 158 31.0  

Strongly Disagree 54 10.6  

DK/Refused 30 5.8  

Total 511 100.0  
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What might be causing the dramatic differences in the 2008 and our 2014 finding? Large age gaps, with 

younger voters much less supportive of Prop 13, suggest that cohort replacement may be a factor. Greater 

awareness and sensitivity to income inequality after the great recession and the Occupy movement might 

also play a role. How the questions were framed probably also makes a difference. Our question shifts the 

frame to one that we believe fits the current situation better than the Field question. The Field question 

frame “would you vote for it again?” creates an imaginary hypothetical, whereas “Don’t change 13” fits the 

real question on the agenda of whether to reform 13 or not; very few political players in California, if any, are 

proposing to completely overturn Prop 13.  

 

Thanks to the generosity of the Field Corporation, our lead researcher was able to add a different question 

on a March 2014 Field Poll that had a general “Reform 13?” frame. Results from this question (Table 11) 

show that a moderately strong 

plurality (49% to 34%) support 

making changes to Prop 13. This 

is more in line with our CSU East 

Bay survey finding than the earlier 

Field questions and adds support 

to the view that, even at the level 

of general reactions to Prop 13, 

which may tap into Prop 13’s 

symbolic value the most, 

Californians are open to reform. It 

may be time to stop talking about 

Prop 13 as the third rail or that politically possible changes are only “tinkering around the edges”. 

 

Table 12 reports differences in agreement with not changing Prop 13 by demographic and political groups. 

In addition to reporting percentages for each group of those who strongly agree, agree, disagree, and 

strongly disagree, the far right column reports the percentage who agree (strongly agree and agree) minus 

the percentage who disagree (strongly disagree and disagree). So it tells us the net difference between 

                                                           
2 DiCamillo, Mark and Mervin Field. 2014.  “Examining California Voter Views about Taxes, Government Spending and 

Proposition 13.” April 17, #2469. San Francisco: The Field Corporation.  

11. Some people say that we should not change Proposition 13 
because they feel it keeps property taxes and government 
spending under control. Others want to change parts of 
Proposition 13 because they feel it has loopholes, causes 
legislative gridlock and places an unfair tax burden on some 
taxpayers. Who do you agree with more – those who do not want 
to change Prop. 13 or those who want to change parts of Prop. 
13?2 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Don't change Prop. 13 341 34.1 

Change parts of Prop. 13 490 49.0 

Don't know 169 16.9 

Total 1000 100.0 
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agrees and disagrees, with high positive numbers meaning that many more respondents in that group did 

not want to change Prop 13, and high negative numbers mean that many more respondents in that group 

did want to make changes in Prop 13. In terms of class, race, and age we see that racial differences are 

moderate with Whites scoring +7% (more agree that Prop 13 should not be changed) and Latinos, Asians, 

and Blacks scoring -12, -11, and -19% respectively (more think 13 should be changed). Income gaps are 

very small and education gaps are moderately sized with those with at least a college degree scoring -11% 

and those with less than a high school degree scoring +13%. Thus, college educated respondents are most 

supportive of changing Prop 13. The age differences are much greater with the 18-39 group scoring -22%, 

and the age 65 and over group scoring +29%. This reinforces our earlier findings that younger voters 

strongly support reforming parts of Prop 13 and suggests that cohort replacement may be an important 

factor in the changing views on reforms to Prop 13 that should be investigated more closely. There are also 

fairly strong differences between long time homeowners (+22%) and renters (-14%). 

 

The strongest differences over general support for Prop 13 are by political party and ideology. Strong 

Republicans and other Republicans scored +42% and +17% respectively while strong Democrats and other 

Democrats score -17% and -25% respectively. Strong Democrats’ lesser support for changing Prop 13 

compared to other Democrats is a curious finding. Might it reflect a fear among the most established 

Democrats that messing with Prop 13 will not be good for the Democratic Party? We see a similar finding 

among the small number (n=33) who identify as “very liberal”, who scored +3% while “liberals” (n=96) scored 

a whopping -42%. Very conservatives, other conservatives, and strong Tea Party supporters scored +43, 

+28, and +37% respectively. 
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12. Reactions to “Prop 13 should not be changed at all” 
 

  
N= 

Strongly 
agree 

 
Agree 

 
Disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

Agree minus 
Disagree 

All respondents 511 14.4% 26.3% 31.0% 10.6% -0.9% 

Female 271 12.5 24.4 31.4 8.9 -3.4 
   Male 239 16.3 28.9 30.5 12.6 +2.1 

White 278 19.1 28.1 28.1 12.2 +6.9 
   Latino 105 6.7 25.7 36.2 8.6 -12.4 
   Asian 44 6.8 22.7 36.4 4.5 -11.4 
   Black 31 6.5 22.6 38.7 9.7 -19.3 

Age 18-39 178 7.9 19.7 39.3 10.7 -22.4 
   40-64 223 11.7 30.0 27.8 12.6 +1.3 
   65+ 103 32.0 29.1 25.2 6.8 +29.1 

Strong Democrat 75 8.0 25.3 25.3 24.0 -16.0 
   Democrat 178 6.2 20.2 37.6 13.5 -24.7 
   Strong Republican 45 37.8 28.9 22.2 2.2 +42.3 
   Republican 137 21.2 31.4 29.9 4.4 +17.3 
   Independent / No party 74 13.5 31.1 28.4 6.8 +9.4 

Strongly supports Tea Party 52 38.5 25.0 23.1 3.8 +36.6 

Very conservative 42 40.5 26.2 19.0 4.8 +42.9 
   Conservative  115 26.1 30.4 27.0 1.7 +27.8 
   Moderate 205 7.8 30.2 36.6 8.3 -6.9 
   Liberal 96 4.2 13.5 33.3 26.0 -41.6 
   Very Liberal 33 15.2 27.3 21.2 18.2 +3.1 

Born in U.S. 411 14.8 26.0 31.4 11.2 -1.8 
   Born in other country 96 13.5 29.2 29.2 7.3 +6.2 

Homeowner 310 19.7 27.4 27.4 10.6 +9.1 
   Renter 161 6.2 26.7 36.6 10.6 -14.3 

Homeowner, in home 15+ years 154 26.6 29.9 20.8 13.6 +22.1 

High school or less 112 17.0 28.6 27.7 4.5 +13.1 
   Some college, technical degree 161 17.4 25.5 29.2 11.2 +2.5 
   College degree or higher 233 10.7 26.2 33.9 13.7 -10.7 

Household income, $0 - 49,999 177 10.7 27.1 36.2 6.2 -4.6 
   $50 – 99,999 125 10.4 32.0 24.8 15.2 +2.4 
   $100,000 or more 116 22.4 20.7 34.5 12.1 -3.5 

Government 111 15.3 27.0 28.8 13.5 0.0 
   Private employer, >50 emply. 148 12.2 26.4 37.2 7.4 -6.0 
   Private employer, <50 emply. 96 11.5 25.0 22.9 30.2 -6.6 
   Self-employed 59 27.1 25.4 27.1 8.5 +16.9 
   Non-profit 34 11.8 35.3 32.4 17.6 -2.9 

Retired 117 23.9 32.5 24.9 9.4 +22.1 

Evangelical and/or born again 119 21.8 33.6 26.9 7.6 +20.9 
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II. Beliefs about Size and Role of Government Influence Views on Reforming 
Proposition 13 

We wanted to know how beliefs about taxes and government spending influence views on reforming Prop 

13. So we asked respondents 4 types of questions: 1. Their reactions to some typical complaints about 

government use of taxes; 2. What level of government services they were willing to pay for?; 3. Their 

reactions to statements that taxes should be used to redistribute wealth and equalize opportunity in society; 

4. Their sense that California is facing a crisis because of either insufficient funding for needed services or 

because of excessive taxation. In this section we will look at each of these types of questions in order.  

 

Tables 13 -15 report responses to the 3 questions asking respondents their views on some frequent 

complaints about how government uses taxes. These complaints are most forcefully expressed by 

conservative Republicans, but, as we will see, many Democrats also agree with them. Table 13 reports 

reactions to a statement that too much of their taxes go to programs supporting people who lack a work 

ethic. It taps into an emphasis on personal responsibility and conservative concerns about the “nanny state” 

(e.g. Romney’s 47%), but also more widespread beliefs that some government programs foster 

dependency. A solid majority (56%) of California voters agree with this statement while only 32% disagree.  

 

Almost 5/6 (83%) of strong Republicans agreed with this statement, as did 77% of other Republicans and 

60% of the independents. A majority of strong Democrats (53%) disagreed with the ‘taxes support laziness’ 

statement, but among other Democrats a plurality agrees with the statement (47% agree, 40% disagree). 

Interestingly, racial differences in agreement with this statement were minimal.  And among other 

Democrats, Latinos had much higher rates of agreement (66%; n = 55) than Whites (31%; n = 74); this 

finding should be explored further in future studies. We suspect that, on average, Latinos are less likely than 

Whites to tie this belief to beliefs in small government and low taxes.  

13. Too much of the taxes I pay go to people 
who don't want to work 

 Frequency  Percent  

Strongly disagree 32 6.3 

Disagree 130 25.4 

Neither/DK/Refused 61 11.8 

Agree 190 37.1 

Strongly agree 99 19.4 

Total 511 100.0 

14. Too much of my taxes go to overpaid 
public employees 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly disagree 25 4.9 

Disagree 96 18.8 

Neither/DK/Refused 78 15.2 

Agree 173 33.9 

Strongly agree 138 27.0 

Total 511 100.0 



15 
 

 
 

More respondents agreed (61%) that too much of their taxes go to overpaid public employees (Table 14). 

The strength of support for this statement may be related to recent attention, raised primarily by Republican 

leaders, on “excessive” public employee pensions. However, party differences were only moderately strong, 

with majorities of strong and other Democrats agreeing with 

this statement (51% and 55% respectively), compared to 

73% of strong Republicans and 71% of other Republicans. 

 

There was even greater agreement for the statement that 

collecting more taxes leads to bigger government, but not 

better services (Table 15), with 71% agreeing and only 21% 

disagreeing. Again, a majority Democrats agreed with this 

statement and Republican agreement was very strong. 

Ninety-six percent of strong Republicans and 84% of other Republicans agreed that higher taxes do not lead 

to better government services.   

 

 

 
 

15. The more taxes they collect, government 
just gets bigger and bigger without 
providing better services. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly disagree 18 3.5 

Disagree 91 17.9 

Neither/DK/Refused 37 7.3 

Agree 208 40.6 

Strongly agree 157 30.7 

Total 511 100.0 

16. How much does agreement with complaints about taxes and government influence support for 
Proposition 13 reforms? 

 
 
 
 

Too much taxes go to 
people who don’t 

want to work 

Increasing taxes 
does not improve 

services 

Taxes go to over-
paid public 
employees 

Pro-reform position Agree Disagree Agree Disagree Agree Disagree 

Ensure commercial property 
assessed at sale 

71.5% 82.1% 71.4% 87.2% 72.0% 82.0% 

Assess commercial property at 
market value (split roll) 

59.5 71.6 58.6 77.3 61.5 66.9 

Disapproves of residential 
assessment method 

53.8 48.5 52.3 37.6 51.6 45.5 

55% to pass taxes for some or all 
local services  

31.3 56.2 36.7 50.5 37.3 52.5 

Disagrees with “Don’t change 
Proposition 13” 

31.5 59.9 34.2 68.2 37.5 55.7 
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Table 16 shows how the different complaints about taxes are associated with views on reforming Prop 13. 

For ease of interpretation, we have aligned each position on Prop 13 as the pro-reform position. Disagreeing 

with each of the 3 complaints is weakly to moderately (positively) associated with support for the reforms to 

commercial property assessments. The strongest relationship here is that those who agree that increasing 

taxes does not improve services are 19% less likely than those who disagree to support a split roll reform.  

 

Interestingly, the only significant association between the complaints about taxes and views on Prop 13’s 

method of residential assessment is that those who agreed that more taxes do not improve services were 

somewhat more disapproving of the current assessment methods. This fits with earlier findings that 

opponents of this aspect of Prop 13 are not aligned with the established political divisions. 

 

Supports for lowering the threshold to 55% and general willingness to reform Prop 13 were the Prop 13 

reform questions most strongly associated with the complaints about taxes. Support for a 55% threshold 

was strongly associated with disagreeing with the statement that too much of their taxes go to lazy people, 

and moderately associated with the other 2 complaints. General support for reforming Prop 13 was strongly 

associated with rejecting both ‘taxes support lazy people’ and ‘more taxes do not improve services’, and 

moderately associated with 

disagreeing that taxes go to overpaid 

public employees. Particularly striking 

is that rates of general support for 

reforming Prop 13 among those who 

disagree with ‘taxes go to lazy people’ 

and ‘more taxes do not improve 

services’ are almost double the rates 

of support for reform among people 

who agree with these statements.  

 

Table 17 shows results from our adaptation of a standard question that asks respondents to choose what 

size government they are willing to pay for. Typically, respondents are asked to choose between more taxes 

for more government services or less taxes for fewer services. We added the dimension of quality of 

services. We also instructed interviewers to offer “neither” as a choice, but only after respondents said they 

17. Which of the following statements do you agree with more?  
1. I’d rather pay higher taxes and have more or higher quality 
services. OR 2. I’d rather pay less tax and have fewer or lower 
quality services. 

 Frequency Percent 

Higher taxes, more/higher quality services 242 47.4 

Less tax, fewer/lower quality services 108 21.2 

Neither [Volunteered] 149 29.2 

DK/Refused 11 2.2 

Total 511 100.0 
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didn’t like either choice. As you can see 29% ended up choosing “neither”. We did not systematically record 

reasons why they chose neither, but when debriefing interviewers they reported that most said something 

like, “We should be able to get more services without paying more taxes.” Based on this and results below, 

we believe that most of the ‘neithers’ fit better in the less tax, less services group, and may actually 

represent a more conservative segment of that group which refuses the standard choices because they 

believe there is so much government waste and incompetence or so many overpaid government employees 

that we should be able to get better and more services with lower taxes. 

. 

Table 18 reports the associations between respondents’ views on the size of government and support for 

reforming Prop 13. The far right column in Table 18 combines the previous two columns which include those 

who want lower taxes and fewer or lower quality services and those who chose neither. Focusing on 

comparing the ‘higher taxes’ and ‘combined’ columns, we see a familiar pattern of: 1. Modest to moderate 

differences on support for the commercial property reforms, with those in favor of higher taxes/more services 

being more supportive of reform, but also solid majorities supporting reform among the lower taxes, fewer 

services group.; 2. No significant differences between the higher and lower taxes/services groups on their 

levels of disapproval of the current method of assessing residential property; 3. Moderate to strong 

associations between support for higher taxes/more services and both lowering the thresholds to 55% and 

general support for reforming Prop 13.  

 

18. How much does position on amount of taxes/services influence support for Proposition 13 reforms? 

Pro-reform position 

Higher taxes, 
more/higher 

quality services 

Lower taxes, 
fewer/lower 

quality services Neither 

Combine 
‘Lower taxes’ 
and ‘Neither’ 

Ensure commercial property 
assessed at sale 

79.8% 65.7% 74.7% 70.9 

Assess commercial property at 
market value  

71.2 55.6 57.0 56.4 

Disapproves of residential 
assessment method 

51.2 52.8 47.0 49.4 

55% to pass taxes for some or all 
local services  

52.3 36.1 26.0 30.2 

Disagrees with “Don’t change 
Proposition 13” 

52.9 35.2 29.1 31.6 
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Tables 19 and 20 report responses to 2 questions on the redistributive role of taxes. Table 19 shows that 

California registered voters strongly supported the egalitarian ideal of some of their taxes going to ensure 

equal opportunities to a good life for 

everyone. Sixty-three percent agreed with 

this egalitarian value while only 20% 

disagreed with it. There were no significant 

differences by education level in this belief, 

and modest differences by income and age, 

with younger and lower income respondents 

agreeing with the equal opportunity role of 

taxes. Sixty-eight percent of those age 18-39 

and 53% of those age 65 agreed with spending taxes to create opportunities for all. Seventy-one percent of 

lower income and 56% of higher income respondents agreed with using taxes to foster equal opportunity. 

Racial differences are greater, with 52% of whites, 73% of Asian Americans, and 84% of Latinos agreeing 

with using taxes to foster equal opportunity. Division 

by party was even greater, with 79% of Democrats 

and only 45% of Republicans agreeing with this 

statement. 

 

Table 20 shows that over half (55%) agreed that 

wealthy Californians should pay more state taxes, 

while only 37% disagree with this. Less educated, 

lower income, younger, Asian, and Latino voters were most likely to agree with this redistributive view. 

Again, the differences are modest for age and income, but interestingly the lowest level of support 

educationally was among the middle educated, who have some college or a post-high school degree, but 

not a 4-year college degree. Racial differences were, again, somewhat stronger, with 47% of whites, 68% of 

Latinos, and 73% of Asian Americans agreeing that the wealthy should pay more taxes. And party 

differences were the strongest source of division on this belief, with 83% of Democrats, but only 27% of 

Republicans agreeing that the wealthy should pay more taxes. 

 

 

19. Part of our taxes should go to making sure that every-
one has an equal opportunity to have a good life. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly Disagree 29 5.6 

Disagree 72 14.1 

Neither/DK/Refused 88 17.1 

Agree 214 41.9 

Strongly Agree 109 21.3 

Total 511 100.0 

20. Wealthy Californians should pay more state taxes. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly Disagree 44 8.5 

Disagree 145 28.4 

Neither/DK/Refused 42 8.2 

Agree 161 31.5 

Strongly Agree 119 23.4 

Total 511 100.0 
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Table 21 reports the associations between support for the redistributive role of taxes and support for Prop 13 

reforms. Support for the redistributive role of taxes was strongly associated with lowering the threshold for 

passing local tax increases and agreement with a general belief that Prop 13 should be reformed. Those 

who agreed with the equal opportunity role of taxation were twice as likely as those who disagreed to 

support lowering the threshold and almost 3 times more likely to agree that Prop 13 should be reformed. 

These stark differences are largely due to the small minority who disagree with the equal opportunity role 

having much lower support for the reforms. Redistributive views are moderately associated with support for 

both commercial property reforms and there is only a weak association between agreeing that the wealthy 

should pay more taxes and disapproval of the current methods of assessment.  

 Finally, we also wanted to capture respondents’ 

perceptions that Californians are facing a crisis because 

we are not spending enough on needed services or 

because taxes are too high. We expected that a greater 

sense of crisis from failing to fund needed services would 

be associated with greater support for reforming Prop 13, 

and conversely a greater sense that our high taxes are at 

crisis levels would be associated with holding the line 

against changes to Prop 13.  

21. How much does support for the redistributive role of government influence support for Proposition 13 
reforms? 

 
 
 
 

Part of our taxes should go to making 
sure that everyone has an equal 
opportunity to have a good life. 

Wealthy Californians should 
pay more state taxes. 

Pro-reform position Agree Disagree Agree Disagree 

Ensure commercial property 
assessed at sale 

80.2% 60.0% 81.4% 65.8% 

Assess commercial property at 
market value  

70.1 47.5 71.8 53.4 

Disapproves of residential 
assessment method 

55.4 52.5 55.0 43.9 

55% to pass taxes for some or all 
local services  

51.4 17.8 52.5 25.5 

Disagrees with “Don’t change 
Proposition 13” 

48.6 24.0 50.9 31.2 

22. The quality of life in California is declining 
because we are not funding the services 
needed to build a strong future. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly Agree 110 21.6 

Agree 208 40.7 

Neither/DK/Refused 50 9.7 

Disagree 104 20.4 

Strongly Disagree 39 7.7 

Total 511 100.0 
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Tables 22 and 23 show that strong majorities agreed that the quality of life in California is declining because 

we are not funding the services needed to build a strong future and because we are not funding education 

adequately. Almost exactly 2/3 agreed that California is in 

decline because we are not funding education enough, 

while only 27% disagreed with this. Yet, nearly half (47%) 

agree with a seemingly opposing view that the quality of life 

in California is declining because state taxes are too high.  

 

Agreement with both the ‘decline from not funding 

important services’ and the ‘decline from not funding 

education adequately’ statements was higher among 

Democrats, lower and middle income respondents, Latinos, 

Asian Americans, and younger voters. Differences were 

greatest between political party identifications, with 84% of Democrats and 45% of Republicans agreeing 

that California is declining because education is underfunded.  

 

Party identification also most divides reactions to the statement about the quality of life declining because of 

high taxes, with 59% of Republican and 33% of Democrats agreeing with that statement. Middle aged voters 

(age 40–64), those with a high school degree or less, 

Latinos, and lower and middle income respondents were 

more likely to agree that high taxes were causing a decline 

in the quality of life in California. The support among 

Latinos and less educated voters likely reflects their own 

tight economic circumstance. For example, 61% of Latinos 

and 43% of Whites agreed that high taxes are causing 

decline in California. We also asked respondents to react to 

the statement “I don't have enough money to live on because 

my taxes are so high” and 50% of Latinos agreed with this 

statement, while only 20% of Whites agreed. Controlling for agreement with this ‘high taxes – not enough money to 

live on’ statement, the racial differences in agreement with the ‘high taxes are causing decline in California’ statement 

largely evaporate. For instance, of the Latinos and Whites who agreed that their taxes left them without enough 

23. The quality of life in California is declining 
because we are not funding education 
adequately. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly Agree 156 30.6 

Agree 184 36.0 

Neither/DK/Refused 32 6.2 

Disagree 102 20.0 

Strongly Disagree 37 7.3 

Total 511 100.0 

24. The quality of life in California is declining 
because state taxes are too high. 

 Frequency Percent 

Strongly Agree 96 18.7 

Agree 146 28.5 

Neither/DK/Refused 57 11.1 

Disagree 184 36.0 

Strongly Disagree 29 5.7 

Total 511 100.0 
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money to live on, 78% and 75% respectively agreed that high taxes were causing the quality of life to decline in 

California.  Overall, if we look only at those who do not agree that taxes are so high they do not have enough money 

to live on, only 34% agree that excessive taxes are causing a decline in California’s quality of life. Among this group (n 

= 322) party differences are much greater, with 61% of Republicans and only 16% of Democrats agreeing that 

excessive taxes are causing quality of life to decline in California. 

 

From the questions we asked it appears that there is more of a sense of crisis around not funding services 

adequately, than around a belief that taxes are too high. This fits our larger finding of receptiveness to reforming Prop 

13.  Table 25 looks at the associations between the ‘crisis in California’ questions and support for various reforms. 

Regarding the commercial property reforms, most of the associations are modest, with the strongest correlation 

between agreeing that underfunding education is contributing to decline and support for assessing commercial 

property at market value.  Concern about underfunding education also has the strongest association with disapproval 

of the current method of assessing residential property. Interestingly, attributing decline to excessive taxes is positively 

associated with disapproval of the current method of home assessment. Closer analysis showed that this relationship 

is the result of the high rates of people who agreed their tax burden does not leave them enough money to live on that 

also agreed that the quality of life is declining because state taxes are too high. This echoes the strong associations 

between lower age, lower social class, and racial minority positions and disapproval with the current method of 

assessing homes.  

25. How much do concerns about sources of declining quality of life influence support for Proposition 13 
reforms? 

                                        The quality of life in California is declining because... 

 not funding resources 
needed for strong future 

not funding education 
adequately 

 
state taxes are too high 

Pro-reform position Agree Disagree Agree Disagree Agree Disagree 

Ensure commercial property 
assessed at sale 

78.0 66.7 77.6 65.5 68.0 74.7 

Assess commercial property 
at market value  

68.9 51.4 70.4 49.3 58.1 72.0 

Disapproves of residential 
assessment method 

54.7 37.8 55.9 34.8 55.8 45.1 

55% to pass taxes for some 
or all local services  

50.8 18.2 50.4 19.6 37.6 45.1 

Disagrees with “Don’t change 
Proposition 13” 

48.4 29.6 49.5 31.7 31.0 54.5 
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Agreement with the two ‘decline due to underfunding services/education’ questions are strongly associated with 

support for lowering the supermajority to 55% and moderately associated with general support for reforming Prop13. 

Those who agree with these two crisis questions are 2.5 times more likely than those who disagree, to support 

lowering the threshold. This is due primarily to the very low support for lowering the threshold and reforming 13 among 

those who disagree that the state is declining due to underfunding important services. Finally, there are moderately 

strong relationships between agreement with the ‘crisis due to underfunding’ statements and general support for 

reforming Prop 13, and those who disagree that California’s quality of life is declining because taxes are too high are 

much more likely to support reforming Prop 13. 

 

In summary, solid to strong majorities of Californians support several complaints about taxes: that they fund too many 

programs for people who do not want to work, they support overpaid government employees, and that tax increases 

do not lead to better services (inefficiency, corruption).  Strong majorities also agree with redistributive statements that 

the wealthy should pay more taxes and that taxes should be spent on creating more equal opportunity, and strong 

majorities agree that the quality of life in California is declining because we are not funding education and important 

services adequately. A plurality agrees that the quality of life in California is declining because taxes are too high. We 

also found that California registered voters are about equally divided between those who want higher taxes and 

more/higher quality services and those who want lower taxes and fewer services or who refuse the choice.  

 

The complaints about taxes going to overpaid public employees and taxes not going to improving services are only 

modestly associated with the particular reforms to Prop 13, but agreement that more taxes do not lead to more 

services is strongly associated with agreement that Prop 13 should be left unchanged. The view that too much of 

taxes go to lazy people is strongly associated with support for keeping the 2/3 supermajority rules and with wanting to 

keep Prop 13 unchanged.  

 

In general we found that respondents’ views on the roles of taxes and government, preferred size of government, and 

their sense of crisis due to underfunding important services or excessive taxes were least associated with views on 

the current method of assessing homes and next least associated with their views on commercial property reforms. 

Respondents’ views across a range of attitudes towards taxes and government spending were most strongly 

associated with their views on the supermajority rules and their general attitude towards reforming Prop 13.  
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III. Californians Want Limited Government, More Spending on Government 
Services 

 

While the central focus of this report is on the prospects for tax reform in California our final section looks at 

the strong support we found for what appear to be contradictory sets of beliefs: 1. An anti-tax/limited 

government viewpoint that calls for smaller government and lower taxes, and views government as 

inefficient and government workers as overpaid; 2. support for increased spending for many government 

services or programs. 

 

Of the 511 respondents to the CSU East Bay Tax Reform Survey, 60% reported they paid too much in 

taxes, while 32% said they paid the right amount, and 5% said they paid too little. Yet when asked whether 

their state and local governments should be spending less, more, or the same amount on 11 different 

services (Table 26), many more people favored increased spending than favored spending cuts on 10 of 

those 11 services. K-12 schools (64%), mental health services (61%), and public colleges and universities 

(57%) topped the list of services Californians want more spending on. The one exception to this pattern is 

that 47% want to spend less on prisons while only 18% want to spend more. 

26. Should your state and local government be spending less, more, or the same on... 

 More Less Same 

K-12 schools 64% 10% 23% 

Mental health Services 61 8 25 

Colleges and universities 57 14 25 

Homes for seniors, disabled, veterans, and lower 
income families 

56 9 28 

Economic development projects 50 18 24 

Building and repairing roads and highways 47 12 39 

Police and fire services 42 9 45 

Libraries 40 15 41 

Building and repairing public transit 38 18 39 

Parks and Recreation 36 17 36 

Prisons and correctional institutions 18 47 29 

N = 511 
Note: Rows do not total 100% because some answered “don’t know” or declined to answer. 

http://csutaxreform.blogspot.com/2014/05/californians-want-limited-government.html
http://csutaxreform.blogspot.com/2014/05/californians-want-limited-government.html
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Researchers have long noted that support for funding particular government services is often combined with 

anti-tax and anti-government sentiments. Another way of saying this is that at the level of endorsing 

spending on specific programs most voters are liberal, but at the level of general views on taxes and 

government most are more like limited government conservatives. Some of this disconnect may be because, 

as we saw in the previous section, many believe government is not spending taxes wisely and/or that 

government bureaus are not as efficient and focused on providing services as they should be. Many also 

feel that a significant part of their taxes fund programs that undermine personal independence and 

responsibility. 

 

A relatively small number of people expressing typical complaints about taxes and government spending 

have consistent beliefs in small or limited government when it comes to their preferred levels of spending on 

particular services; many more people agreeing with the complaints about taxes and government want to 

27. Should your state and local government spend less or more on ____? by support for limited government. 

  
 

K-12 schools 

Homes for seniors, dis-
abled, veterans, and 
lower income families 

Economic development 
projects that improve 
rundown neighborhoods 

 
Agrees or Strongly Agrees that.... 

 
More 

 
Less 

 
More 

 
Less 

 
More 

 
Less 

Too much of our taxes go to “services for 
people who don’t want to work.” (N=289) 

 
56.1% 

 
13.8% 

 
49.8% 

 
11.8% 

 
42.6% 

 
23.9% 

 

“The more taxes they collect, government 
just gets bigger without providing better 
services” (N=365) 
 

 
59.2 

 
13.4 

 
52.3 

 
11.2 

 
44.1 

 
24.1 

Too much of our taxes go to “overpaid 
public employees.” (N=315) 

 
57.8 

 
15.3 

 
51.7 

 
11.1 

 
43.2 

 
22.2 

 
Disagrees or Strongly Disagrees that... 

 
More 

 
Less 

 
More 

 
Less 

 
More 

 
Less 

Too much of our taxes go to “services for 
people who don’t want to work.” (N=162) 

 
75.2% 

 
5.0% 

 
66.7% 

 

 
4.9% 

 
61.7% 

 
12.3% 

“The more taxes they collect, government 
just gets bigger without providing better 
services” (N=123) 
 

 
77.1 

 
2.8 

 
69.4 

 
2.8 

 
63.6 

 
6.4 

Too much of our taxes go to “overpaid 
public employees.” (N=108) 

 
73.8 

 
0.0 

 
64.5 

 
5.0 

 
61.8 

 
12.2 
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spend more on particular government services. The extent of the contradiction between practical support for 

spending more on government services and general distrust and antagonism towards taxes and government 

is illustrated in Table 27 which looks at the spending choices of those who agree or disagree with the anti-

taxi/anti-government views, comparing them on preferred spending levels for 3 government programs. Table 

27 shows real differences between those who agree and those who disagree with the anti-tax/anti-

government views. Disagreeing with anti-tax views adds roughly 15-20% to support for spending more on 

the different services. But what is most striking is that those who support the general anti-tax/anti-

government views are much more likely to want to spend more than to spend less on specific government 

programs. Even for “economic development projects to improve rundown neighborhoods”, a program that for 

some evokes spending on poor people who should be helping themselves, the ratio is almost 2 to 1 for 

spending more over spending less among those with limited government beliefs. Even when looking at only 

those who strongly agree with the anti-tax complaints (not shown) none of the 9 combinations in this 3 x 3 

variable grouping had a ratio of spending below 1:1 of spending more v. spending less on the service. 

 

Another way to illustrate this same point while summarizing all of the spending preferences (except prisons) 

is to code the spending answers this way: less = -1; same = 0; more = +1; and then add them up for each 

respondent. You end up with scores for each respondent that range from -10 to +10, with -10 being 

someone who wanted to spend less on all 10 programs/services and +10 being they want to spend more on 

all 10. Thus positive scores represent net ‘spenders’ and negative scores net ‘cutters’. It turns out that only 

15% of the respondents were net ‘cutters’, while 74% were net spenders. Table 28 reports the mean 

spending/cutting propensity scores for people with the different responses to the anti-tax/anti-government 

complaints and the 2 redistributive questions discussed in the Section II. 

 
Again we see that anti-tax/anti-government views do really influence propensities to spend less or more on 

particular government services. For example, the difference between those who strongly disagree and those 

strongly agree that ‘more taxes lead to bigger government, not better services’ is 4 points on the 

spending/cutting propensity scale. This means that on average the ‘strongly disagrees’ want to spend more 

or not spend less on 4 more programs/services than the ‘strongly agrees’. 

 

But we also see, more comprehensively this time, that many people who express general anti-tax/anti-

government views also want to increase government spending overall on an array of particular programs. 

For example, those who strongly agree that more taxes do not lead to better services are still net spenders – 
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on average they want to spend more on 2 more programs/services than they want to spend less on. The 

only exceptions to this pattern are the relatively small number of people who strongly disagree that wealthy 

Californians should pay higher state taxes (N = 44) and those who strongly disagree that government should 

foster equal opportunity (N=29). On average, the former want to spend less on almost one more program 

than they want to spend more on and the latter want to spend less on nearly 3 programs than they want to 

spend more on. 

 

Table 28 includes the questions on wealthy Californians paying more taxes and government fostering equal 

opportunity that raise the ‘redistributive’ role of taxes discussed in Section II. We can see that there are 

larger gaps in spending/cutting propensity scores (6.43 and 8.64) between those who strongly agree and 

strongly disagree with the 2 redistributive beliefs, and also larger gaps between those who agree and 

disagree than with the anti-tax/anti-government beliefs. So it appears that attitudes towards spending on an 

array of particular government services are more strongly influenced by beliefs about the redistributive role 

of taxes than by anti-tax/anti-government views. 

 

28. Mean Spending/Cutting Propensity Scores by Limited Government and Redistributive Government Views  

 
 

Strongly 
Agree 

 
Agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree* 

 
Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

Too much of our taxes go to “services for 
people who don’t want to work.” 

1.60 
(99)** 

3.04 
(190) 

4.02 
(59) 

4.85 
(130) 

7.19 
(32) 

“The more taxes they collect, government 
just gets bigger without providing better 
services”  

2.01 
(157) 

3.69 
(173) 

4.23 
(36) 

5.41 
(91) 

6.05 
(18) 

Too much of our taxes go to “overpaid 
public employees.”  

1.97 
(138) 

3.50 
(173) 

4.12 
(76) 

5.05 
(96) 

6.12 
(32) 

“Wealthy Californians should pay more 
state taxes.” 

5.64 
(119) 

4.94 
(161) 

3.76 
(40) 

1.71 
(145) 

-0.79 
(44) 

“Part of our taxes should go to making sure 
that everyone has an equal opportunity to 
have a good life.” 

5.66 
(109) 

4.20 
(214) 

3.26 
(86) 

1.74 
(72) 

-2.98 
(29) 

* Includes “don’t know” and refused 
** N’s for each cell are in parentheses 
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Finally, we wanted to know how the propensity to increase/decrease spending on an array of services 

influences views on Prop 13 reforms. To test this we divided the propensity scores into 3 relatively equal 

groups: -10 through +1, +2 through +5, and +6 through +10, which make up 26%, 39%, and 35% of the 

respondents. Table 28 compares the support for Prop 13 reforms by the low, medium, and high ranges on 

the spending/cutting propensity scores and finds that higher propensity scores are: 1. Modestly to 

moderately associated with support for commercial property reforms; 2. Weakly associated with disapproval 

of the current methods of assessing home values; 3. Moderately to strongly associated with general support 

for reforming Prop 13 and; 4. Strongly associated with wanting to lower the supermajority threshold to 55% 

for passing local tax measures. The most striking finding is the large gap (30 percentage points) between 

low and medium spending/cutting propensity scores on support for lowering the threshold. Support for 

lowering the supermajority threshold is particularly low (14% support, 81% opposed) for those with low 

spending/cutting propensity scores, while those with high propensity scores are only somewhat more likely 

to support lowering the threshold (55% support,  38% opposed). Strengthening the connection between 

lowering the threshold and funding desired services is a key task facing reformers.  

 

 

 

 

 

29. Spending/cutting propensity scores by support for Prop 13 reforms. 

 
Spending/Cutting Propensity Scores 

Pro-reform position 
Low                       

-10 through +1 
Medium                

+2 through +5 
High                          

+6 through +10 

Ensure commercial property 
assessed at sale 

60.9% 78.1% 81.8% 

Assess commercial property at 
market value  

53.0 66.0 69.1 

Disapproves of residential 
assessment method 

39.8 52.3 54.7 

55% to pass taxes for some or all 
local services  

14.3 45.2 55.2 

Disagrees with “Don’t change 
Proposition 13” 

27.9 39.6 53.9 

N= 133 197 181 
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Methodology: The CSU Tax Reform Survey was conducted at California State University, East Bay from 

November 18, 2013 to February 9, 2014 with a break between December 22 and January 9.  Participants 

were selected randomly from a list of California registered voters prepared by Political Data Inc. Unless a 

selected respondent refused, he or she was called at least 8 times to request participation and as many as 

15 times if voice contact was made with the respondent or a family member. Questions were asked in either 

English or Spanish based on respondents’ preferences. Results are weighted by gender, age, race, region, 

and nativity to match population figures. 

 

Acknowledgements: This survey was a collaborative effort of Professors Carl Stempel, Patricia Jennings, 

and Susan Ingram; the students in Professor Jennings’ Sociological Research Methods course; and other 

Sociology Majors who worked as interviewers. We are most grateful for the generous technical support of 

Steve Main and Dylan McClintock at CSU East Bay, and Chris Wright at Survey Systems. 
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Appendix A: Frequencies for each survey question, presented in the order they were asked. 
 

1. Would you like to answer this survey in English of Spanish? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid English 470 92.1 92.1 92.1 

Spanish 41 7.9 7.9 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

2. Generally speaking, do you think that things in California are going in the 

right direction, or do you feel things have gotten pretty seriously off on the 

wrong track? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Right direction 178 34.8 34.8 34.8 

Wrong track 280 54.8 54.8 89.6 

DK/Refused 53 10.4 10.4 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

3. Thinking about all the taxes you pay, do you think you pay too much in 

taxes, too little, or about the right amount? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Too much 305 59.6 59.6 59.6 

Too little 24 4.7 4.7 64.4 

Right amount 161 31.6 31.6 96.0 

DK/Refused 21 4.0 4.0 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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4. Would you prefer to pay more taxes for more or higher quality services or less 

taxes for less or lower quality services 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid More taxes - more or 

higher quality services 

242 47.4 47.4 47.4 

Less taxes - fewer or 

lower quality services 

108 21.2 21.2 68.6 

Neither 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

149 29.2 29.2 97.8 

DK/Refused 11 2.2 2.2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

5. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on police and fire services? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 46 9.0 9.0 9.0 

More 215 42.1 42.1 51.1 

Same 231 45.2 45.2 96.3 

DK/Refused 19 3.7 3.7 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

6. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on libraries? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 79 15.4 15.4 15.4 

More 203 39.8 39.8 55.2 

Same 209 40.9 40.9 96.2 

DK/Refused 20 3.8 3.8 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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7. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on K-12 schools? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 52 10.2 10.2 10.2 

More 324 63.5 63.5 73.7 

Same 119 23.3 23.3 97.0 

DK/Refused 15 3.0 3.0 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

8. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on public colleges and universities? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 70 13.7 13.7 13.7 

More 293 57.4 57.4 71.1 

Same 129 25.2 25.2 96.3 

DK/Refused 19 3.7 3.7 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

9. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on building and repairing public transit? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 94 18.4 18.4 18.4 

More 196 38.3 38.3 56.7 

Same 199 38.9 38.9 95.6 

DK/Refused 22 4.4 4.4 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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10. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on building and repairing roads and highways? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 61 12.0 12.0 12.0 

More 239 46.8 46.8 58.7 

Same 198 38.7 38.7 97.4 

DK/Refused 13 2.6 2.6 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

11. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on parks and recreation? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 85 16.7 16.7 16.7 

More 186 36.3 36.3 53.0 

Same 225 43.9 43.9 96.9 

DK/Refused 16 3.1 3.1 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

12. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on economic development projects that improve rundown 

neighborhoods? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 94 18.5 18.5 18.5 

More 255 49.9 49.9 68.3 

Same 124 24.2 24.2 92.6 

DK/Refused 38 7.4 7.4 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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13. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on homes for seniors, disabled, veterans, and lower income working 

families? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 47 9.3 9.3 9.3 

More 285 55.8 55.8 65.1 

Same 145 28.4 28.4 93.5 

DK/Refused 33 6.5 6.5 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

14. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on prisons and correctional institutions? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 239 46.8 46.8 46.8 

More 90 17.6 17.6 64.3 

Same 150 29.3 29.3 93.6 

DK/Refused 33 6.4 6.4 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

15. Should state and local government be spending less, more or the same 

on mental health services? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less 41 7.9 7.9 7.9 

More 309 60.5 60.5 68.5 

Same 129 25.3 25.3 93.8 

DK/Refused 32 6.2 6.2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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16. For passing local tax measures should we keep the 2/3 rule, drop the 

requirement to 55% for all tax measures, or drop it to 55% for some measures, 

like the ones just asked about? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Keep the 2/3 

requirement for all tax 

measures 

278 54.4 54.4 54.4 

Lower the requirement 

to 55% for ALL tax 

measures 

101 19.7 19.7 74.1 

Lower the requirement 

to 55%, but only for 

taxes funding certain 

services 

108 21.1 21.1 95.2 

DK/Refused 24 4.8 4.8 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

17. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund police 

and fire services? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 67 13.2 62.4 62.4 

No 38 7.4 35.3 97.6 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

3 .5 2.4 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   
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18. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund 

Libraries? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 66 12.9 60.9 60.9 

No 36 7.1 33.7 94.6 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

6 1.1 5.4 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

19. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund K-12 

schools? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 90 17.6 83.4 83.4 

No 16 3.2 15.2 98.6 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

1 .3 1.4 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

20. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund public 

colleges and universities? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 85 16.7 79.1 79.1 

No 19 3.8 17.9 97.0 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

3 .6 3.0 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   
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21. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund 

building and repairing public transportation? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 56 10.9 51.7 51.7 

No 36 7.1 33.7 85.4 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

15 3.0 14.0 99.4 

Refused 1 .1 .6 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

22. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund 

building and repairing roads and highways? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 63 12.3 58.4 58.4 

No 38 7.5 35.4 93.8 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

7 1.3 6.2 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   
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23. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund 

economic development projects that improve rundown neighborhoods? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 71 14.0 66.1 66.1 

No 33 6.4 30.2 96.3 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

3 .6 2.7 99.0 

Refused 1 .2 1.0 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

24. Would you lower the requirement to 55% for passing tax measures to fund homes 

for seniors, disabled, veterans, and lower income working families? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 86 16.9 80.1 80.1 

No 19 3.8 17.8 97.9 

Not sure 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

2 .3 1.5 99.4 

Refused 1 .1 .6 100.0 

Total 108 21.1 100.0  

Missing System 403 78.9   

Total 511 100.0   
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25. Under Prop 13 when property is sold it is reassessed based on the sales price. 

The new owner often has to pay a much higher property tax than neighbors with 

homes of similar value that were purchased awhile ago. Do you approve or 

disapprove of this method 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Approve 202 39.5 39.5 39.5 

Neither approve nor 

disapprove/Neutral 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

32 6.3 6.3 45.9 

Disapprove 255 49.9 49.9 95.7 

DK/Refused 22 4.3 4.3 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

26. Based on what you have heard, does Prop. 13 also apply to commercial 

or business property owners? Yes, no, or not sure. 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 128 25.0 25.0 25.0 

No 115 22.4 22.4 47.5 

Not sure 244 47.8 47.8 95.3 

Refused/DK 24 4.7 4.7 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

27. We should fix the loopholes so all commercial property owners pay their fair 

share. 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Disagree 72 14.2 14.2 14.2 

Agree 376 73.6 73.6 87.8 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 

40 7.9 7.9 95.7 

DK/Refused 22 4.3 4.3 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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28. The people raising this issue are just trying to get rid of Prop 13 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Disagree 177 34.7 34.7 34.7 

Agree 166 32.5 32.5 67.2 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 

108 21.1 21.1 88.2 

DK/Refused 60 11.8 11.8 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

29. This is unfair to new businesses who competitors pay much lower taxes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Disagree 140 27.4 27.4 27.4 

Agree 260 50.9 50.9 78.3 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 

70 13.7 13.7 91.9 

DK/Refused 41 8.1 8.1 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

30. We should not change this because it will raise taxes on businesses and cause 

them to fail or leave the state. 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Disagree 229 44.8 44.8 44.8 

Agree 186 36.4 36.4 81.2 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 

67 13.0 13.0 94.2 

DK/Refused 29 5.8 5.8 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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31. This is unfair to homeowners because some commercial property owners are not 

paying their fair share. 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Disagree 113 22.0 22.0 22.0 

Agree 326 63.8 63.8 85.9 

Neither agree nor 

disagree 

36 7.1 7.1 92.9 

DK/Refused 36 7.1 7.1 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

32. Would you support or oppose an initiative that insures that commercial property 

gets reassessed when ownership is transferred? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Somewhat support 226 44.1 44.1 44.1 

Strongly support 157 30.7 30.7 74.8 

Somewhat opposed 60 11.8 11.8 86.6 

Strongly opposed 24 4.7 4.7 91.3 

DK/Refused 45 8.7 8.7 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

33. Would you oppose or support an initiative that taxes commercial property at its 

current market value? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Somewhat support 204 39.9 39.9 39.9 

Strongly support 121 23.8 23.8 63.6 

Somewhat opposed 76 14.9 14.9 78.5 

Strongly opposed 41 8.1 8.1 86.6 

Dk/Refused 68 13.4 13.4 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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34. Do you think young adults who have grown up in your neighbhood can afford to 

buy a home there today? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Almost all can afford to 

buy 

19 3.7 3.7 3.7 

About 3/4 can 14 2.7 2.7 6.4 

About 1/2 can 58 11.4 11.4 17.8 

About 1/4 can 114 22.3 22.3 40.1 

Almost none can 285 55.7 55.8 95.9 

DK/Refused 21 4.1 4.1 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

35. Prop 13 should not be changed at all 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 73 14.3 14.4 14.4 

Agree 134 26.3 26.3 40.7 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

62 12.2 12.2 52.9 

Disagree 158 30.9 31.0 83.9 

Strongly Disagree 54 10.6 10.6 94.5 

DK/Refused 28 5.5 5.5 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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36. The quality of life in CA is declining because we are not funding services needed 

for a strong future 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 110 21.6 21.6 21.6 

Agree 208 40.7 40.8 62.4 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

33 6.4 6.4 68.8 

Disagree 104 20.4 20.4 89.3 

Strongly Disagree 39 7.7 7.7 97.0 

DK/Refused 15 3.0 3.0 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

37. The quality of life in CA is declining because we are not funding education 

adequately 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 156 30.6 30.7 30.7 

Agree 184 36.0 36.1 66.8 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

19 3.8 3.8 70.6 

Disagree 102 20.0 20.0 90.6 

Strongly Disagree 37 7.3 7.3 97.9 

DK/Refused 11 2.1 2.1 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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38. The quality of life in CA is declining because state taxes are too high 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 96 18.7 18.8 18.8 

Agree 146 28.5 28.6 47.4 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

38 7.4 7.5 54.8 

Disagree 184 36.0 36.1 90.9 

Strongly Disagree 29 5.7 5.7 96.7 

DK/Refused 17 3.3 3.3 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

39. Too much of the taxes I pay goes to overpaid public employees 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 138 27.0 27.1 27.1 

Agree 173 33.9 34.0 61.2 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

59 11.5 11.5 72.7 

Disagree 96 18.8 18.9 91.6 

Strongly Disagree 25 4.9 4.9 96.5 

DK/Refused 18 3.5 3.5 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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40. I don't have enough money to live on because my taxes are so high 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 35 6.8 6.8 6.8 

Agree 112 22.0 22.1 28.9 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

41 8.0 8.0 36.9 

Disagree 267 52.3 52.5 89.3 

Strongly Disagree 46 8.9 8.9 98.3 

DK/Refused 9 1.7 1.7 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

41. The more taxes they collect, government just gets bigger without providing better 

services 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 157 30.7 30.8 30.8 

Agree 208 40.6 40.8 71.6 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

24 4.7 4.7 76.3 

Disagree 91 17.9 17.9 94.2 

Strongly Disagree 18 3.5 3.5 97.7 

DK/Refused 12 2.3 2.3 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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42. Taxes I pay fund services that improve everyone's lives 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 32 6.3 6.4 6.4 

Agree 182 35.7 35.8 42.2 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

52 10.1 10.1 52.3 

Disagree 155 30.3 30.4 82.7 

Strongly Disagree 38 7.4 7.4 90.1 

DK/Refused 51 9.9 9.9 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

43. Wealthy Californians should pay more state taxes 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 119 23.4 23.4 23.4 

Agree 161 31.5 31.6 55.0 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

26 5.1 5.1 60.1 

Disagree 145 28.4 28.5 88.6 

Strongly Disagree 44 8.5 8.6 97.2 

DK/Refused 14 2.8 2.8 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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44. Too much of the taxes I pay fund services for people who don't want to work 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 99 19.4 19.4 19.4 

Agree 190 37.1 37.2 56.6 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

45 8.8 8.9 65.5 

Disagree 130 25.4 25.5 91.0 

Strongly Disagree 32 6.3 6.3 97.3 

DK/Refused 14 2.7 2.7 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

45. Part of our taxes should go to making sure that everyone has an equal 

opportunity have a good life 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly Agree 109 21.3 21.4 21.4 

Agree 214 41.9 42.0 63.4 

Neither Agree nor 

Disagree 

39 7.6 7.6 71.0 

Disagree 72 14.1 14.1 85.1 

Strongly Disagree 29 5.6 5.7 90.7 

DK/Refused 47 9.3 9.3 100.0 

Total 509 99.7 100.0  

Missing System 2 .3   

Total 511 100.0   
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46. Do you own your home or do you rent? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Own 312 61.1 61.1 61.1 

Rent 161 31.6 31.6 92.8 

Living with a relative or 

friend, but not paying 

rent [VOLUNTEERED] 

23 4.4 4.4 97.2 

Homeless 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

2 .4 .4 97.6 

Other 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

4 .8 .8 98.4 

DK/Refused 8 1.6 1.6 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

47. Other residence (specify): [TYPE IN THEIR ANSWER] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid  507 99.2 99.2 99.2 

dorm 2 .4 .4 99.6 

mobile home but rent 

space 

1 .1 .1 99.7 

with parents 1 .3 .3 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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48. How many years have you lived at your current residence? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 0 31 6.1 6.2 6.2 

1 31 6.0 6.0 12.1 

2 29 5.6 5.6 17.7 

3 29 5.8 5.8 23.5 

4 20 3.9 3.9 27.3 

5 23 4.5 4.5 31.9 

6 26 5.1 5.1 37.0 

7 24 4.7 4.7 41.6 

8 20 3.9 3.9 45.6 

9 12 2.4 2.4 48.0 

10 34 6.7 6.7 54.6 

11 11 2.2 2.2 56.8 

12 16 3.1 3.1 59.9 

13 11 2.1 2.1 62.1 

14 11 2.2 2.2 64.3 

15 21 4.0 4.0 68.3 

16 6 1.3 1.3 69.6 

17 8 1.6 1.6 71.2 

18 10 2.0 2.0 73.2 

19 12 2.3 2.3 75.5 

20 24 4.7 4.7 80.3 

21 4 .9 .9 81.1 

22 7 1.4 1.4 82.5 

23 6 1.2 1.2 83.7 

24 3 .5 .5 84.2 

25 14 2.8 2.8 87.0 

26 1 .2 .2 87.2 

27 2 .4 .4 87.6 

28 3 .6 .6 88.2 

30 10 2.0 2.0 90.3 

31 1 .3 .3 90.5 

32 3 .6 .6 91.2 

33 5 1.0 1.0 92.1 

34 2 .5 .5 92.6 
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35 4 .8 .8 93.4 

36 2 .3 .3 93.7 

37 2 .4 .4 94.1 

38 3 .6 .6 94.7 

39 4 .8 .8 95.5 

40 5 1.0 1.0 96.5 

42 1 .2 .2 96.8 

43 2 .3 .3 97.1 

44 2 .3 .3 97.4 

45 4 .7 .7 98.2 

46 1 .3 .3 98.4 

50 4 .8 .8 99.2 

52 1 .1 .1 99.4 

54 2 .4 .4 99.7 

60 1 .1 .1 99.9 

70 1 .1 .1 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

49. In politics today, do you consider yourself a Republican, Democrat, Independent, 

or some other party? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Republican 124 24.3 24.3 24.3 

Democrat 204 39.9 40.0 64.3 

Independent 112 22.0 22.0 86.3 

Other party 36 7.1 7.1 93.3 

No preference 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

23 4.5 4.5 97.8 

DK/Refused  

[VOLUNTEERED] 

11 2.2 2.2 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   
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50. Are you a moderate Republican or a strong Republican? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Moderate Republican 73 14.3 59.0 59.0 

Strong Republican 45 8.8 36.4 95.4 

DK/Refused 6 1.1 4.6 100.0 

Total 124 24.3 100.0  

Missing System 387 75.7   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

51. Are you a moderate Democrat or a strong Democrat? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Moderate Democrat 125 24.5 61.3 61.3 

Strong Democrat 76 14.8 37.2 98.4 

DK/Refused 3 .6 1.6 100.0 

Total 204 39.9 100.0  

Missing System 307 60.1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

52. What other party are you part of?[TYPE IN THEIR ANSWER] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid  475 92.9 92.9 92.9 

4 2 .3 .3 93.3 

Annoyed With 

Everyone 

1 .2 .2 93.5 

Biblical 1 .2 .2 93.7 

Communist 1 .2 .2 93.9 

Constitutionalist 1 .2 .2 94.0 

DK 1 .2 .2 94.2 

Don't Identify 1 .2 .2 94.5 

fiscal and social 

conservative 

2 .3 .3 94.8 
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independent 2 .4 .4 95.1 

Liberal 1 .2 .2 95.3 

libertaren 1 .2 .2 95.6 

libertarian 2 .3 .3 95.9 

Libertarian 6 1.2 1.2 97.1 

Liberterian 1 .2 .2 97.3 

libetarian 2 .4 .4 97.7 

Looks for candidate 

with sense 

1 .2 .2 97.9 

mostly none of the 

above 

1 .2 .2 98.0 

my party 1 .2 .2 98.2 

NA 1 .2 .2 98.4 

no group 1 .2 .2 98.6 

None 3 .5 .5 99.2 

nuetrAlist 1 .3 .3 99.5 

tea party 1 .1 .1 99.6 

unknown 1 .2 .2 99.8 

unsure 1 .2 .2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

53. Do you lean more to the Republican Party or more to the Democratic Party? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Republican 58 11.3 31.8 31.8 

Democrat 50 9.8 27.4 59.2 

Neither/Other/DK/Refu

sed [VOLUNTEERED] 

74 14.6 40.8 100.0 

Total 182 35.7 100.0  

Missing System 329 64.3   

Total 511 100.0   
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54. How much do you support the ideas and policies of the Tea Party? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Strongly support 52 10.3 10.3 10.3 

Somewhat support 144 28.1 28.2 38.4 

Not support 244 47.7 47.8 86.2 

DK/Refused 70 13.8 13.8 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

55. Political ideology 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Very conservative 42 8.2 8.2 8.2 

Conservative 116 22.6 22.6 30.8 

Moderate 207 40.5 40.5 71.4 

Liberal 96 18.9 18.9 90.3 

Very liberal 32 6.2 6.2 96.5 

DK/Refused 18 3.5 3.5 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   
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56. Education 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 8th Grade or less 24 4.6 4.7 4.7 

Some high school, no 

degree 

20 4.0 4.0 8.7 

High school graduate 

or GED 

68 13.3 13.5 22.2 

Technical, trade, or 

vocational school 

AFTER high school 

19 3.8 3.8 26.0 

Some college, no 4-

year degree (including 

associate degree) 

141 27.7 28.1 54.0 

College graduate 

(B.S., B.A., or other 4-

year degree) 

137 26.7 27.1 81.1 

Post-graduate training 

or professional school 

after college (but no 

degree) 

18 3.6 3.7 84.8 

Masters Degree 55 10.7 10.9 95.6 

Professional degree 

(e.g. law or medical) or 

PhD 

22 4.3 4.4 100.0 

Total 504 98.7 100.0  

Missing DK/Refused 6 1.2   

System 1 .1   

Total 7 1.3   

Total 511 100.0   
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57. What racial or ethnic group best describes you? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid White 278 54.4 54.5 54.5 

Black or African 

American 

31 6.1 6.1 60.5 

Hispanic or Latino 105 20.6 20.6 81.2 

Asian or Asian 

American 

44 8.6 8.6 89.8 

Native American 3 .6 .6 90.4 

Multi-racial 20 3.8 3.8 94.2 

Other 13 2.5 2.5 96.7 

DK/Refused 17 3.3 3.3 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

58. Other race/ethnicity (specify):[TYPE IN THEIR ANSWER] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid  498 97.5 97.5 97.5 

all american 1 .2 .2 97.7 

american 1 .2 .2 97.9 

American 2 .5 .5 98.3 

arabic 1 .2 .2 98.6 

Indian 1 .2 .2 98.8 

Lebanese, American 

Indian, European 

1 .1 .1 98.9 

Mix 1 .2 .2 99.1 

no specification 1 .2 .2 99.3 

Other 1 .2 .2 99.4 

portuguese 1 .2 .2 99.7 

purple 1 .1 .1 99.8 

Ukraianian and Peurto 

Rican 

1 .2 .2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  



55 
 

Multiracial: which racial or ethnic groups? [TYPE IN THEIR ANSWER] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid  491 96.2 96.2 96.2 

african american, 

indian, jewish, white 

and latino 

1 .2 .2 96.3 

African, Hispanic, 

Ashkanazy 

1 .3 .3 96.6 

All of them 1 .2 .2 96.7 

Asian and white 1 .3 .3 97.0 

black, jewish and 

french 

1 .1 .1 97.1 

Chinese and 

Caucasian 

2 .3 .3 97.5 

haitian and hispanic 1 .2 .2 97.7 

middle eatern and 

hispanic 

1 .3 .3 98.0 

native american and 

african-american 

1 .1 .1 98.1 

Part American Indian 

and White 

1 .2 .2 98.3 

refused 2 .3 .3 98.6 

scottish, german, 

portuguese, and 

filipino 

1 .2 .2 98.8 

white and hispanic 1 .2 .2 99.0 

White and Hispanic 1 .2 .2 99.2 

white and mexican 1 .3 .3 99.5 

white and native 

american 

1 .3 .3 99.8 

White, Black, Peurto 

Rican 

1 .2 .2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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59. What is your present religion, if any? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Protestant 72 14.2 14.2 14.2 

Roman Catholic 126 24.6 24.6 38.8 

Mormon 9 1.8 1.8 40.7 

Orthodox, such as 

Greek or Russian 

Orthodox 

1 .1 .1 40.8 

Jewish 7 1.4 1.4 42.2 

Buddhist 11 2.1 2.1 44.3 

Atheist 15 3.0 3.0 47.2 

Agnostic 10 2.0 2.0 49.2 

Something else 29 5.6 5.6 54.8 

Nothing in particular 81 15.9 15.9 70.7 

Christian 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

120 23.5 23.5 94.2 

Unitarian (Universalist) 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

1 .1 .1 94.4 

DK/Refused 29 5.6 5.6 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   
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60. Some other religion: [TYPE IN THEIR ANSWER] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid  482 94.4 94.4 94.4 

All religions 1 .3 .3 94.6 

babtist 1 .2 .2 94.8 

Baptist 1 .1 .1 94.9 

blieve in god 1 .2 .2 95.1 

catholic 1 .3 .3 95.4 

Christian 1 .3 .3 95.7 

east indian 2 .3 .3 96.0 

episcapalian 1 .2 .2 96.1 

Episcopalian 1 .1 .1 96.3 

humanist 1 .2 .2 96.5 

LDS 1 .2 .2 96.7 

love 1 .2 .2 96.9 

Lutheran 1 .1 .1 97.0 

Luthern 1 .1 .1 97.1 

methodist 1 .2 .2 97.3 

Methodist 2 .3 .3 97.7 

na 3 .5 .5 98.2 

non-denominational 1 .1 .1 98.3 

paganism 1 .2 .2 98.6 

Paganism 1 .2 .2 98.8 

Pegan 1 .2 .2 99.0 

pentecostal 1 .2 .2 99.2 

Prespitarian 1 .2 .2 99.3 

Protestant and 

Buddhist 

1 .2 .2 99.5 

quaker 1 .2 .2 99.7 

Science 1 .2 .2 99.8 

Spiritual 1 .2 .2 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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61. Do you think of yourself as a Christian? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 18 3.5 62.9 62.9 

No 11 2.1 37.1 100.0 

Total 29 5.6 100.0  

Missing System 482 94.4   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

62. Would you describe yourself as a born again or evangelical Christian, or 

not?[ANSWER YES IF R IDENTIFIES AS EITHER BORN AGAIN OR 

EVANGELICAL] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes, would 120 23.5 34.6 34.6 

No, would not 198 38.7 57.1 91.7 

DK/Refused 29 5.6 8.3 100.0 

Total 346 67.7 100.0  

Missing System 165 32.3   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 

63. Are you currently married, living with a partner, divorced, separated, widowed, or 

have you never been married? [IF R SAYS “SINGLE,” PROBE TO DETERMINE 

WHICH CATEGORY IS APPROPRIATE] 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Married 288 56.4 56.5 56.5 

Living with a partner 25 4.9 4.9 61.4 

Divorced 36 7.0 7.0 68.4 

Separated 2 .3 .4 68.8 

Widowed 24 4.7 4.7 73.5 

Never been married 129 25.2 25.2 98.8 

DK/Refused 6 1.2 1.2 100.0 

Total 510 99.9 100.0  

Missing System 1 .1   

Total 511 100.0   
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64. Were you born in the United States or in another country? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes, born in the U.S. 412 80.5 80.5 80.5 

No,  born in another 

country 

95 18.6 18.6 99.1 

Born in U.S. Territories 

(e.g. Puerto Rico, 

Guam, Samoa, U.S. 

Virgin Islands) 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

1 .2 .2 99.4 

DK/Refused 3 .6 .6 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

65. In terms of your job status, are you employed full-time, employed part-time, 

unemployed but looking for work, unemployed not looking for work, retired, a 

student, or a homemaker? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Employed full-time 224 43.8 43.8 43.8 

Empoyed part-time 65 12.7 12.7 56.5 

Unemployed, but 

looking for work 

29 5.6 5.6 62.2 

Unemployed, not 

looking for work 

8 1.6 1.6 63.8 

Retired 119 23.2 23.2 87.0 

Student 28 5.5 5.5 92.5 

Homemaker 30 6.0 6.0 98.4 

DK/Refused 8 1.6 1.6 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  
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66. Which best describes your employer?[IF NOT PRESENTLY WORKING 

BECAUSE UNEMPLOYED, RETIRED, STUDENT, HOMEMAKER ASK]: Which 

best describes your employer when you were working? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Government (local, 

state, or federal) 

112 21.9 21.9 21.9 

A medium-sized or 

large private company 

149 29.2 29.2 51.0 

A small business (less 

than 50 employees) 

96 18.7 18.7 69.8 

Self-employed 60 11.8 11.8 81.5 

A non-profit 

organization 

34 6.6 6.6 88.1 

DK/Refused 37 7.2 7.2 95.3 

Never employed 

[VOLUNTEERED] 

24 4.7 4.7 100.0 

Total 511 100.0 100.0  

 

 

67. Last year, that is in 2012/2013, what was your total family income from all 

sources, before taxes? 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Less than $10,000 27 5.2 6.4 6.4 

10 to under $20,000 36 7.0 8.6 15.0 

20 to under $30,000 45 8.9 10.8 25.8 

30 to under $40,000 30 5.9 7.2 33.0 

40 to under $50,000 40 7.8 9.6 42.5 

50 to under $75,000 66 13.0 15.9 58.4 

75 to under $100,000 59 11.5 14.1 72.5 

100 to under $150,000 68 13.3 16.2 88.7 

$150,000 or more 47 9.2 11.3 100.0 

Total 418 81.8 100.0  

Missing DK/Refused 93 18.2   

Total 511 100.0   

 

 


