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Introduction 
The statistical tabulations in this volume are based on a Berkeley IGS Poll completed the Institute of Governmental Studies (IGS) at the 
University of California, Berkeley. The findings are based on a Berkeley IGS Poll completed by the Institute of Governmental Studies (IGS) 
at the University of California, Berkeley. The poll was conducted online in English and Spanish September 15-20, 2026, among 2,787 
registered voters in California, of whom a weighted subset of 1,477 had either already voted or were considered likely to vote in the state’s 
upcoming midterm election.  Funding for the poll was provided in part by the Los Angeles Times. 
 
Data collection was completed by distributing email and text message invitations to stratified random samples of the state’s registered voters.  
Each email or text invited voters to participate in a non-partisan survey conducted by the University and provided a link to the IGS website 
where the survey questionnaire was housed. Reminders were distributed to non-responding voters and an opt out link was provided for voters 
not wishing to receive further invitations. 
 
Samples of the state’s registered voters were provided to IGS by Political Data, Inc., a leading supplier of registered voter lists in California 
and were derived from information contained on the state’s voter registration rolls, which is a public document. The samples were stratified 
by age and gender to obtain a proper balance of survey respondents.  A separate random sample of Spanish-speakers was drawn from the pool 
of registered voters who requested that their official voting materials be sent to them in Spanish to enable the survey to assess voter opinions 
among the state’s Spanish-speaking voters. 
 
To protect the anonymity of respondents, voters’ email addresses, cell phone numbers and all other personally identifiable information derived 
from their voter record were purged from the data file and replaced with a unique and anonymous identification number during data processing.  
After the completion of data collection, post-stratification weights were applied to the survey data file to align the sample of registered voters 
surveyed to population characteristics of registered voters statewide and within major regions of the state on a wide range of variables.  More 
information about the survey methods used by the Berkeley IGS Poll can be found on the poll’s website at 
https://www.igs.berkeley.edu/research/berkeley-igs-poll. 
 
 

https://www.igs.berkeley.edu/research/berkeley-igs-poll
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Regional definitions referenced in this report 
 
The results from the state’s geographic regions referenced in this volume are comprised of the following counties:   

Los Angeles County (Los Angeles County)             

LA City (City of Los Angeles)     

Not LA City (all areas within LA County not in LA City)                                                                                

Orange County (Orange County)                                                                                                                    

San Diego County (San Diego County)                                                                                                      

Inland Empire (Riverside, San Bernardino and Imperial counties)                                                                            

Central Coast (Ventura, Santa Barbara, San Luis Obispo, Monterey, Santa Cruz, and San Benito counties)    

Central Valley (net) (includes all counties in the Sacramento Valley and San Joaquin Valley referenced below)           

Sacramento Valley (Shasta, Tehama, Glenn, Butte, Colusa, Yuba, Placer, Sutter, Yolo, El Dorado, and Sacramento counties) 

San Joaquin Valley (San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern counties) 

San Francisco Bay Area (Alameda, Contra Costa, San Francisco, Marin, Napa, Sonoma, Solano, San Mateo, Santa Clara)  

North Coast/Sierras (Del Norte, Siskiyou, Modoc, Humboldt, Trinity, Lassen, Mendocino, Plumas, Sierra, Nevada, Lake, Alpine, Amador, 
Calaveras, Tuolumne, Mono, Mariposa, Inyo counties.) 
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About the Institute of Governmental Studies 
 
The Institute of Governmental Studies (IGS) is an interdisciplinary organized research unit that pursues a vigorous program of research, 
education, publication and public service. A component of the University of California system’s flagship Berkeley campus, IGS is the oldest 
organized research unit in the UC system and the oldest public policy research center in the state.  IGS’s co-directors are Professors Eric 
Schickler and G. Cristina Mora.   
 
IGS conducts periodic surveys of public opinion in California on matters of politics and public policy through its Berkeley IGS Poll. The poll 
seeks to provide a broad measure of contemporary public opinion, and to generate data for subsequent scholarly analysis.  Veteran pollster 
Mark DiCamillo serves as director of the Berkeley IGS Poll. For a complete listing of stories issued by the Berkeley IGS Poll go to 
https://www.igs.berkeley.edu/research/berkeley-igs-poll.  

https://www.igs.berkeley.edu/research/berkeley-igs-poll


Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 1: Q10A/Q10B. PROPOSITION 3. PROVIDES PERMANENT FUNDING FOR SCHOOLS AND HEALTH CARE BY EXTENDING EXISTING TAX ON
HIGH INCOMES. INITIATIVE CONSITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Makes permanent existing voter-approved tax rate for individuals earning over $371,000 (adjusted
annually for inflation. Allocates tax revenues to public education. Fiscal Impact: Maintains $5 billion to $15 billion of annual state income tax revenue by making
a temporary tax increase on high-income earners permanent instead of letting it expire in 2031. Supporters: California Teachers Association; CA School Nurses
Organization; California State PTA; Planned Parenthood Affiliates of CA. Opponents: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California;
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 3? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.54 0.59 0.50 0.42 0.54 0.58 0.47 0.49 0.44 0.63 0.31 0.83 0.08 0.48 0.54 0.57 0.54 -
No 0.37 0.35 0.43 0.52 0.35 0.29 0.44 0.46 0.41 0.28 0.59 0.09 0.85 0.42 0.37 0.34 0.38 -
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.11 0.12 0.09 0.05 0.15 0.09 0.10 0.08 0.07 0.10 0.08 0.09 0.08 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.10 0.12 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.10 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.00 0.08 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.09 0.00 -
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Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 2: Q10A/Q10B. PROPOSITION 3. PROVIDES PERMANENT FUNDING FOR SCHOOLS AND HEALTH CARE BY EXTENDING EXISTING TAX ON
HIGH INCOMES. INITIATIVE CONSITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Makes permanent existing voter-approved tax rate for individuals earning over $371,000 (adjusted
annually for inflation. Allocates tax revenues to public education. Fiscal Impact: Maintains $5 billion to $15 billion of annual state income tax revenue by making
a temporary tax increase on high-income earners permanent instead of letting it expire in 2031. Supporters: California Teachers Association; CA School Nurses
Organization; California State PTA; Planned Parenthood Affiliates of CA. Opponents: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California;
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 3? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.54 0.54 0.55 0.71 0.71 0.60 0.47 0.49 0.51 0.48 0.50 0.54 0.70 0.66 0.55 0.59 0.53
No 0.37 0.40 0.35 0.19 0.19 0.34 0.45 0.42 0.43 0.41 0.40 0.36 0.26 0.30 0.36 0.30 0.40
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.06 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.06 0.08 0.09 0.06 0.12 0.09 0.09 0.05 0.04 0.09 0.11 0.07

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.05 0.07 0.06 0.04 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.06

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.01

Table 3: Q10A/Q10B. PROPOSITION 3. PROVIDES PERMANENT FUNDING FOR SCHOOLS AND HEALTH CARE BY EXTENDING EXISTING TAX ON
HIGH INCOMES. INITIATIVE CONSITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Makes permanent existing voter-approved tax rate for individuals earning over $371,000 (adjusted
annually for inflation. Allocates tax revenues to public education. Fiscal Impact: Maintains $5 billion to $15 billion of annual state income tax revenue by making
a temporary tax increase on high-income earners permanent instead of letting it expire in 2031. Supporters: California Teachers Association; CA School Nurses
Organization; California State PTA; Planned Parenthood Affiliates of CA. Opponents: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California;
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 3? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.54 0.47 0.49 0.56 0.63 0.61 0.57 0.57 0.45 0.50 0.54 0.68 0.34 0.46 0.70 0.81 0.64
No 0.37 0.38 0.42 0.36 0.30 0.23 0.37 0.35 0.46 0.42 0.37 0.22 0.57 0.41 0.27 0.13 0.28
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.14 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.17 0.06 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.08 0.13 0.03 0.06 0.08

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.12 0.03 0.06 0.08 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.10 0.02 0.05 0.05

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.08 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.03
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Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 4: Q10A/Q10B. PROPOSITION 3. PROVIDES PERMANENT FUNDING FOR SCHOOLS AND HEALTH CARE BY EXTENDING EXISTING TAX ON
HIGH INCOMES. INITIATIVE CONSITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Makes permanent existing voter-approved tax rate for individuals earning over $371,000 (adjusted
annually for inflation. Allocates tax revenues to public education. Fiscal Impact: Maintains $5 billion to $15 billion of annual state income tax revenue by making
a temporary tax increase on high-income earners permanent instead of letting it expire in 2031. Supporters: California Teachers Association; CA School Nurses
Organization; California State PTA; Planned Parenthood Affiliates of CA. Opponents: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California;
California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 3? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.54 0.06 0.13 0.47 0.78 0.94 0.09 0.87 0.91 0.60 0.53 0.49 0.66 0.69 0.52 0.79 0.07
No 0.37 0.90 0.77 0.42 0.11 0.01 0.84 0.08 0.04 0.33 0.39 0.43 0.25 0.24 0.39 0.12 0.86
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.04 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.04 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.07

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.02 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 0.07 0.07 0.06

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.02
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Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 5: Q11A/Q11B. PROPOSITION 4. REPEALS PROHIBITION AGAINST PUBLIC FUNDING OF ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. LEGISLATIVE STATUTE.
Repeals prohibition on state and local governments offering public funding of candidate election campaigns. Public funding programs may not use funds earmarked
for education, transportation, or public safety. Fiscal impact: Ongoing costs to the state of a few hundred thousand dollars each ear for the Fair Political Practices
Commission to answer questions from state and local governments about public campaign finance programs. Supporters: League of Women Voters of CA; California
Nurses Association; Mental Health Advocacy; Social Security Works; Consumer Watchdog. Opponents: California Taxpayers Assn; Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.;
Family Business Assn. of California; United Latinos Action. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 4? (Statewide
Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.41 0.46 0.38 0.33 0.33 0.39 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.53 0.19 0.62 0.09 0.34 0.41 0.41 0.41 -
No 0.41 0.38 0.43 0.51 0.48 0.36 0.51 0.52 0.48 0.29 0.68 0.17 0.81 0.46 0.41 0.42 0.41 -
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.16 0.20 0.17 0.19 0.26 0.17 0.15 0.19 0.19 0.13 0.21 0.10 0.20 0.18 0.17 0.18 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.13 0.11 0.13 0.11 0.14 0.24 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.14 0.13 0.16 0.07 0.14 0.13 0.00 0.18 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.05 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.00 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.17 0.00 -

Table 6: Q11A/Q11B. PROPOSITION 4. REPEALS PROHIBITION AGAINST PUBLIC FUNDING OF ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. LEGISLATIVE STATUTE.
Repeals prohibition on state and local governments offering public funding of candidate election campaigns. Public funding programs may not use funds earmarked
for education, transportation, or public safety. Fiscal impact: Ongoing costs to the state of a few hundred thousand dollars each ear for the Fair Political Practices
Commission to answer questions from state and local governments about public campaign finance programs. Supporters: League of Women Voters of CA; California
Nurses Association; Mental Health Advocacy; Social Security Works; Consumer Watchdog. Opponents: California Taxpayers Assn; Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.;
Family Business Assn. of California; United Latinos Action. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 4? (Statewide
Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.55 0.46 0.44 0.36 0.39 0.37 0.42 0.41 0.35 0.43 0.49 0.40 0.41 0.41
No 0.41 0.45 0.38 0.19 0.28 0.37 0.50 0.45 0.48 0.42 0.43 0.43 0.35 0.33 0.43 0.35 0.43
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.14 0.21 0.26 0.26 0.19 0.15 0.16 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.22 0.22 0.17 0.17 0.25 0.16

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.13 0.11 0.16 0.19 0.20 0.18 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.09 0.12 0.16 0.15 0.14 0.11 0.21 0.12

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.05 0.04 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.04
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Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 7: Q11A/Q11B. PROPOSITION 4. REPEALS PROHIBITION AGAINST PUBLIC FUNDING OF ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. LEGISLATIVE STATUTE.
Repeals prohibition on state and local governments offering public funding of candidate election campaigns. Public funding programs may not use funds earmarked
for education, transportation, or public safety. Fiscal impact: Ongoing costs to the state of a few hundred thousand dollars each ear for the Fair Political Practices
Commission to answer questions from state and local governments about public campaign finance programs. Supporters: League of Women Voters of CA; California
Nurses Association; Mental Health Advocacy; Social Security Works; Consumer Watchdog. Opponents: California Taxpayers Assn; Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.;
Family Business Assn. of California; United Latinos Action. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 4? (Statewide
Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.41 0.35 0.35 0.44 0.48 0.45 0.40 0.42 0.38 0.38 0.40 0.49 0.24 0.35 0.56 0.60 0.48
No 0.41 0.47 0.46 0.38 0.34 0.30 0.42 0.38 0.49 0.46 0.46 0.24 0.58 0.47 0.27 0.21 0.34
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.17 0.25 0.17 0.20 0.13 0.16 0.14 0.27 0.17 0.19 0.17 0.19 0.18

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.13 0.07 0.13 0.15 0.15 0.13 0.11 0.17 0.11 0.12 0.09 0.20 0.13 0.15 0.11 0.14 0.12

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.05 0.10 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.12 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.06

Table 8: Q11A/Q11B. PROPOSITION 4. REPEALS PROHIBITION AGAINST PUBLIC FUNDING OF ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. LEGISLATIVE STATUTE.
Repeals prohibition on state and local governments offering public funding of candidate election campaigns. Public funding programs may not use funds earmarked
for education, transportation, or public safety. Fiscal impact: Ongoing costs to the state of a few hundred thousand dollars each ear for the Fair Political Practices
Commission to answer questions from state and local governments about public campaign finance programs. Supporters: League of Women Voters of CA; California
Nurses Association; Mental Health Advocacy; Social Security Works; Consumer Watchdog. Opponents: California Taxpayers Assn; Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.;
Family Business Assn. of California; United Latinos Action. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 4? (Statewide
Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.41 0.10 0.13 0.35 0.55 0.68 0.12 0.64 0.65 0.45 0.39 0.36 0.50 0.48 0.40 0.58 0.08
No 0.41 0.79 0.78 0.48 0.18 0.10 0.78 0.15 0.14 0.38 0.42 0.47 0.31 0.32 0.43 0.19 0.82
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.11 0.08 0.17 0.27 0.22 0.09 0.21 0.21 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.22 0.10

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.13 0.07 0.06 0.13 0.20 0.17 0.06 0.17 0.15 0.16 0.13 0.14 0.13 0.05 0.15 0.19 0.08

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.05 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.02 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.14 0.03 0.04 0.02
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Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 9: Q12A/Q12B. PROPOSITION 39. PROHIBITS CITIZENS FROM VOTING UNLESS THEY PRESENT GOVERNMENT-ISSUED IDENTIFICATION.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Invalidates mail ballots that do not have last four digits of designated government-issued identification number
written on envelope. Prohibits in-person voting without presenting government-issued identification. Fiscal Impact: Costs of between tens of millions of dollars and low
hundreds of millions of dollars each year to implement new voting requirements. Supporters: The Transparency Foundation; Latino American Political Assn.; Howard
Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.; CA Women’s Leadership Assn. Opponents: ACLU California Action; Common Cause; League of Women Voters of California. (How did you
vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 39? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.37 0.33 0.45 0.55 0.39 0.29 0.44 0.42 0.47 0.27 0.60 0.06 0.92 0.39 0.37 0.36 0.38 -
No 0.57 0.63 0.50 0.41 0.55 0.64 0.49 0.55 0.41 0.69 0.36 0.87 0.07 0.54 0.57 0.57 0.58 -
Undecided (total) 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.07 0.03 0.12 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.02 0.07 0.05 0.08 0.04 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.03 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.02 0.07 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.01 0.04 0.03 0.00 0.04 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.08 0.00 -

Table 10: Q12A/Q12B. PROPOSITION 39. PROHIBITS CITIZENS FROM VOTING UNLESS THEY PRESENT GOVERNMENT-ISSUED IDENTIFICATION.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Invalidates mail ballots that do not have last four digits of designated government-issued identification number
written on envelope. Prohibits in-person voting without presenting government-issued identification. Fiscal Impact: Costs of between tens of millions of dollars and low
hundreds of millions of dollars each year to implement new voting requirements. Supporters: The Transparency Foundation; Latino American Political Assn.; Howard
Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.; CA Women’s Leadership Assn. Opponents: ACLU California Action; Common Cause; League of Women Voters of California. (How did you
vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 39? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.37 0.41 0.34 0.23 0.25 0.31 0.49 0.38 0.39 0.37 0.39 0.39 0.19 0.33 0.41 0.34 0.38
No 0.57 0.56 0.59 0.67 0.71 0.64 0.46 0.57 0.57 0.57 0.56 0.55 0.77 0.61 0.51 0.60 0.58
Undecided (total) 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.10 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.04

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.03 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.03

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.01
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Table 11: Q12A/Q12B. PROPOSITION 39. PROHIBITS CITIZENS FROM VOTING UNLESS THEY PRESENT GOVERNMENT-ISSUED IDENTIFICATION.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Invalidates mail ballots that do not have last four digits of designated government-issued identification number
written on envelope. Prohibits in-person voting without presenting government-issued identification. Fiscal Impact: Costs of between tens of millions of dollars and low
hundreds of millions of dollars each year to implement new voting requirements. Supporters: The Transparency Foundation; Latino American Political Assn.; Howard
Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.; CA Women’s Leadership Assn. Opponents: ACLU California Action; Common Cause; League of Women Voters of California. (How did you
vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 39? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.37 0.46 0.44 0.33 0.29 0.31 0.40 0.35 0.38 0.41 0.40 0.23 0.58 0.45 0.28 0.08 0.27
No 0.57 0.48 0.51 0.62 0.65 0.60 0.56 0.60 0.56 0.54 0.57 0.69 0.36 0.51 0.70 0.88 0.66
Undecided (total) 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.08 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.07

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.03 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.03 0.03

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.04

Table 12: Q12A/Q12B. PROPOSITION 39. PROHIBITS CITIZENS FROM VOTING UNLESS THEY PRESENT GOVERNMENT-ISSUED IDENTIFICATION.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Invalidates mail ballots that do not have last four digits of designated government-issued identification number
written on envelope. Prohibits in-person voting without presenting government-issued identification. Fiscal Impact: Costs of between tens of millions of dollars and low
hundreds of millions of dollars each year to implement new voting requirements. Supporters: The Transparency Foundation; Latino American Political Assn.; Howard
Jarvis Taxpayers Assn.; CA Women’s Leadership Assn. Opponents: ACLU California Action; Common Cause; League of Women Voters of California. (How did you
vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 39? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.37 0.93 0.87 0.36 0.06 0.03 0.94 0.05 0.06 0.35 0.38 0.42 0.28 0.25 0.39 0.07 0.95
No 0.57 0.05 0.10 0.56 0.86 0.93 0.04 0.90 0.89 0.61 0.57 0.52 0.67 0.66 0.56 0.86 0.04
Undecided (total) 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.09 0.05 0.07 0.01

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.03 0.01 0.00 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.01

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.08 0.01 0.01 0.01
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Table 13: Q13A/Q13B. PROPOSITION 40. IMPOSES ONE-TIME TAX ON CERTAIN TAXPAYERS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND
STATUTE. Imposes 5% tax on certain taxpayers with assets over $1 billion; revenue primarily for health care. Exempts revenues from constitutional requirements for
school funding and spending limit. Fiscal Impact: Temporary increase of tens of billions of dollars spread over several years from wealth tax on billionaires. Possible
ongoing decrease of less than $1 billion per year in income tax revenue from billionaires. Supporters: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders; SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. Opponents: California Primary Care Association; California Schools Boards Association; California Taxpayers Association. (How did you vote/If the election
were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 40? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.42 0.47 0.44 0.28 0.37 0.48 0.35 0.31 0.41 0.51 0.27 0.64 0.06 0.40 0.42 0.40 0.43 -
No 0.50 0.45 0.53 0.66 0.53 0.40 0.54 0.57 0.49 0.43 0.68 0.27 0.89 0.52 0.50 0.53 0.48 -
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.08 0.03 0.06 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.10 0.06 0.04 0.10 0.05 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.09 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.09 0.12 0.08 0.11 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.03 0.05 0.06 0.00 0.09 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.06 0.00 -

Table 14: Q13A/Q13B. PROPOSITION 40. IMPOSES ONE-TIME TAX ON CERTAIN TAXPAYERS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND
STATUTE. Imposes 5% tax on certain taxpayers with assets over $1 billion; revenue primarily for health care. Exempts revenues from constitutional requirements for
school funding and spending limit. Fiscal Impact: Temporary increase of tens of billions of dollars spread over several years from wealth tax on billionaires. Possible
ongoing decrease of less than $1 billion per year in income tax revenue from billionaires. Supporters: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders; SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. Opponents: California Primary Care Association; California Schools Boards Association; California Taxpayers Association. (How did you vote/If the election
were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 40? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.42 0.40 0.45 0.67 0.63 0.50 0.38 0.32 0.34 0.29 0.37 0.48 0.61 0.51 0.45 0.50 0.39
No 0.50 0.55 0.45 0.22 0.28 0.42 0.55 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.55 0.44 0.38 0.42 0.47 0.41 0.54
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.06 0.10 0.11 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.06 0.11 0.09 0.08 0.01 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.07

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.04 0.08 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.05 0.09 0.07 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.06

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.01
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Table 15: Q13A/Q13B. PROPOSITION 40. IMPOSES ONE-TIME TAX ON CERTAIN TAXPAYERS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND
STATUTE. Imposes 5% tax on certain taxpayers with assets over $1 billion; revenue primarily for health care. Exempts revenues from constitutional requirements for
school funding and spending limit. Fiscal Impact: Temporary increase of tens of billions of dollars spread over several years from wealth tax on billionaires. Possible
ongoing decrease of less than $1 billion per year in income tax revenue from billionaires. Supporters: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders; SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. Opponents: California Primary Care Association; California Schools Boards Association; California Taxpayers Association. (How did you vote/If the election
were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 40? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.42 0.54 0.47 0.43 0.30 0.38 0.39 0.58 0.28 0.38 0.39 0.64 0.52
No 0.50 0.51 0.50 0.50 0.48 0.31 0.46 0.50 0.63 0.56 0.51 0.32 0.66 0.53 0.49 0.27 0.40
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.08 0.06 0.08 0.06 0.10 0.11 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.09 0.08

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.02 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.09 0.08 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.08 0.05

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03

Table 16: Q13A/Q13B. PROPOSITION 40. IMPOSES ONE-TIME TAX ON CERTAIN TAXPAYERS. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND
STATUTE. Imposes 5% tax on certain taxpayers with assets over $1 billion; revenue primarily for health care. Exempts revenues from constitutional requirements for
school funding and spending limit. Fiscal Impact: Temporary increase of tens of billions of dollars spread over several years from wealth tax on billionaires. Possible
ongoing decrease of less than $1 billion per year in income tax revenue from billionaires. Supporters: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders; SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. Opponents: California Primary Care Association; California Schools Boards Association; California Taxpayers Association. (How did you vote/If the election
were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 40? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.42 0.07 0.13 0.30 0.56 0.81 0.06 0.71 0.85 0.51 0.39 0.34 0.59 0.55 0.41 0.61 0.05
No 0.50 0.90 0.85 0.60 0.31 0.11 0.90 0.20 0.10 0.42 0.52 0.58 0.33 0.39 0.51 0.28 0.92
Undecided (total) 0.08 0.04 0.02 0.10 0.13 0.08 0.04 0.10 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.06 0.08 0.11 0.03

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.06 0.02 0.01 0.07 0.10 0.08 0.03 0.08 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.00 0.07 0.10 0.03

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.02 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.00
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Table 17: Q14A/Q14B. PROPOSITION 41. PROHIBITS NEW STATE TAXES THAT EXCLUDE REVENUES FROM STATE SPENDING LIMIT. REQUIRES
AUDITS FOR NEW STATE SPECIAL TAXES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Nullifies state taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that exempt
their revenues from voter-approved state spending limit. Requires pre-election and recurring audits of programs funded by new special taxes. Fiscal Impact: The net
fiscal effect is unknown as it depends on future decisions by voters, the legislature, and other policymakers. Supporters: CA Society of Certified Public Accountants
(CALCPAs); CalAsian Chamber of Commerce, California Taxpayers Association (CalTax). Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 41? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.38 0.36 0.36 0.49 0.39 0.23 0.46 0.49 0.43 0.31 0.63 0.13 0.81 0.40 0.38 0.36 0.38 -
No 0.47 0.50 0.47 0.32 0.47 0.53 0.38 0.37 0.40 0.55 0.32 0.70 0.09 0.41 0.47 0.47 0.46 -
Undecided (total) 0.16 0.14 0.17 0.19 0.14 0.23 0.15 0.14 0.17 0.14 0.06 0.17 0.10 0.19 0.16 0.16 0.15 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.11 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.23 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.11 0.05 0.13 0.06 0.14 0.11 0.00 0.15 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.04 0.06 0.09 0.04 0.00 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.16 0.00 -

Table 18: Q14A/Q14B. PROPOSITION 41. PROHIBITS NEW STATE TAXES THAT EXCLUDE REVENUES FROM STATE SPENDING LIMIT. REQUIRES
AUDITS FOR NEW STATE SPECIAL TAXES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Nullifies state taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that exempt
their revenues from voter-approved state spending limit. Requires pre-election and recurring audits of programs funded by new special taxes. Fiscal Impact: The net
fiscal effect is unknown as it depends on future decisions by voters, the legislature, and other policymakers. Supporters: CA Society of Certified Public Accountants
(CALCPAs); CalAsian Chamber of Commerce, California Taxpayers Association (CalTax). Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 41? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.38 0.42 0.34 0.18 0.21 0.36 0.43 0.44 0.46 0.42 0.41 0.39 0.18 0.30 0.44 0.31 0.39
No 0.47 0.47 0.46 0.65 0.65 0.50 0.42 0.40 0.39 0.41 0.45 0.44 0.59 0.55 0.39 0.53 0.47
Undecided (total) 0.16 0.11 0.20 0.17 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.17 0.14 0.18 0.23 0.15 0.17 0.16 0.14

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.11 0.07 0.15 0.10 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.12 0.18 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.11

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.04 0.05 0.07 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.05 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.03
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Table 19: Q14A/Q14B. PROPOSITION 41. PROHIBITS NEW STATE TAXES THAT EXCLUDE REVENUES FROM STATE SPENDING LIMIT. REQUIRES
AUDITS FOR NEW STATE SPECIAL TAXES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Nullifies state taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that exempt
their revenues from voter-approved state spending limit. Requires pre-election and recurring audits of programs funded by new special taxes. Fiscal Impact: The net
fiscal effect is unknown as it depends on future decisions by voters, the legislature, and other policymakers. Supporters: CA Society of Certified Public Accountants
(CALCPAs); CalAsian Chamber of Commerce, California Taxpayers Association (CalTax). Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 41? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.38 0.48 0.42 0.35 0.32 0.30 0.39 0.36 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.21 0.57 0.43 0.34 0.13 0.27
No 0.47 0.39 0.42 0.50 0.53 0.50 0.46 0.49 0.42 0.45 0.38 0.60 0.27 0.41 0.55 0.74 0.56
Undecided (total) 0.16 0.13 0.17 0.15 0.15 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.13 0.19 0.19 0.16 0.16 0.11 0.13 0.18

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.11 0.04 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.11 0.10 0.16 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.08 0.07 0.12

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.09 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.10 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.07 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.05

Table 20: Q14A/Q14B. PROPOSITION 41. PROHIBITS NEW STATE TAXES THAT EXCLUDE REVENUES FROM STATE SPENDING LIMIT. REQUIRES
AUDITS FOR NEW STATE SPECIAL TAXES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Nullifies state taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that exempt
their revenues from voter-approved state spending limit. Requires pre-election and recurring audits of programs funded by new special taxes. Fiscal Impact: The net
fiscal effect is unknown as it depends on future decisions by voters, the legislature, and other policymakers. Supporters: CA Society of Certified Public Accountants
(CALCPAs); CalAsian Chamber of Commerce, California Taxpayers Association (CalTax). Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers
West. (How did you vote/If the election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 41? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.38 0.84 0.78 0.43 0.13 0.03 0.83 0.09 0.06 0.33 0.39 0.43 0.28 0.26 0.39 0.14 0.83
No 0.47 0.08 0.09 0.37 0.66 0.85 0.08 0.76 0.80 0.54 0.44 0.42 0.56 0.56 0.45 0.68 0.07
Undecided (total) 0.16 0.08 0.13 0.20 0.21 0.12 0.09 0.15 0.14 0.13 0.17 0.15 0.16 0.18 0.15 0.18 0.10

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.11 0.03 0.10 0.16 0.15 0.09 0.06 0.11 0.09 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.04 0.12 0.15 0.08

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.15 0.03 0.03 0.02
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Table 21: Q15A/Q15B. PROPOSITION 42. PROHIBITS NEW STATE PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES AND CERTAIN RETROACTIVE STATE TAXES.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits any new state tax (1) imposed on the ownership of personal property (all things people own other than
real estate), or (2) that applies retroactively based on taxpayer’s past activities. Nullifies taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that conflict with this measure. Fiscal
Impact: Possibility that tax revenues will not go up as much in the future. Supporters: CA Professional Firefighters; State Building & Construction Trades Council
of CA; AMVETS Department of CA. Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers West. (How did you vote/If the election were held
today, how would you vote) on Proposition 42? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.43 0.44 0.44 0.55 0.43 0.29 0.47 0.48 0.45 0.37 0.70 0.19 0.84 0.47 0.43 0.43 0.43 -
No 0.45 0.46 0.46 0.33 0.40 0.51 0.41 0.40 0.41 0.52 0.26 0.66 0.08 0.43 0.45 0.43 0.45 -
Undecided (total) 0.12 0.09 0.10 0.12 0.17 0.19 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.11 0.04 0.15 0.07 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.11 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.08 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.09 0.18 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.04 0.11 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.00 0.11 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.07 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.02 0.00 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.14 0.00 -

Table 22: Q15A/Q15B. PROPOSITION 42. PROHIBITS NEW STATE PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES AND CERTAIN RETROACTIVE STATE TAXES.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits any new state tax (1) imposed on the ownership of personal property (all things people own other than
real estate), or (2) that applies retroactively based on taxpayer’s past activities. Nullifies taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that conflict with this measure. Fiscal
Impact: Possibility that tax revenues will not go up as much in the future. Supporters: CA Professional Firefighters; State Building & Construction Trades Council
of CA; AMVETS Department of CA. Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers West. (How did you vote/If the election were held
today, how would you vote) on Proposition 42? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.43 0.45 0.41 0.17 0.27 0.39 0.50 0.50 0.49 0.51 0.46 0.44 0.32 0.34 0.51 0.33 0.45
No 0.45 0.46 0.43 0.65 0.62 0.51 0.40 0.36 0.38 0.34 0.42 0.44 0.60 0.52 0.39 0.51 0.44
Undecided (total) 0.12 0.08 0.15 0.18 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.14 0.12 0.15 0.12 0.11 0.08 0.14 0.11 0.15 0.11

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.08 0.05 0.12 0.10 0.06 0.10 0.07 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.07 0.04 0.11 0.06 0.12 0.08

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.04 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.03
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Table 23: Q15A/Q15B. PROPOSITION 42. PROHIBITS NEW STATE PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES AND CERTAIN RETROACTIVE STATE TAXES.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits any new state tax (1) imposed on the ownership of personal property (all things people own other than
real estate), or (2) that applies retroactively based on taxpayer’s past activities. Nullifies taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that conflict with this measure. Fiscal
Impact: Possibility that tax revenues will not go up as much in the future. Supporters: CA Professional Firefighters; State Building & Construction Trades Council
of CA; AMVETS Department of CA. Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers West. (How did you vote/If the election were held
today, how would you vote) on Proposition 42? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.43 0.56 0.47 0.40 0.38 0.37 0.42 0.44 0.47 0.47 0.51 0.26 0.65 0.52 0.34 0.16 0.31
No 0.45 0.36 0.40 0.48 0.50 0.47 0.45 0.46 0.41 0.42 0.38 0.59 0.25 0.36 0.53 0.74 0.55
Undecided (total) 0.12 0.08 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.17 0.13 0.10 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.15 0.10 0.12 0.13 0.10 0.14

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.08 0.02 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.05 0.09

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.11 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.06 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.05

Table 24: Q15A/Q15B. PROPOSITION 42. PROHIBITS NEW STATE PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES AND CERTAIN RETROACTIVE STATE TAXES.
INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Prohibits any new state tax (1) imposed on the ownership of personal property (all things people own other than
real estate), or (2) that applies retroactively based on taxpayer’s past activities. Nullifies taxes enacted after January 1, 2026 that conflict with this measure. Fiscal
Impact: Possibility that tax revenues will not go up as much in the future. Supporters: CA Professional Firefighters; State Building & Construction Trades Council
of CA; AMVETS Department of CA. Opponents: U.S. Senator Bernie Sanders, SEIU United Healthcare Workers West. (How did you vote/If the election were held
today, how would you vote) on Proposition 42? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.43 0.89 0.86 0.52 0.17 0.05 0.89 0.11 0.10 0.38 0.45 0.49 0.32 0.34 0.45 0.20 0.88
No 0.45 0.06 0.08 0.33 0.65 0.84 0.05 0.76 0.80 0.54 0.42 0.38 0.57 0.52 0.44 0.65 0.07
Undecided (total) 0.12 0.05 0.06 0.16 0.18 0.11 0.06 0.13 0.10 0.08 0.13 0.12 0.11 0.14 0.12 0.15 0.06

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.08 0.03 0.04 0.11 0.11 0.09 0.03 0.10 0.06 0.06 0.09 0.09 0.07 0.01 0.09 0.13 0.04

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.04 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.14 0.02 0.03 0.02

13



Late October 2026 Berkeley IGS Poll — Statewide Likely voters

Table 25: Q16A/Q16B. PROPOSITION 43. LIMITS VOTERS’ ABILITY TO RAISE REVENUES FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES. LEGISLATIVE
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Limits voters’ ability to pass voter-approved local special taxes by increasing percentage of votes needed to approve such ballot
measure from a majority (over 50%) to two-thirds, beginning January 1, 2027. Fiscal Impact: Possibility that local government tax revenues will not go up as much in
the future due to a higher vote threshold for certain taxes. Supporters: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California; California Hispanic
Chambers of Commerce. Opponents: California Professional Firefighters; California Federation of Teachers; Nurse Alliance of SEIU CA. (How did you vote/If the
election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 43? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes 0.36 0.41 0.28 0.45 0.34 0.22 0.41 0.41 0.43 0.31 0.51 0.15 0.71 0.39 0.36 0.33 0.37 -
No 0.46 0.44 0.49 0.37 0.47 0.49 0.41 0.45 0.35 0.54 0.41 0.63 0.16 0.47 0.46 0.46 0.47 -
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.15 0.23 0.18 0.19 0.29 0.17 0.14 0.22 0.15 0.08 0.22 0.13 0.14 0.18 0.21 0.16 -

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.12 0.09 0.16 0.09 0.14 0.27 0.11 0.10 0.13 0.10 0.08 0.16 0.09 0.08 0.12 0.00 0.16 -

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.06 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.03 0.06 0.04 0.09 0.05 0.00 0.06 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.21 0.00 -

Table 26: Q16A/Q16B. PROPOSITION 43. LIMITS VOTERS’ ABILITY TO RAISE REVENUES FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES. LEGISLATIVE
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Limits voters’ ability to pass voter-approved local special taxes by increasing percentage of votes needed to approve such ballot
measure from a majority (over 50%) to two-thirds, beginning January 1, 2027. Fiscal Impact: Possibility that local government tax revenues will not go up as much in
the future due to a higher vote threshold for certain taxes. Supporters: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California; California Hispanic
Chambers of Commerce. Opponents: California Professional Firefighters; California Federation of Teachers; Nurse Alliance of SEIU CA. (How did you vote/If the
election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 43? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes 0.36 0.40 0.32 0.15 0.21 0.32 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.41 0.37 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.40 0.29 0.38
No 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.62 0.61 0.48 0.41 0.42 0.39 0.46 0.47 0.43 0.51 0.49 0.41 0.50 0.47
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.13 0.22 0.23 0.18 0.20 0.17 0.16 0.18 0.13 0.16 0.23 0.15 0.17 0.19 0.21 0.16

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.12 0.08 0.16 0.14 0.11 0.18 0.13 0.10 0.12 0.08 0.11 0.17 0.12 0.10 0.11 0.15 0.11

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.06 0.05 0.06 0.09 0.07 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.05
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Table 27: Q16A/Q16B. PROPOSITION 43. LIMITS VOTERS’ ABILITY TO RAISE REVENUES FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES. LEGISLATIVE
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Limits voters’ ability to pass voter-approved local special taxes by increasing percentage of votes needed to approve such ballot
measure from a majority (over 50%) to two-thirds, beginning January 1, 2027. Fiscal Impact: Possibility that local government tax revenues will not go up as much in
the future due to a higher vote threshold for certain taxes. Supporters: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California; California Hispanic
Chambers of Commerce. Opponents: California Professional Firefighters; California Federation of Teachers; Nurse Alliance of SEIU CA. (How did you vote/If the
election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 43? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes 0.36 0.47 0.41 0.32 0.29 0.33 0.36 0.36 0.37 0.38 0.42 0.23 0.51 0.45 0.25 0.10 0.31
No 0.46 0.41 0.42 0.49 0.53 0.43 0.46 0.47 0.48 0.46 0.36 0.57 0.32 0.38 0.65 0.73 0.48
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.13 0.17 0.19 0.18 0.23 0.18 0.17 0.16 0.16 0.22 0.19 0.18 0.17 0.10 0.17 0.21

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.12 0.06 0.11 0.14 0.13 0.12 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.12 0.05 0.12 0.12

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.06 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.12 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.09 0.07 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.09

Table 28: Q16A/Q16B. PROPOSITION 43. LIMITS VOTERS’ ABILITY TO RAISE REVENUES FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES. LEGISLATIVE
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. Limits voters’ ability to pass voter-approved local special taxes by increasing percentage of votes needed to approve such ballot
measure from a majority (over 50%) to two-thirds, beginning January 1, 2027. Fiscal Impact: Possibility that local government tax revenues will not go up as much in
the future due to a higher vote threshold for certain taxes. Supporters: California Taxpayers Association; Family Business Association of California; California Hispanic
Chambers of Commerce. Opponents: California Professional Firefighters; California Federation of Teachers; Nurse Alliance of SEIU CA. (How did you vote/If the
election were held today, how would you vote) on Proposition 43? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes 0.36 0.75 0.70 0.41 0.18 0.04 0.74 0.11 0.11 0.32 0.37 0.40 0.28 0.25 0.38 0.17 0.74
No 0.46 0.17 0.18 0.39 0.58 0.78 0.14 0.69 0.70 0.54 0.44 0.42 0.54 0.51 0.46 0.63 0.15
Undecided (total) 0.18 0.08 0.12 0.20 0.24 0.19 0.12 0.20 0.18 0.14 0.19 0.17 0.18 0.24 0.17 0.20 0.11

Undecided (haven’t
voted yet)

0.12 0.05 0.08 0.13 0.17 0.13 0.08 0.14 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.03 0.13 0.16 0.08

Don’t recall/left
blank/ref (already
voted)

0.06 0.03 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.03 0.06 0.05 0.07 0.22 0.03 0.04 0.03
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Table 29: Q17A/Q17B. Propositions 41 and 42 were both placed on the ballot by opponents of Proposition 40, the billionaires tax initiative, and each one includes
provisions that would nullify enactment of Proposition 40 should it pass and either Propositions 41 or 42 pass by a larger margin. Were you aware of the connections
relating to these three ballot propositions? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Region Party registration Likelihood of voting

Total LA
County

San
Diego

County

Orange
County

Inland
Empire

Central
Coast

Central
Valley
(total)

Sacra-
mento/
North
Valley

San
Joaquin
Valley

SF Bay
Area

North
Coast/
Sierras

Demo-
crat

Repub-
lican

No party
prefer-

ence/other

Likely
voters
(total)

Already
voted

Likely/not
voted yet

Not a
likely
voter

unweighted n 1892.00 424.00 200.00 160.00 169.00 124.00 307.00 186.00 121.00 466.00 42.00 1010.00 478.00 404.00 1892.00 858.00 1034.00 0.00
weighted n 1477.70 329.34 147.55 122.31 159.26 96.97 255.97 152.06 103.91 336.20 30.11 712.76 392.16 372.78 1477.70 390.18 1087.52 0.00
Yes, was aware 0.55 0.56 0.57 0.52 0.43 0.44 0.57 0.65 0.46 0.61 0.47 0.58 0.53 0.51 0.55 0.57 0.54 -
No, was not aware 0.35 0.37 0.34 0.31 0.44 0.39 0.33 0.30 0.38 0.30 0.37 0.34 0.32 0.39 0.35 0.29 0.37 -
Not sure 0.11 0.07 0.10 0.16 0.13 0.17 0.09 0.05 0.16 0.09 0.17 0.08 0.15 0.11 0.11 0.14 0.09 -

Table 30: Q17A/Q17B. Propositions 41 and 42 were both placed on the ballot by opponents of Proposition 40, the billionaires tax initiative, and each one includes
provisions that would nullify enactment of Proposition 40 should it pass and either Propositions 41 or 42 pass by a larger margin. Were you aware of the connections
relating to these three ballot propositions? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Gender Age Race/ethnicity Generation

Total Male Female 18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65 or older
(net)

65-74 75 or
older

White
non-Hispanic

Latino
(net)

Black Asian/Pac
Isle

1st
generation

2nd
generation

3rd+
generation

unweighted n 1892.00 1033.00 859.00 162.00 247.00 246.00 503.00 734.00 396.00 338.00 1115.00 400.00 55.00 270.00 367.00 375.00 1140.00
weighted n 1477.70 703.62 774.08 98.18 198.98 191.60 394.94 594.00 328.46 265.54 857.38 316.28 78.95 212.00 238.44 277.57 947.23
Yes, was aware 0.55 0.59 0.51 0.58 0.61 0.53 0.53 0.54 0.56 0.52 0.57 0.47 0.56 0.57 0.51 0.58 0.55
No, was not aware 0.35 0.31 0.38 0.37 0.33 0.39 0.35 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.38 0.39 0.30 0.34 0.31 0.35
Not sure 0.11 0.10 0.11 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.12 0.13 0.11 0.15 0.09 0.14 0.04 0.13 0.14 0.11 0.10

Table 31: Q17A/Q17B. Propositions 41 and 42 were both placed on the ballot by opponents of Proposition 40, the billionaires tax initiative, and each one includes
provisions that would nullify enactment of Proposition 40 should it pass and either Propositions 41 or 42 pass by a larger margin. Were you aware of the connections
relating to these three ballot propositions? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Education Household income Marital status Religious preference

Total High
school

grad or
less

Some
college/

trade
school

College
graduate

(BA)

Post
graduate
education

Less than
$39,999

$40,000-
$99,999

$100,000-
$199,999

$200,000 or
more

Married/
live

together

Sepa-
rated/

divorced/
widowed

Single/
never

married

Protes-
tant/

Christian
Catholic

Other
religion

Atheist No pref-
erence

unweighted n 1892.00 142.00 441.00 678.00 629.00 218.00 542.00 640.00 440.00 1166.00 330.00 393.00 489.00 357.00 186.00 308.00 549.00
weighted n 1477.70 116.42 552.91 498.15 309.04 166.85 469.66 494.63 310.47 885.42 291.63 298.16 460.14 253.55 146.71 200.21 414.98
Yes, was aware 0.55 0.51 0.50 0.59 0.59 0.44 0.53 0.54 0.65 0.58 0.47 0.52 0.46 0.53 0.61 0.65 0.58
No, was not aware 0.35 0.33 0.38 0.33 0.33 0.41 0.36 0.37 0.28 0.31 0.43 0.39 0.38 0.34 0.34 0.29 0.35
Not sure 0.11 0.16 0.12 0.09 0.08 0.16 0.11 0.09 0.07 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.15 0.13 0.06 0.06 0.08
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Table 32: Q17A/Q17B. Propositions 41 and 42 were both placed on the ballot by opponents of Proposition 40, the billionaires tax initiative, and each one includes
provisions that would nullify enactment of Proposition 40 should it pass and either Propositions 41 or 42 pass by a larger margin. Were you aware of the connections
relating to these three ballot propositions? (Statewide Likely Voters)

Political ideology Political identifiers Union HH Tenure 2024 vote for President

Total Strongly
conservative

Somewhat
conserva-

tive

Moder-
ate

Somewhat
liberal

Strongly
liberal

MAGA Progres-
sive

Democratic
Socialist

Yes No Own Renter/
other

Didn’t
vote

Voted
(net)

Harris Trump

unweighted n 1892.00 200.00 274.00 433.00 425.00 555.00 271.00 838.00 496.00 451.00 1440.00 1228.00 662.00 141.00 1751.00 1184.00 449.00
weighted n 1477.70 189.89 241.10 373.51 309.69 359.84 279.77 573.86 349.72 364.67 1111.50 965.20 511.47 182.35 1295.35 796.89 453.11
Yes, was aware 0.55 0.55 0.41 0.53 0.52 0.67 0.48 0.61 0.60 0.60 0.53 0.55 0.55 0.49 0.56 0.58 0.50
No, was not aware 0.35 0.26 0.46 0.35 0.38 0.28 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.33 0.35 0.34 0.36 0.37 0.34 0.34 0.35
Not sure 0.11 0.18 0.13 0.12 0.09 0.05 0.18 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.12 0.11 0.09 0.14 0.10 0.08 0.14
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Table 33: Voting preferences on Propositions 40, 41 and 42 by awareness of their connections (Statewide Likely Voters)
Aware that Prop 41 and 42 are connected to Prop 40 backers

Total voters Yes, aware No, not aware Not sure

unweighted n 1892.00 1101.00 601.00 190.00
weighted n 1477.70 808.13 513.30 156.27
Voting preferences on Prop 40

Voting Yes 0.42 0.43 0.44 0.31
Voting No 0.50 0.52 0.46 0.51

Undecided (total) 0.08 0.05 0.10 0.17
Undecided (haven’t voted yet) 0.06 0.04 0.09 0.09
Don’t recall/left blank/ref (already voted) 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.08

Voting preferences on Prop 41
Voting Yes 0.38 0.37 0.38 0.39

Voting No 0.47 0.55 0.41 0.21
Undecided (total) 0.16 0.07 0.21 0.39

Undecided (haven’t voted yet) 0.11 0.05 0.18 0.24
Don’t recall/left blank/ref (already voted) 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.15

Voting preferences on Prop 42

Voting Yes 0.43 0.42 0.45 0.46
Voting No 0.45 0.52 0.40 0.22
Undecided (total) 0.12 0.06 0.15 0.32

Undecided (haven’t voted yet) 0.08 0.04 0.13 0.17
Don’t recall/left blank/ref (already voted) 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.15
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