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MARGIN OF SAMPLING ERROR +3.7% (95% CONFIDENCE LEVEL)
RESEARCH A/B SPLITS
(PHONE ONLY)
Hello, I'm calling from , a public opinion research company. We are conducting a survey about

different issues facing residents of the City of Los Angeles. Please be assured that | am not trying to sell you anything or
ask for a donation of any kind, and that your participation and responses will be kept confidential. May | please speak with

? (MUST SPEAK WITH THE VOTER LISTED AND VERIFY THEY LIVE AT THE LISTED ADDRESS—OTHERWISE
TERMINATE.)

(PHONE ONLY)

A Before we begin, have | reached you on a cell phone? (IF ON CELL PHONE, ASK: If you are currently driving or
otherwise occupied, please confirm that it is safe for you to take this survey without endangering yourself or
others.)

Yes, on cell and can safely take survey 74%
Yes, on cell and should reschedule (RESCHEDULE)
No, not on cell 26%

(ONLINE ONLY)

A. Thank you for participating in this public opinion survey about different issues facing residents of Los Angeles.
Please be assured that we are not trying to sell you anything or ask for a donation of any kind, and that your
participation and responses will be kept confidential.

If you are taking this survey on a mobile device and are currently driving or otherwise occupied, please confirm
that it is safe for you to take this survey without endangering yourself or others.

Yes, can safely take survey 100%
I'll come back later (DIVERT TO LANDING PAGE)

(RESUME ASKING ALL RESPONDENTS)
la. First, would you say things in the State of California are headed in the right direction, or do you feel they are off
on the wrong track?

Right direction 26%
Wrong track 60%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Don’t know 15%

1b. Next, would you say things in the City of Los Angeles are headed in the right direction, or do you feel they are off
on the wrong track?

Right direction 16%
Wrong track 67%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Don’t know 17%
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2. Now you will see a list of some issues facing the City of Los Angeles. For each one, please indicate whether you
think it is a very serious problem, a serious problem, somewhat of a problem, or not a problem at all. (ONLINE:
SHOW ALL ANSWER OPTIONS) (RANDOMIZE)

Very Serious Smwt Not a Not Total
SS Serious Problem ofa Problem Sure Very/
Problem Problem at All Serious
a. (T) Homelessness A 76% 19% 5% 0% 0% 95%
b. (T) Housing Affordability 72% 15% 9% 3% 1% 87%
c. (T) Traffic Congestion A 39% 37% 22% 1% 1% 76%
d. (T) Public Safety B 39% 24% 30% 6% 2% 62%
e. (T) Taxes B 44% 29% 19% 6% 2% 73%
f.  (T) Jobs and economic development A 37% 35% 23% 3% 2% 72%
g. (T) Immigration B 33% 10% 16% 38% 2% 43%
h.  (T) Quality of public schools B 36% 26% 22% 4% 11% 62%
i.  (T)Air quality A 23% 23% 39% 15% 1% 45%
j- The cost of living A 75% 15% 9% 0% 0% 90%
k.  Rising utility costs B 56% 21% 19% 2% 2% 78%
l. City government mismanagement A 57% 22% 14% 2% 5% 79%
m. City budget cuts from the Federal B 49% 23% 13% 89% 7% 72%
government
3. (T) How easy or difficult is it for you personally to afford housing in the City of Los Angeles: very easy, somewhat
easy, somewhat difficult, or very difficult?

TOTAL EASY 26%

Very easy 6%

Somewhat easy 20%

TOTAL DIFFICULT 70%

Somewhat difficult 33%

Very difficult 37%

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 5%

4.

And how easy or difficult do you think it is for most other people in the City of Los Angeles to afford housing: very
easy, somewhat easy, somewhat difficult, or very difficult?

TOTAL EASY 3%
Very easy 0%
Somewhat easy 3%
TOTAL DIFFICULT 96%
Somewhat difficult 26%
Very difficult 69%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 1%
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5. (T*) Have you given any consideration to moving out of the City of Los Angeles because of the rising costs of
housing? (PHONE: IF YES, ASK: “Have you given it serious consideration or just some consideration?”)(ONLINE:
SHOW ALL ANSWER OPTIONS)
Yes, | have given it serious consideration 37%
Yes, | have given it some consideration 26%
No, | have not considered it 32%
Not sure 5%
6. (T) Just so everyone is represented, do you own or rent your current residence?
Own 46%
Rent 43%
Other/live with temporarily with family members or friends 7%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say/not sure 1%
7. For each of the following groups, please indicate how much confidence you have in their ability to improve housing
affordability in the City of LA: a great deal of confidence, some confidence, not too much or no confidence at all.
(ONLINE: SHOW ALL ANSWER OPTIONS) (RANDOMIZE)
Great Not too
Great Not too None Not
S8 Deal Some Much at All Sure )/ IVEL/
Some None
a. California State government 9% 22% 27% 39% 4% 30% 66%
b. LA County government 6% 19% 31% 40% 4% 25% 71%
c. LA City government 7% 16% 33% 41% 3% 23% 74%
d.  For-profit real estate developers 7% 17% 20% 52% 5% 24% 71%
e. Non-profit affordable housing 89% 26% 329% 28% 7% 34% 59%
developers
8. (T*) Please indicate which of the following two statements about housing you agree with more. Please pick one,

even if it is hard to do so. (ROTATE; PHONE: READ OPTIONS)

The lack of affordable housing in Los Angeles is now so serious that state 40%
government should assume a bigger role and require local communities to build

more housing in their areas or be penalized

OR

Decisions about building more housing in Los Angeles should remain in the hands 20%
of local LA City officials

Neither/both 30%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 10%
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9. (T*) Now here is another pair of statements about housing and again pick the one you agree with more even if it
is hard to do so. (ROTATE; PHONE: READ OPTIONS)
The City SHOULD substantially increase the number of new housing units to 48%
address the lack of accessible and affordable housing
OR
The City should NOT substantially increase the number of new housing units, 34%
because it will worsen traffic congestion and neighborhood quality of life, and
won’t necessarily make housing more affordable
Neither 11%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 7%
10. (T*) Next, moving on, here are different types of rental housing that could be developed throughout Los Angeles.
For each one, please indicate whether you would favor or oppose building this type of rental housing throughout
Los Angeles. (RANDOMIZE; PHONE: IF FAVOR/OPPOSE, ASK: “Is that strongly FAVOR/OPPOSE or just
somewhat?”)
ss Strongly Smwt Smwt Strongly Not Total Total
Favor Favor Oppose  Oppose Sure Favor Oppose
a. (T ) Housing for low-income A 59% 6% 89% 4% 29 85% 12%
seniors over the age of 65
b. (T*) Housing for veterans B 68% 21% 2% 5% 4% 89% 7%
C (T*) Affordable housing A 58% 27% 7% 5% 3% 85% 12%
(*T) Affordable housing, which is
defined as housing for
individual Eamili h
individuals and families whose 5570, gy 6% 9% 5%  80%  15%
income falls within a specific
range that is mostly at or below
the median income for the area
e. (T*) Housing for public service
workers, like teachers or A 38% 32% 10% 15% 5% 70% 25%
firefighters
f.  Housingaffordable formiddie- = ggo 55 7% 4% 5% 84%  12%
class families and individuals
g (T*) Housing for low-income 54%  24%  10% 9% 4% 78%  18%
families with children
h. (T*) Long- housi ith
(T*) Long-term housing wit A 39%  29%  10%  19% 3% 67%  30%
services for homeless people
i Permanent supportive housing B 48% 23% 3% 15% 59 71% 23%

for homeless people
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(ASK HOMEOWNERS ONLY, Q6 CODED 1, n=343)
11. (T) Do you believe that more affordable rental housing being built in your neighborhood for people with low to
moderate incomes will reduce the value of your home, increase the value of your home, or have no effect?

Reduce the value 49%
Increase the value 5%
Have no effect 31%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 15%

(RENTERS ONLY, Q6 CODED 2 AND SPLIT SAMPLE A ONLY, n=163)
12. (T*) Do you believe that building more affordable rental housing for people with low to moderate incomes in your
neighborhood will reduce the amount that you pay for rent, increase the amount that you pay for rent, or have no

effect?

Reduce the amount you pay for rent 25%
Increase the amount you pay for rent 18%
Have no effect 43%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 14%

(RENTERS ONLY, Q6 CODED 2 AND SPLIT SAMPLE B ONLY, n=157)
13. (T*) Do you believe that building more affordable rental housing in Los Angeles for people with low to moderate
incomes will reduce the amount that you pay for rent, increase the amount that you pay for rent, or have no effect?

(RESUME ASKING ALL RESPONDENTS)

Reduce the amount you pay for rent 30%
Increase the amount you pay for rent 21%
Have no effect 32%
DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 18%

14. To make it faster and less expensive to build affordable housing, the City of LA now fast-tracks City permits to build
rental housing that is affordable for low-income residents. Do you favor or oppose expanding that policy to fast-
track City permits for building apartments affordable for middle-income residents in commercial and industrial
areas that are near public transit? (PHONE: IF FAVOR/OPPOSE, ASK: Is that strongly or just somewhat

FAVOR/OPPOSE?)

TOTAL FAVOR 71%
Strongly favor 49%
Somewhat favor 22%
TOTAL OPPOSE 23%
Somewhat oppose 11%
Strongly oppose 12%

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 6%
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15. Here are some proposals for making rental housing more affordable in Los Angeles. Please indicate whether you
favor or oppose each proposal. (RANDOMIZE; PHONE: IF FAVOR/OPPOSE, ASK: “Is that strongly FAVOR/OPPOSE
or just somewhat?”)

Strongly Smwt Smwt Strongly Not Total Total

ss Support Support Oppose Oppose Sure Support  Oppose

a. (T)Speed up the approval for
new apartment buildings that
include some affordable housing
as long as they are located near 39% 32% 11% 11% 6% 72% 22%
public transit or on underutilized
land in high-density, urban
areas.

b. (T) Guarantee approval for new
apartment projects that dedicate
20% of the units for low-income
residents.

c. (T) Change the law to make it
possible to build larger
apartment and retail buildings
with greater densities along
major transportation corridors
and in commercial areas.

d. (T)Allow new apartments to be
built in neighborhoods that
currently only have single family
homes.

e. (T)Allow single-family homes to
be replaced with duplex, triplex, B 26% 26% 16% 26% 7% 51% 42%
or fourplex rental units.

f.  Allow housing to be built on
City-owned parking lots

31% 33% 15% 16% 5% 64% 31%

32% 34% 12% 13% 9% 66% 25%

24% 16% 22% 36% 2% 40% 58%

33% 29% 12% 18% 8% 61% 31%

16. Do you agree or disagree with the following statement: Increasing the supply of rental housing affordable for low-
income residents will lead to a significant reduction in homelessness in the City of LA. (PHONE: IF
AGREE/DISAGREE, ASK: “Is that strongly AGREE/DISAGREE or just somewhat?”)

TOTAL AGREE 51%
Strongly agree 23%
Somewhat agree 28%
TOTAL DISAGREE 42%
Somewhat disagree 21%
Strongly disagree 21%

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Not sure 7%
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17. (T*-21) As Los Angeles City officials choose how to use existing funds to deal with homelessness, which of the
following do you think should be the top priority? (ROTATE; PHONE: READ OPTIONS)

Building long-term housing for homeless people with services, even though it costs 25%
more to build, takes longer to develop and may serve only a small portion of the

homeless population

OR

Focusing on short-term shelter sites that are cheaper and quicker to 44%
build, and can be a step toward permanent housing for the majority of

the homeless population, even though they are temporary

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Neither/Not sure 31%
18. Next, there may be a statewide measure on the California ballot this November that may read as follows:

LIMITS ABILITY OF VOTERS TO RAISE REVENUES FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES. Limits voters’ ability to pass
voter-proposed local special taxes by raising the vote approval threshold requirement from 50% to two-thirds.
Prohibits voters from approving certain real estate transfer taxes. Overturns all existing voter-approved property-
related taxes, including real estate transfer taxes, that do not comply with these requirements within two years.
Summary of fiscal impact: Annual loss of revenues to local governments totaling up to a couple of billion dollars.
Potential future reduction in local government revenues.

Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?
(ONLINE: SHOW ANSWER OPTIONS FOR “YES,” “NO” AND “DON’T KNOW”)

(IF YES/NO, ASK: Is that definitely or just probably YES/NO?)
(IF DON’T KNOW, ASK: Do you lean toward voting yes or no?)

TOTAL YES 31%
Definitely yes 17%
Probably yes 6%
Undecided, lean yes 8%
TOTAL NO 51%
Undecided, lean no 5%
Probably no 11%
Definitely no 35%

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Don’t know/No answer 18%
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19. Here are some statewide proposals for making housing more affordable in California. Please indicate whether you
favor or oppose each proposal. (RANDOMIZE; PHONE: IF FAVOR/OPPOSE, ASK: “Is that strongly FAVOR/OPPOSE
or just somewhat?”)

Strongly Smwt Smwt Strongly Not Total Total

SS
Favor Favor Oppose  Oppose Sure Favor Oppose

a. Reduce environmental
regulations and zoning limits
that make it time-consuming 33% 22% 17% 20% 8% 55% 37%
and expensive to build new
housing

b. Reduce taxes that make it
expensive to build and sell new 44% 25% 12% 10% 9% 69% 22%
housing

c.  Encourage the growth of
housing in suburban
communities where more land is
available

d. Encourage more modular and
mass-produced housing

e. Expanding first-time homebuyer
programs while giving the State
shared financial benefits from
home purchases

f.  Leverage new technologies and
construction methods to reduce B 54% 25% 5% 5% 11% 79% 10%
building costs

g. Close tax loopholes to generate
up to $20 billion annually which
can be used to attract private 32% 32% 6% 9% 21% 64% 15%
investment in building new
affordable housing

h.  Preventing corporate ownership

41% 35% 9% 8% 8% 75% 17%

A 34% 26% 14% 16% 10% 60% 30%

44% 31% 6% 7% 12% 75% 13%

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,

of affordable housing buildings >2% 17% 11% 6% 14% 69% 17%
i. Create caps on rent increases 46% 24% 9% 17% 5% 69% 26%
j- Declare a state of emergency on

housing affordability and require

state agencies to approve or 35% 33% 11% 10% 11% 68% 21%

deny housing permits within 90

days
k. Fa)i,f,)sjil»: the review of housing A 16% 30% 39% 2% 20% 75% 5%
l. Create a one-stop shop for State

approvals for affordable housing B 48% 26% 3% 7% 16% 74% 10%

builders
m. Make underutilized State land 44% 35% 59 7% 89% 29% 13%

available for building housing
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You are almost done with the survey, and the final questions are for classification purposes only.

20. (T) What was the last grade of school or level of education you completed? As a reminder, your answer is
completely confidential and is being used for statistical purposes only.

Did not graduate high school 1%
High school graduate 8%
Vocational training or technical school 13%
Some college, but no degree 17%
2-year college/Associate degree 7%
Four-year college degree 26%
Masters’, PhD or professional degree 22%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 5%
21. (T) How would you describe your views on political issues?

(ROTATE TOP-TO-BOTTOM; PHONE: READ OPTIONS)

Very liberal 21%
Liberal 24%
Moderate 32%
Somewhat conservative 12%
Very conservative 6%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 5%

22. With which racial or ethnic group do you identify yourself?

Latino or Hispanic 32%
White 43%
Black or African American 8%
Asian or Pacific Islander 9%
Multiracial 3%
Some other ethnic or racial background (SPECIFY ) 2%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 3%
23. For statistical purposes only, which of the following best represents the annual income of your household before
taxes in 20257
Less than $50,000 16%
$50,000 to $75,000 18%
$75,001 to $100,000 16%
$100,001 to $150,000 17%
More than $150,000 25%

(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 9%
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24, Lastly, what is your gender?
Male 47%
Female 52%
Non-binary 0%
(DON’T READ ON PHONE) Prefer not to say 1%

(THANK AND TERMINATE INTERVIEW)
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‘ SAMPLE VARIABLES \

PARTY REGISTRATION

Democrat 55%
Republican 15%
No Party Preference 23%
Other 7%

CITY COUNCIL DISTRICT

1 6%
2 8%
3 5%
4 10%
5 8%
6 4%
7 6%
8 5%
9 5%
10 8%
11 8%
12 10%
13 5%
14 6%
15 6%
PAST ELECTION PARTICIPATION

P18 35%
G18 52%
P20 43%
G20 66%
P22 43%
G22 51%
P24 45%
G24 61%

Blank 23%
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AGE

18-24
25-29
30-34
35-39
40-44
45-49
50-54
55-59
60-64
65-74
75+

MODE OF CONTACT
Phone

Email

Text

A/B SPLIT SAMPLE
A
B

LANGUAGE
English
Spanish

LABC INSTITUTE SURVEY ON HOUSING SUPPLY AND AFFORDABILITY

10%
8%
10%
12%
8%
8%
7%
7%
8%
13%
10%

49%
32%
19%

50%
50%

95%
5%
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