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The PACE/USC Rossier poll

* Registered California voters.
* Annually (mostly) since 2012.
* Online poll conducted by Tulchin Research.

* Mixture of new and legacy questions on state and national
education policy issues.




Nine findings in nine minutes




1. Gun Violence in Schools Is the Top Issue for
Voters

Reducing gun violence in schools 58 32
Making college more affordable 45 45
Reducing teacher shortages 38 52
Improving education funding 42 48
Increasing the number of students who finish college 34 55
Supporting struggling schools 38 50
Holding public charter schools accountable 36 52
Improving school discipline 34 49
Increasing access to early education 33 51
Improving services for English learners 27 56
Expanding school choice through public charter schools 20 47
Increasing the number of public charter schools 22 43
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And voters support many measures to reduce
gun violence

Expanding public mental health options in your area “ 32
= . , , :
racticing active shooter drills more often in 39

your schools

Banning and confiscating assault rifles or other 53

high-capacityfirearms frompeople in your area

Installing metal detectors in your schools 40
Hiring additional armed security in your schools 39
Allowing your local school teachers to bring a gun into 18
the classroom for protection F
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2. Voters are Concerned about College Affordability
Improving quality in K-12 educacti;)i[wdfersgaj;ﬁ;jfé h 51

Keeping college affordable for young people age 18-25 17
Ensuring career readiness for young people age 16-21 19

E di -K educati for child
xpanding pre-K education programs for children 17

age 3-5

Ensuring college readiness for young people age 16-21 17

Providing pre-natal care and early childhood programs 9
for children age 0-3 F
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3. College Outcomes are a High Priority for Voters

Increasing the number of students who complete college “ 26 ﬁ
once enrolled
Ensuring that students graduate from college with 28

less debt

Increasing the number of students who enroll in college 26
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4. Early Childhood Education is Lower Priority for
Voters

Should

California How should 41%

increase California Spend Less

spending on increase on Other 50%
childcare and allocation Programs Increase
educational to Early Taxes
programs Childhood

for children Education?

age 0-5?

Don’t Know
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5. Support Is High for LCFF, Despite Low Awareness

* This year, 30% of LA voters said they had heard or read a
little or a lot about LCFF, compared to 25% statewide.

* Awareness of local LCAP meetings and activities was 26% in
LA, compared to 21% statewide.

* Among those who have heard of LCFF, 70% have a positive
view of the policy (versus 13% with a negative view).




6. Familiarity with California School Dashboard is Low

50%

How familiar Heard of H.a:e ()i(ou 21%
are you with Dashboard visite Once
the new or Twice
the new _ _
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| website? Several
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7. Voters have Positive Views of Local Schools
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8. Voters Support Teachers’ Right to Strike

(California)
Do you support or oppose public school 20
teachers'right to strike to demand better |G -7

compensation and benefits?

(Los Angeles)
Do you support or oppose public school 15

teachers’ right to strike to demand better | 74

compensation and benefits?

(California)
Do you support or oppose public school
teachers’ right to strike?

24

-y

(Los Angles) 17
Do you support or oppose public school

69
teachers' right to strike? —
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9. Voters Support Affirmative Action but Have Mixed Feelings About

Current Court Cases

Children from low-income families

Children from rural or under-served areas

Children from underrepresented racial or ethnic groups
Children of that university’s graduates

Elite athletes

Children of that university’s donors

B Strongly support Somewhat support
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Discuss

“What are your recommendations
to local decisionmakers about
actions that should be taken based
on these poll results?”
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