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Findings in Brief Public sharply divided over homosexual relations

» The California public appears to be sharply divided iCalifornians are sharply divided on the issue of whether sexual
their attitude toward homosexual relations. Almostelations between two adults of the same sex is wrong or not.
one half (45%) believe that homosexual relations ar&lmost one half (45%) say such relations are wrong (40% always
wrong (40% saying always wrong and 5% almosand 5% almost always). An equally large segment (47%) have an
always wrong). About the same percentage (47%gpposite view (38% not at all wrong and 9% only sometimes
have an opposite view (38% feel that homosexuatrong). Another 8% have no opinion.
relations are not at all wrong and another 9% feel they.
are sometimes wrong).

Table 1
Attitudes toward homosexual relations

 Californians are also divided over the pace of the gay Always/almost Sometimes/Not ~ No

rights agenda, with 41% reporting that gay rights lead- always wrong  atall wrong opinion
. ) 5 :
zgsc)i;(arizlﬁhlng too fast, while 39% perceive the pace 85 owide 45% 47 3
L 0 . . L Male 47% 45 8
A majority (56%) of the California public disapprovesgemale 43% 48 9
of allowing two people of the same sex to marry and
; 8-29 41% 55 4
have regular marriage laws apply to them. The propo 0-39 46% 12 12
tion who approves of same-sex marriages (38%) h%_ 49 480/2 45 -
increased over the past 20 years. 50-59 47% a4 9
* Nearly half (49%) of Californians would favor a state®0* 45% 44 1
law barring recognition of same-sex marriages peiProtestant 53% 39 8
formed in other states. Catholic 53% 36 11
Other 33% 64 3
* Legal recognition of family rights for domestic part-No preference 17% 76 7
ners is favor large majority (67%) of Califor-
n;:gs avored by a large majority (67%) of Califo LS. or less — 37 8
’ Some college 40% 50 10
« A smaller majority (59%) also favors the extension ofollege degree 32‘;/0 60 8
financial aid status to domestic partners. Post graduate 24% 68 8
0,
» Nearly seven in ten (69%) Californians now favorgggnuot;irg;n gio//z i?) é
granting child custody rights to a gay or lesbian parem, e, 35% 46 19
if the courts find him or her fit to care for the childinall .
other ways. This marks a significant shift in public\lf\gt‘i'rt_]% gioﬁ’ g; ;
o0 ()
opinion over the last two decades. Black/Afr. Amer. 58% 5 17
« Most California adults (67%) report having no personafsian/other 45% 46 9
identification with the gay and lesbian community. |dentify with Gays/Lesbians*
0,
* One in five (19%) Californians say that someone closg lot 15 4{% 8752 54
to them has either tested positive for HIV or is infecte&ot at all 57% 32 11

with the AIDS virus.

* (It is difficult in general public opinion surveys such as this one to obtain

Nearly one in seven (14%) report knowing someoneaccurate measures as to whether arespondent is heterosexual, gay, lesbian or
. bisexual. Typically, a straightforward question about the respondent’s sexual

close to them who has died from complications asSSOCl-yrientation produces statistics which appear to understate the true incidence

ated with AIDS.

Six in ten (60%) Californians approve of needle ex-

of homosexuals within the population.

A surrogate measure often used in surveys is to ask respondents to describe
how much they personally identify with the gay or leshian community — a lot,

change programs designed to prevent the spread afome or notatall. That portion which attests to a high degree of identification

AIDS and the HIV virus.
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usually includes a large proportion of homosexuals.)




Sub-group differences

Segments of the population registering significantly hig
than the average belief that sexual relations between
adults of the same sex are wrong include Latinos (6
Blacks (58%), Protestants and Catholics (53% each), t
with a high school education or less (55%), and those
identify as Republicans (54%).

Those registering significantly lower than the average bg
that sexual relations between two adults of the same se
wrong include those with no religious preference (179
those with post-graduate college education (24%), coll
graduates (32%), white non-Hispanics (36%), those notic
tified as Democrats or Republicans (35%), and people
identify a lot with gays/lesbians (10%).

Division over pace of gay rights agenda

When Californians are asked about the pace at which
rights leaders are moving their agenda, near equal prg
tions say they are either pushing too fast (41%) or movin

about the right speed (39%). Another 6% feel they are gging3(_3q

too slow, and 14% have no opinion.

Larger proportions of people who identify with the Repulli-

can Party (61%), men (47%), people 60 or older (49

Protestants (49%), and those with no personal identificaf

with the gay/lesbian community (49%) feel gay rights lead
are pushing to fast.

Majority opposed to same-sex marriages.

neCurrently, a majority of Californians (56%) disapproves ar
tv@8% approve of allowing homosexuals to marry members
Yheir own sex and have regular marriage laws apply to the
osdile 6% have no opinion.

w]-(figh disapproval levels of same sex marriages exist amg
men (61%), those 60 and older (69%), Protestants (65
lighose who have a high school or less education (639
K &epublicans (72%), Blacks (66%), Latinos (64%) and tho
o)who have no identification with the gay and lesbian comm
pguty (65%).
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ho Table 3
Allow same-sex marriages
Approve Disapprove No opinion
Statewide 38% 56 6
9W\tale 35% 61 4
POrFemale 40% 51 9
0at g o9 47% 48 5
39% 53 8
40-49 40% 55 5
i 50-59 35% 59 6
60+ 22% 69 9
0 1
i onProtestant 29% 65 6
Catholic 29% 61 10
€IS Other 50% 44 6
No preference 66% 31 3
H.S. or less 28% 63 9
Some college 45% 51 4
College degree 47% 45 8
Post graduate 51% 46 3
Democrat 47% 47 6
Republican 24% 72 4
Other 43% 44 13
White 43% 51 6
Latino 26% 64 10
Black/African American  28% 66 6
Asian/other 37% 56 7
Identify with Gays/Lesbians
A lot 67% 30 3
Some 58% 38 4
Not at all 27% 65 8

Approval has increased over time

Table 2
Pace of gay rights agenda

Pushing About Too No

too fast right slow opinion
Statewide 41% 39 6 14
Male 47% 36 5 12
Female 34% 42 7 17
18-29 31% 50 7 12
30-39 43% 31 5 21
40-49 40% 42 3 15
50-59 44% 31 9 16
60+ 49% 35 5 11
Protestant 49% 36 4 11
Catholic 40% 33 6 21
Other 35% 52 5 8
No preference 25% 53 10 12
H.S. or less 42% 35 6 17
Some college 39% 40 7 14
College degree 38% 45 2 15
Post graduate 38% 48 4 10
Democrat 29% 48 8 15
Republican 61% 27 3 9
Other 26% 37 6 31
White 40% 43 5 12
Latino 44% 28 9 19
Black/Afr. Amer. 45% 26 7 22
Asian/other 29% 48 2 21

Identify with Gays/Lesbians

A lot 18% 59 17 6
Some 26% 54 11 9
Not at all 49% 30 2 19

twenty years show an increase (from 28% to 38%) in t
proportion of Californians approving of same sex marriage
Table 4
Trend of approval/disapproval of same sex marriages
Approve Disapprove No opinion
1997 38% 56 6
1985 30% 62 8
1977 28% 59 13
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Public almost evenly divided over barring recognition Legal recognition of family rights supported for

of same sex marriages performed in other states

With respect to whether Californians favor or oppose legisA’/hile a majority of Californians opposes same sex ma

lation to bar recognition of same sex marriages performe
other states, opinion is sharply divided. About one-h
(49%) favor such legislation, and 43% are opposed to a
that would not allow the state to recognize same sex 1
riages performed in other states.

Majorities of people ages 50 or older (56% to 57%), th
who identify with Republicans (62%), Protestants and Ca

lics (55% to 57%) and Latinos (59%) approve of barring
recognition of same sex marriages performed out of sfate.

Opposition to such legislation is highest among people u
the age of 30 (51%), those with at least a college degree

to 56%), adults with no religious preference (69%) o
preference other than Protestant or Catholic (57%), and t
who identify a lot (70%) or some (59%) with the gay/lesb
community.

Table 5

Barring recognition of same-sex marriages
performed in other states

Favor Oppose  No opinion
Statewide 49% 43 8
Male 50% 43 7
Female 48% 44 8
18-29 39% 51 10
30-39 51% 44 5
40-49 48% 46 6
50-59 56% 38 6
60+ 57% 33 10
Protestant 57% 36 7
Catholic 55% 35 10
Other 32% 57 11
No preference 27% 69 4
H.S. or less 56% 35 9
Some college 44% 49 7
College degree 41% 52 7
Post graduate 40% 56 4
Democrat 41% 52 7
Republican 62% 31 7
Other 41% 44 15
White 46% 46 8
Latino 59% 32 9
Black/African American  28% 65 7
Asian/other 51% 43 6
Identify with Gays/Lesbians

A lot 19% 70 11
Some 35% 59 6
Not at all 58% 34 8

domestic partners
-
d mages, most take a much different view on the issue |of
aljranting family rights to domestic partners. Two-thirds
la§87%) of the California public favor granting domestic par-
namers legal recognition of family rights such as hospital vigi-
tation, medical power of attorney and conservatorship. This
)S\gfj]ew cuts across all major population sub-groups identified|in
hdhis survey.
Table 6
der Legal recognition of family rights to domestic partners
52% Favor Oppose No opinion
a Statewide 67% 24 9
nose
an Male 67% 25 8
Female 68% 22 10
18-29 78% 18 4
30-39 76% 14 10
40-49 59% 37 4
50-59 61% 32 7
60+ 53% 28 19
Protestant 65% 28 7
Catholic 62% 23 15
Other 80% 14 6
No preference 81% 16 3
H.S. or less 65% 23 12
Some college 70% 23 7
College degree 70% 27 3
Post graduate 70% 25 5
Democrat 72% 19 9
Republican 64% 29 7
Other 61% 24 15
White 69% 24 7
Latino 65% 20 15
Black/African American  65% 25 10
Asian/other 63% 32 5
Identify with Gays/Lesbians
A lot 90% 6 4
Some 7% 16 7
Not at all 62% 28 10
Californians more divided but still favorable toward
domestic partnersreceiving financial dependence statys
By a 59% to 35% margin Californians favor extending
domestic partners benefits such as family leave, pensigns,
health insurance and death benefits. No single sub-group
identified in the survey has a majority in opposition to th|s
guestion. However, people ages 60 and older and Republi-
cans appear evenly divided.




Table 7

Granting financial dependence status to domestic partners

Table 8

Child custody rights for homosexuals

Favor Oppose  No opinion Approve Disapprove No opinion
Statewide 59% 35 6 Statewide 69% 26 5
Male 53% 41 6 Male 67% 28 5
Female 64% 30 6 Female 2% 23 5
18-29 68% 29 3 18-29 70% 29 1
30-39 65% 25 10 30-39 72% 23 5
40-49 50% 45 5 40-49 71% 23 6
50-59 55% 40 5 50-59 71% 24 5
60+ 46% 47 7 60+ 63% 28 9
Protestant 50% 46 4 Protestant 68% 27 5
Catholic 65% 28 7 Catholic 59% 35 6
Other 67% 28 5 Other 88% 11 1
No preference 67% 24 9 No preference 83% 13 4
H.S. or less 63% 31 6 H.S. or less 61% 33 6
Some college 55% 38 7 Some college 72% 23 5
College degree 51% 45 4 College degree 86% 11 3
Post graduate 58% 39 3 Post graduate 85% 13 2
Democrat 68% 27 5 Democrat 75% 21 4
Republican 47% 48 5 Republican 66% 28 6
Other 58% 29 13 Other 57% 37 6
White 56% 40 4 White 7% 19 4
Latino 62% 27 11 Latino 52% 41 7
Black/African American  62% 33 5 Black/African American ~ 60% 29 11
Asian/other 61% 33 6 Asian/other 7% 20 3
Identify with Gays/Lesbians Identify with Gays/Lesbian

A lot 81% 14 5 Alot 87% 9 4
Some 71% 24 5 Some 87% 8 5
Not at all 52% 42 6 Not at all 61% 34 5

Most Californians approve of granting child custod
rights to a gay or lesbian parent

About seven in ten (69%) Californians favor granting ch
custody rights to a homosexual mother or father in a divg
if the parentis deemed fitto care for the child in all other wa

About a quarter (26%) do not approve of such a custody
and 5% are undecided.

Majorities of all sub-groups approve of granting custody
gay or lesbian parent if they are deemed fit in all other w

Approval of such a law is substantially higher among th
identified with the Democratic Party (75%), women (729
people who are neither Protestant or Catholic (83% to 89
and those with at least some identification with the gpy

lesbian community (87%).

Opposition is higher among Californians who are Cath

(35%), have a high school education or less (33%), or hay

identification with the gay/lesbian community (34%).

Approval of granting child custody rights to
homosexuals has increased over past two decades

ildrhere has been an increase in the proportion who approv

ygast 20 years. When the question was first posed in 19
awnly half of the public (50%) approved, while 37% disaq
proved. Today the proportion in favor has increased to 69
Ijglhile the percentage who disapprove has declined to 26
y

S. Table 9
PSS Child custody rights for homosexuals
?1),’\ Approve Disapprove Undecided
705
by 1997 69% 26 5
1985 63% 29 8
i 1977 50% 37 13
|9

* Nov. 1985 and June 1977 Field Institute surveys asked respondents
€ NQpout custody rights for gay fathers and lesbian mothers in two
separate questions. Percentages shown are the combined percents

for those years.
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y Voting for openly gay/lesbian political candidate

HGR their voting behavior if a candidate running for publi

I'3tfice was open about his/her homosexuality.
ra

ppioout a third (31%) say they would be less likely and just 3
tagould be more likely to vote for an openly homosexu
cacandidate.

Most (64%) California adults say it would make no differendg

No single sub-group identified in this survey would b

ngignificantly more likely to vote for a candidate who wa
Padpenly homosexual. However, larger proportions of Califg
pahians who identify with Republicans (42%), people 60 yedrs
tifend older (42%) and those who have no personal identifi

tion with gay/lesbian community (40%) would be less likel
to vote for an openly homosexual candidate.

Table 11

Likelihood of voting for an openly gay/lesbian candidate

Less No More No

likely difference likely opinion
Statewide 31% 64 3 2
Male 36% 60 3 1
Female 26% 68 2 4
18-29 25% 69 4 2
30-39 25% 67 3 5
40-49 26% 71 1 2
50-59 41% 58 1 *
60+ 42% 53 2 3
Protestant 33% 64 1 2
Catholic 33% 58 5 4
Other 25% 72 3 *
No preference 22% 75 2 1
H.S. or less 35% 58 3 4
Some college 27% 69 2 2
College degree 25% 72 3 *
Post graduate 26% 71 2 1
Democrat 25% 70 2 3
Republican 42% 53 3 2
Other 19% 74 2 5
White 30% 68 1 1
Latino 34% 54 6 6
Black/Afr. Amer. 26% 74 * *
Asian/other 31% 67 1 1

Identify with Gays/Lesbians

A lot 4% 89 3 4
Some 14% 84 2 *
Not at all 40% 54 3 3

Most would allow openly gays/lesbians in the milita
A majority (58%) of Californians approves of allowing
openly gay people to serve in the military. Women are m
more approving (65%) than men (51%) on this issue. L3
majorities of those with no religious preference (77%) g
preference other than Protestant or Catholic (73%), pe
with at least some college education (65% to 69%), wh
(68%), and those with a lot (86%) or some (81%) identifi
tion with the gay/leshian community also approve.
Groups in which less than a majority approves of allow
openly homosexual people to serve include Latinos (37
Blacks (43%), Catholics (44%), those with a high sch
education or less (49%) and those with no personal ider
cation with the gay/lesbian community (46%).
Table 10
Allowing an openly gay or lesbian to serve in the military
No
Approve Disapprove  opinion
Statewide 58% 34 8
Male 51% 43 6
Female 65% 25 10
18-29 61% 31 8
30-39 56% 35 9
40-49 61% 35 4
50-59 54% 32 14
60+ 56% 37 7
Protestant 58% 38 4
Catholic 44% 39 17
Other 73% 22 5
No preference 77% 19 4
H.S. or less 49% 39 12
Some college 66% 30 4
College degree 65% 29 6
Post graduate 69% 29 2
Democrat 63% 28 9
Republican 52% 43 5
Other 55% 30 15
White 68% 27 5
Latino 37% 47 16
Black/African American  43% 50 7
Asian/other 55% 32 13
Identify with Gays/Lesbian
A lot 86% 14 *
Some 81% 16 3
Not at all 46% 43 11
* Less than 1/2 of 1%

* Less than 1/2 of 1%
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Identification with gay/lesbian community

Six percent of the statewide population report person
identifying “a lot” with the gay or lesbian community, ar]
about one in four (27%) say they have “some” perso
identification. Most (67%) Californians report having 1
personal identification with the gay/lesbian community.

Population sub-groups reporting to have high levels of
personal identification at all with the gay/lesbian commur]
are people in the older age brackets (74% to 76%), Cath
(73%), those with high school education or less (70
Republicans (72%), Blacks (77%), Latinos (75%) and Asi
(74%).

Larger proportions of Californians who report at least sg
personal identification with the gay/lesbian community

clude people under 30 (48%), those who are not Protestgnt:phost graduate education (26%).

Catholic (36% to 40%), Democrats (39%) and whites (39

Table 12

Personal identification with the gay/lesbian community

Knowledge of someone close infected with HIV o
aIIQ'DS crosses social and demographic lines

d About one in five (19%) Californians report knowing soms
nane close to them who has tested positive for HIV or has
OAIDS virus.

Those who said they knew someone close to them with Al
nor HIV were asked how many people they knew who had t}
itondition. Seven percent report one person, and 10% kn
plis8o or more. Among those who identify with the gay/lesbig
o)sommunity one-half (49%) report knowing someone who
g |V positive or has AIDS, with most knowing two or morg
who have this condition. Other population sub-groups wi
a higher incidence of knowing someone with AIDS or Hi
MBositive include people age 30 to 49 (25% to 30%), those W
N-are not Protestant or Catholic (26% to 30%), and adults W

0).

Table 13

Know someone close who is HIV positive or has AIDS

Know Do not know
A lot Some Not at all someone (one) (two+) someone
Statewide 6% 27 67 Statewide 19% 7 12 81
Mal 506 26 69 Male 17% 6 11 83
ale 0 Female 20% 7 13 80
Female 7% 27 66
18-29 16% 4 12 84
18-29 10% 38 52 30-39 25% 10 15 75
30-39 7% o5 68 40-49 302@ 12 18 70
40-49 8% 16 76 50-59 150A) 4 11 85
50-59 4% 22 74 60+ 10% 5 5 90
60+ 2% 24 74 Protestant 19% 9 10 81
Catholic 10% 4 6 90
Protestant 6% 30 64 Other 26% 6 20 74
Catholic 5% 22 73 No preference 30% 8 22 70
Other 16% 20 64
No breference 6;’/0 2 o H.S. or less 15% 5 10 85
P Some college 22% 9 13 78
College degree 22% 7 15 78
H.S. orless 5% 25 70 Post graduate 26% 7 19 74
Some college 8% 29 63
College degree 4% 30 66 Democrat 22% 7 15 78
Post graduate 9% 28 63 Republican 15% 7 8 85
Other 18% 6 12 82
Democrat 7% 32 61 White 2204 8 14 78
Republican 6% 22 72 Latino 12% 4 8 88
Other 4% 21 75 Black/Afr. Amer. 21% 12 9 79
Asian/other 13% 2 11 87
White 7% 32 61 L
. Ident th
Latino 6% 19 75 Gzr;é%év;bians
Black/African Amer. 4% 19 77 A lot 49% 9 40 51
Asian/other 7% 19 74 Some 27% 7 20 73
Not at all 12% 5 7 88
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Death from AIDS complications touches one in
seven Californians

Nearly one in seven (14%) Californians say that some
close to them has died from complications associated
AIDS.

Among those who identify a lot with the gay/lesbian comnu-

nity 41% report knowing someone who died from AIDS.

Table 14

Know someone close who has died of
complications from AIDS

more divided among those who identify with the GOP (52
to 43%), Latinos (51% to 46%), Blacks (48% to 48%) peop|

60 or older (47% to 43%) and Catholics (51% to 45%).
pne

vith

Table 15

Approval/disapproval of needle exchange programs

Favor Oppose  No opinion
Statewide 60% 36 4
Male 59% 38 3
Female 60% 33 7
18-29 66% 33 1
30-39 62% 33 5
40-49 61% 33 6
50-59 58% 38 4
60+ 47% 43 10
Protestant 55% 38 7
Catholic 51% 45 4
Other 73% 25 2
No preference 83% 15 2
H.S. or less 52% 41 7
Some college 64% 32 4
College degree 61% 35 4
Post graduate 79% 21 *
Democrat 65% 31 4
Republican 52% 43 5
Other 61% 33 6
White 65% 29 6
Latino 51% 46 3
Black/African American  48% 48 4
Asian/other 53% 46 1
Identify with Gays/Lesbians
A lot 66% 32 2
Some 69% 28 3
Not at all 55% 39 6

* Less than 1/2 of 1%.

Know Do not know
someone (one) (two+) someone
Statewide 14% 7 7 86
Male 12% 6 6 88
Female 15% 8 7 85
18-29 10% 6 4 90
30-39 17% 10 7 83
40-49 22% 9 13 78
50-59 12% 5 7 88
60+ 8% 5 3 92
Protestant 13% 7 6 87
Catholic 9% 4 5 91
Other 23% 13 10 77
No preference 22% 12 10 78
H.S. or less 10% 5 5 90
Some college 16% 7 9 84
College degree 16% 8 8 84
Post graduate 24% 13 11 76
Democrat 17% 8 9 83
Republican 10% 6 4 90
Other 11% 6 5 89
White 16% 9 7 84
Latino 10% 5 5 90
Black/Afr. Amer. 17% 6 11 83
Asian/other 10% 3 7 90
Identify with
Gays/Lesbians

A lot 41% 13 28 59
Some 20% 10 10 80
Not at all 9% 6 3 91

Needle exchange programs favored

Six in ten adults (60%) favor needle exchange progra
designed to prevent the spread of AIDS and the HIV vir

Most sub-groups favor the programs, with the strong
support coming from Californians under the age of 30 (66
those with post graduate education (79%), Democrats (6
whites (65%) and people with at least some identificat
with the gay/lesbian community (66% to 69%). Opinion

7

About The Survey

e

The findings in this report are based on a survey conducfed

February 11-17, 1997 among a representative statew
sample of 1,045 adult Californians. The survey was co

pleted by telephone in either English or Spanish using ran-

dom digit dialing methods. The sample was selected acca
ing to probability principles and reflects an accurate a
reliable representation of the California adult public. Perce
ages based on the total sample have a sampling et 886
atthe 95% confidence level, while those based on sub-gro
have a larger sampling tolerance. Professor Nadine Koch
CSU —Los Angeles assisted in the development of the sur
questions as part of The Field Institute’s Academic Fello
ship Program.




About The Field Institute

Background

The Field Institute is a non-partisan research organizdtidwenty-two campuses of the California State Universi
supported by business, academic institutions and the ¢osystem.
munications media for the purpose of conducting public
opinion research on a variety of social, economic and pglit/nderwriters of Ad Hoc Studies
cal issues. The Institute undertakes regularly scheduled Specialad hocstudies are frequently underwritten by
opinion and attitude surveys each year on a variety of topisponsors from business, government, academic foundati
as well asad hocstudies in California, its primary area ¢f associations and individualsThe subjects for study are
focus. Revenue received by The Institute goes entirefyenerally those in public policy areas where The Institutg
toward covering the cost of its operations, in disseminalinemonstrated objectivity can contribute to a greater und

its reports and in reviewing other socially important subje
It is a not-for-profit organization.

The Institute’s services are available to all sectors o
public. In addition to its own ongoing research program
accepts research contracts from public or private orga
tions or from individuals All data from Institute studies ar
archived for use by scholars, policy makers, and o
persons or organizationg\rchived data sets are availab)
from more than 200 studies conducted by The Field Insti
andThe Field Pollsince 1956

Field Research Corporation Relationship
The Field Institute was established with funds and sup

from Field Research CorporatiofRC has contributed to

The Institute all of the operationsTtie Field Pollincluding
its data archive going back to 194RC'’s staff of more thar]

sixty-five full-time professional and operations people, to

getherwith its large corps of experienced interviewers an
extensive in-house computer capability, provides basic
gathering and data processing services for The Institute
sub-contract basis.

The Institute’s revenue comes from a variety of sour
which fall into four main areas: media sponsors, acadg

sponsors, underwriters of ad hoc studies and mailing i

subscribers.

Field Poll Media Sponsors

A number of leading California media properties (nev
papers and television stations) contribute to the operatio
The Field Institute as sponsorsidie Field Poll.Each media
property pays an annual fee commensurate with its cirg
tion or audience size.

Academic Consortium

The Institute’s Academic Consortium serves institutic
of higher learning on an annual contract hasise Institute
provides Consortium members data files and codebool
surveys undertaken by The Institute which are widely u
for instruction and researciCurrent members include th
nine campuses of the University of California system and

t$tanding of a problem.

tﬂglailing List Subscribers

,it A variety of individuals and organizations pay an annu
iztge of $250 to receive all copies dhe Field Polland
California Opinion Indexeports This fee covers mailing
h@&nd postage allowing for a portion of the proceeds to go i
ethe Institute’s operating fund.

ute )
The Field Poll

The Field Pollwas established in 1947 &ise California

Poll by Mervin Field and has operated continuously sin
bdRat time. It is a unique, state-wide public opinion ney
feature service covering a wide range of political and soqg
topics. Surveys are made at frequentintervals throughout
year. Continuing measures are made of voter support
toleading political figures vying for major state and feder
4 felected offices, job ratings of important political figures, ar
Hggactions to significant political events. Voter awarenes
oiyaderstanding and predispositions for major campaign

sues and controversial ballot propositions are also trac

over time.
ce

mi
-gq its media subscribers. Edeleld Poll release consists of

three to ten double-spaced 8 1/2" x 11" pages of text d
statistical data, plus a background sheet showing the det
about the interviewing method, sample size, question wo

ing, and other special technical data.
VS-

nsTPihe California Opinion Index
The California Opinion Indexegularly charts public
UI’é}ﬁitudes on such issues as taxes and government spen
economic well-being, crime, immigration, education and t
schools, political demography, the initiative process a
other important state issues.

NS EachCalifornia Opinion Indexeport is printed in a four

tofeight page newsletter format.
SO

sdafficers
e Officers of The Field Institute are Mervin Field and Mar
tiBiCamillo.

S
ic The Field Pollissues from forty to sixty reports per yeajr
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