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Overview and Research Objectives 

Palmdale Elementary School District commissioned TBWB Strategies and 
Godbe Research to conduct a survey of local voters with the following 
research objectives:  

 Assess potential voter support for a bond measure to protect quality 
education with funding that cannot be taken by the State;  

 Identify the optimum tax amount at which voters will support the measure; 

 Prioritize projects and programs to be funded with the proceeds;  

 Test the influence of supporting and opposing arguments on potential 
voter support; and 

 Identify any differences in voter support due to demographic and/or voter 
behavioral characteristics. 
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Methodology Overview 

 Data Collection   Telephone Interviewing 

 Universe   34,742 likely November 2012 voters in the  
    Palmdale Elementary School District. 

 Fielding Dates   February 14 through February 19, 2012 

 Interview Length  19 minutes 

 Sample Size    603 likely November 2012 voters  

 Margin of Error  ± 4.0% November 2012 
      

Note: The data have been weighted to reflect the actual population characteristics of likely voters in the 
Palmdale Elementary School District in terms of their gender, age, and political party type. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
To provide a more accurate assessment of potential voter support, the sample was split – 250 voters heard details on a parcel tax measure and another 250 voters heard details on a bond measure. Most importantly the sample is representative of likely voters in terms of gender, age, and political party type. As we review the responses of voters, it is important to note that among the population of likely voters, just one-third have children in their household and well over half (58%) are ages 50 and over. Margin of error allows us to estimate the opinions of all likely voters based on the responses of the survey sample. Here, we can conservatively estimate that opinions are within the range of 6% below to 6% above the results of the survey. (ME is calculated by population size, sample size, confidence interval, and distribution of responses.)



Key Findings 
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Opinion on Whether PESD is Providing a 
Quality Education (n=603) 

Very favorable 
20.1% 

Somewhat 
favorable 

25.8% Somewhat 
unfavorable 

10.8% 

Very unfavorable 
11.5% 

DK/NA 
31.7% 
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Opinion on Whether PESD is Effectively 
Managing Public Funds (n=603) 

Very favorable 
12.6% 

Somewhat 
favorable 

24.2% 

Somewhat 
unfavorable 

15.0% 

Very unfavorable 
15.5% 

DK/NA 
32.7% 
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Opinion on Whether PESD Needs Additional 
Funding (n=603) 

Strongly agree 
44.4% 

Somewhat agree 
22.7% 

Somewhat 
disagree 

7.6% 

Strongly disagree 
10.5% 

DK/NA 
14.8% 
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Uninformed Support 
(n=603) 

To repair and improve aging schools and 
protect the quality of education in Palmdale 
with funding that cannot be taken by the 
State, shall Palmdale Elementary School 
District: 

• Upgrade classrooms in all schools; 

• Repair leaking roofs, rusting plumbing and 
deteriorating restrooms; 

• Upgrade safety and security systems; 

• Replace aging schools; and, 

• Upgrade computers and instructional 
technology in all classrooms;  

by issuing $200 million dollars in bonds at 
legal rates, with independent citizens’ 
oversight, no money for administrators, and 
all funds staying local? 

Probably No 
9.3% 

DK/NA 
6.6% 

Definitely No 
17.4% 

Definitely  
Yes 

42.2% 

Probably  
Yes 

24.5% 

Total Support 
66.7% 
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Support for Different Rates 
November 2012 (n=603) 

Annual Tax per $100,000 Assessed Value 

28.2% 
35.6% 39.1% 

46.3% 

21.2% 
19.5% 

18.6% 
17.0% 

0.0%

55.0%

$34 $29 $24 $19

Probably Yes
Definitely Yes

Presenter
Presentation Notes
After the initial test of support, this question tested the influence of the cost of the parcel tax. Voters were read a list of four descending tax rates ranging from $90 to $48. $90: 57% support$76: 60% support$62: 64% support$48: 66% supportAgain, these results show that many voters support a parcel tax, and that support increases as the rate becomes more affordable. At the same time, support was below the two-thirds majority required when we take the margin of error into account. 
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Features of the Measure 
(n=603) 

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores: “Much More Likely” = 
+2, “Somewhat More Likely” = +1, “No Effect” = 0, “Somewhat Less Likely” = -1, and “Much Less Likely” = -2.  See Topline Report for full item wording. 

0 1 2

Replace the aging Juniper Intermediate School
Replace aging schools

Build a new intermediate school
Convert existing landscaping to xeriscaping

Add modern instructional tech to classrooms
Repair aging and deteriorating portables

Update playgrounds not updated since 50's/'60s
Replace aging HVAC that require hand welding

Replace cracked and leaking windows
Complete needed repair projects

Update school libraries
Repair and replacing aging, rusting plumbing

Update electrical wiring and install wireless
Repair and update aging student restrooms

Funds to keep classroom computers up to date
Modern fire/alarms/emergency/security systems

Provide 21st century classroom technology
Replace aging HVAC, energy efficiency

Upgrade classrooms to meet health/safety codes
Repair aging and deteriorating classrooms

Provide up-to-date science and computer labs
Repair leaking roofs

Protect quality instruction in core subjects

0.58 
0.65 

0.70 
0.86 

0.98 
0.99 
1.00 
1.00 

1.05 
1.05 
1.08 
1.09 
1.09 
1.09 
1.10 
1.11 
1.11 
1.13 
1.13 
1.15 

1.20 
1.21 
1.21 

No Effect Somewhat 
More  Likely 

Much More  
Likely 

SAMPLE A 

SAMPLE A 

SAMPLE A 

SAMPLE A 

SAMPLE B 

SAMPLE B 

SAMPLE B 

SAMPLE B 
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Influence of Supporting Statements 
(n=603) 

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores:  “Much More Likely” = 
+2, “Somewhat More Likely” = +1, “No Effect” = 0, “Somewhat Less Likely” = -1, and “Much Less Likely” = -2.  See Topline Report for full item wording. 

0 1 2

Some fire alarms outdated, sent to IN for repair

State cut $80 million from Palmdale schools

SD is second largest water user in Palmdale

Good schools make neighborhoods more desirable

Citizens’ oversight and reports to the community 

Construction/interest costs at record lows

Technology essential to strong academic fndn.

Several schools built in the 1950s and 60s

No $ to increase salaries, benefits or pensions

Roofs on 9 schools/340 portables >20 years old

Ensure equal access for all students

Repairing old buildings, aging HVAC systems

Maintain classroom computers/instructional tech

Create jobs for residents, pump $ into community

Every penny will benefit local schools

Plumbing so old that orange water comes out

1.19 

1.22 

1.25 

1.28 

1.30 

1.30 

1.31 

1.31 

1.32 

1.32 

1.32 

1.34 

1.36 

1.37 

1.40 

1.41 

No Effect Somewhat 
More  Likely 

Much More  
Likely 

SAMPLE A 

SAMPLE B 
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Interim Support 
(n=603) 

To repair and improve aging schools and 
protect the quality of education in Palmdale 
with funding that cannot be taken by the 
State, shall Palmdale Elementary School 
District: 

• Upgrade classrooms in all schools; 

• Repair leaking roofs, rusting plumbing and 
deteriorating restrooms; 

• Upgrade safety and security systems; 

• Replace aging schools; and, 

• Upgrade computers and instructional 
technology in all classrooms;  

by issuing $200 million dollars in bonds at 
legal rates, with independent citizens’ 
oversight, no money for administrators, and 
all funds staying local? 

Probably No 
7.3% 

DK/NA 
3.7% 

Definitely No 
18.2% 

Definitely  
Yes 

45.9% 

Probably  
Yes 

24.9% 

Total Support 
70.8% 
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Potential Opposition Statements 
(n=603) 

Note: The above rating questions have been abbreviated for charting purposes, and responses were recoded to calculate mean scores:  “Much More 
Likely” = +2, “Somewhat More Likely” = +1, and “No Effect” = 0.  See Topline Report for full item wording. 

0 1 2

Economic crisis, not right time to raise taxes

Voters passed $ millions in bonds/MR taxes

Public employee salaries/benefits out of control

If SD managed $ better, wouldn't need taxes

0.96 

0.93 

0.90 

0.90 

No Effect Somewhat More 
Likely 

Much More 
Likely 
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Informed Support 
(n=603) 

To repair and improve aging schools and 
protect the quality of education in Palmdale 
with funding that cannot be taken by the 
State, shall Palmdale Elementary School 
District: 

• Upgrade classrooms in all schools; 

• Repair leaking roofs, rusting plumbing and 
deteriorating restrooms; 

• Upgrade safety and security systems; 

• Replace aging schools; and, 

• Upgrade computers and instructional 
technology in all classrooms;  

by issuing $200 million dollars in bonds at 
legal rates, with independent citizens’ 
oversight, no money for administrators, and 
all funds staying local? 

Probably No 
12.1% 

DK/NA 
4.5% 

Definitely No 
18.2% 

Definitely  
Yes 

40.1% 

Probably  
Yes 

25.0% 

Total Support 
65.1% 



Summary and Recommendations 
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Summary and Recommendations 

 The survey revealed a base of voter support for a bond measure, and Godbe Research and TBWB 
Strategies recommend that Palmdale Elementary School District consider preparing for a bond 
measure for the November 2012 ballot.   
 Specifically, support for the bond measure on the final test is 65% which provides a 

reasonable cushion beyond the four percent error rate.  However, it is important to note that 
support is dramatically higher among the younger voters and those that do not vote absentee 
within the likely November ballot. 

 The survey results indicate potential voter support for an affordable bond measure to maintain and 
update local school facilities. 
 Specifically, support for the bond measure was 55% when likely November voters were 

presented a rate of $29 per $100,000 in assessed value.  However, support does not cover 
the error rate until the tax rate reaches $19 per $100,000 in AV, where we find 62% support. 

 When confronted with tax rates, the voters expressed a clear rate sensitivity. 

 The survey results indicate the Palmdale Elementary School District should: 
 Begin the necessary steps to place a bond measure on the ballot in November 2012. 
 Begin a community outreach and public information effort to explain the district’s facilities 

needs in an effort to increase support for the potential tax rate. 
 Be prepared to head off voter concerns about: 1) why a bond measure is needed now, 

despite the economic downturn, 2) existing bond and Mello-Roos taxes, and 3) high 
employee salaries, benefits and pensions. 



GODBE RESEARCH 
www.godberesearch.com 
 
1660 South Amphlett Boulevard 
Suite 205 
San Mateo, CA 94402 
Phone: 650.288.3020 
Fax: 650.288.3003 
 

4695 MacArthur Court 
11th Floor 
Newport Beach, CA 92660 
Phone: 949.721.1795 
Fax: 866.388.8510 

601 108th Avenue, NE 
Suite 1900 
Bellevue, WA 98004 
Phone: 425.747.0414 
Fax: 866.388.8510 

http://www.godberesearch.com/
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