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Survey Methodology

“ February 11-18, 2026
Dual-mode Voter Survey
Likely November 2026 Voters in Pacifica

Marein of Sambling Error (Full Sample) £4.9% at the 95% Confidence Level
: PERe (Half Sample) £6.9% at the 95% Confidence Level
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Perceptions of Life in Pacifica




A plurality expressed unease at Pacifica’s future.

First, would you say things in the City of Pacifica are headed in the right direction, or do you feel they are off on the wrong track?

B Right Direction Don't Know ® Wrong Track

February 2026 33
-
April 2022 a5
October 2015 -
February 2019 -
June 2016 38

Novernber 2008 21
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Views of Pacifica’s government have
held relatively steady in recent years...

Next, please consider some different departments in the City of Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think
that department or unit is doing an excellent job, a pretty good job, an only fair job, or a poor job.

Total Excellent/

M Excellent ® *Good *Fair m Poor Don't Know Good
The North County Fire Authority 8%  17% 75%
The Pacifica Police Department 14% 1 9% 73%
Deparaatica | February 2026 22% 13% 48%
Public Works June 2024 30% 9% 47%
February 2026 40% 13% 30%
June 2024 37% 13% 31%
January 2024 33% 14% 40%
bacifica Ci April 2022 38% 12% 35%

acifica City
government overall October 2019 32% 11% 41%
February 2019 41% 9% 37%
June 2016 41% 10% 36%
November 2008 [FVEZ 30% 32% 44%
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The Pacifica
City Council

...as have views of the City Council.

February 2026
June 2024
January 2024
April 2022
October 2019
February 2019
June 2016

November 2008

5%

4%

14%

24%

26%

31%

28%

32%

29%

29%

MW Excellent

28%

® *Good

[ *Fair

m Poor

= Don't Know

pA

pA

17%

pAV

17%

16%

16%

21%

Total Excellent/
Good

27%
30%
34%
29%
33%
33%
32%

42%

Please consider some different departments in the City of Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think that department or unit is doing an excellent job, a pretty good job, an only fair job,

F M 3 or a poor job. *Worded Slightly Different in Previous Surveys
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The cost of living is seen as the most pressing problem facing Pacifica;
many are also concerned around issues of housing and infrastructure.

Next, please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one,
please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem, a very serious problem,

a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica. Total
B Extremely Serious Problem = Very Serious Problem = Somewhat Serious Problem M Not Too Serious Problem = Don’t Know EXtreme'V/\/ery
Serious Problem
Inflation and the cost of living 29% 22% 72%
The cost of housing 33% 22% 63%
Coastal erosion 26% 25% 60%
The condition of the City’s seawall 30% 26% 12% WAz 55%
People living in vehicles parked on City streets 21% 23% 53%
APotholes and the condition of City streets 27% 29% 53%
Sea level rise 25% 20% 4% 52%

City budget deficits [REEL 29% 21% 22% 46%
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4 ”
Other issues generated less intense levels of concern.

Total
B Extremely Serious Problem = Very Serious Problem = Somewhat Serious Problem M Not Too Serious Problem = Don’t Know Extremely/Very
Serious Problem
Waste and inefficiency in city government 26% 27% 12% 45%
AThe condition of the local economy 299 349 6% 44%
The amount people pay in local taxes 239% 329% 5% 40%
AE ' tat lati that i
cesie st rguiatios ot xpena o o o
Flooding 27% 39% S 36%
Traffic congestion 24% 11% 399% 359%

Homelessness [ 169% 36% 34%

AThe threat of wildfire 23% 299 339

Too much growth and development [FEEDUAE g0 16% 7% 27%
AThe condition of our local libraries 12% 259 18% 21%
ACrime [ 11% 31% I 17%

7911 emergency response times [/45% 14% 37% 11%

Next, please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem, a very serious problem,
a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica. “Not Part of Split Sample




Concerns about the cost of living have remained high.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)

80%
70%
60% o
—e—|nflation and the cost of living
50% / .
—o-=The cost of housing
40% .
AThe condition of the local economy
30% .
The amount people pay in local taxes
20%
10%

0%
November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica.




Most infrastructure concerns have declined slightly from early 2024.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)

80%
E_N

70% ¢
60%

—e— Coastal erosion

s
50% —o—The condition of the City’s seawall
APotholes and the condition of City streets

40%

—o-Sea level rise
30%

’ Flooding
20% AThe condition of our local libraries
10%
0%

November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica.
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Concerns about homelessness have declined notably from 2022.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)
80%

70%

o * \

50%

—e=—People living in vehicles parked on City streets

40%
=0==Homelessness

30%
20%
10%

0%
November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica.




Concerns about growth, development,
and traffic have also decreased.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)
80%

70%
60%
50%

—o=—Traffic congestion
40%

30% o \

20%

=--T00 much growth and development

10%

0%
November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica.




Perceptions about city government
waste and inefficiency have held steady.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)
80%

70%
60%

50% PP o
—o=—"*\\Vaste and inefficiency in city government

~— /ﬁ~\ﬂ

40% ——

—o-=NExcessive state regulations that are expensive for local
30% communities

20%
10%

0%
November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica.
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Concerns about crime are at a low point for the past decade.

(Extremely/Very Serious Problem)
80%

70%
60%
50%

=—e="The threat of wildfire

40%

=0—/"Crime

30%
20%
10%

0%
November 2008 June 2016 February 2019 April 2022 January 2024 June 2024 February 2026

Next, please consider the following issues that some people suggest are problems facing Pacifica. For each one, please indicate whether you think it is an extremely serious problem,
a very serious problem, a somewhat serious problem, or not too serious a problem for residents of Pacifica. “Not Part of Split Sample; *Worded Slightly Different in Previous Surveys




Majorities continue to feel the City has an
appreciable need for funding for city services...

Next, in your personal opinion, do you think there is a great need, some need, a little need, or no real need
for additional funds to provide the level of City services that Pacifica residents need and want?

Total Great/ Total a Little/

B Great Need M Some Need A Little Need m No Real Need Don't Know
Some Need No Real Need

February 2026 29% 31% 15% 14% 11% 60% 29%
June 2024 30% 35% 15% 12% W32 66% 26%
January 2024 33% 34% 10% 9% 67% 23%
April 2022 24% 37% 16% 9% 61% 30%
*June 2016 39% 34% 6% . 8% 74% 19%

F M 3 *Worded Slightly Different in Previous Surveys
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...and for Pacifica’s city infrastructure.

Next, in your personal opinion, do you think there is a great need, some need, a little need,
or no real need for additional funds to maintain infrastructure, including roads, in Pacifica?

Total Great/ Total a Little/

B Great Need M Some Need A Little Need m No Real Need Don't Know
Some Need No Real Need

February 2026 72% 259
June 2024 12% @ 34 78% 20%
January 2024 10% %% 82% 16%

FM3
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Potential Alternative Measures




Hypothetical Ballot Language Tested

(Two-thirds Vote Threshold; Reviewed by Legal Counsel)

Pacifica’s 911 Emergency, Self-Reliance, Public Safety, Street Maintenance Measure.
To fund police, fire, emergency response, and street repair/maintenance —
protecting Pacifica’s long-term financial stability — shall the City of Pacifica’s
measure, establishing an annual special parcel tax at building square foot rates of
20¢ for residential parcels and 30¢ for commercial/industrial parcels, with rates for
other parcels as specified, generating approximately $4,800,000 annually until ended
by voters, with certain exemptions, public disclosure, independent audits,
be adopted?

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?




Neither the yes nor no vote reached 50%.

.. 0
Definitely yes 16% Total
Probably yes 19% | Yes
41%
Undecided, lean yes 6%
Undecided, lean no 7%
Total
Probably no 15% No
47%
Undecided 12%

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?
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Opposition was consistent across the city.

Initial Vote by City Council District
W Total Yes m Total No Difference

District 1 34% -16%

District 2 44% 46% -2%

District 3 2%
District 4 -12%
District 5 46% +1%

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?




Views did not vary between homeowners and renters; there was no
clear pattern among voters by how long they have lived in Pacifica.

Initial Vote by Residence & Years Lived in Pacifica

m Total Yes m Total No Difference
Homeowners 42% 47% -5%
Renters 41% 44% -3%

<10 Years -8%
10-19 Years +14%
20-29 Years -6%
30-39 Years +3%

40+ Years -18%

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?
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Majorities of those feeling the most acute funding needs
expressed support, but still less than a two-thirds vote threshold.

Initial Vote by City Services Need for Funding & Infrastructure Need for Funding

m Total Yes m Total No Difference

" Great Need 31% +25%
S
S
E Some Need 33% +23%

Total a Little/No Real Need _57%
g
S Great Need +27%
"g Some Need -2%
=
— | Total a Little/No Real Need _589%,

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?




The yes/no totals essentially flipped after respondents
heard more information, reaching a high-water mark of 52%.

Initial Vote After Supportive Statements After Critical Statements
52%
TotalNo  47% 46%
—
——=0
Total Yes  41% 42%
37%
Undecided  12% 11% 12%
o= ° —0

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure?




Hypothetical UUT Ballot Language

(Majority Vote Threshold; Reviewed by Legal Counsel)

Pacifica UUT Rate Reduction/Modernization Measure. To fund police, fire,
emergency response, street repair/maintenance, and for general government
use, shall the measure reducing Pacifica’s Utility Users Tax (UUT) rate from 6.5%
to 6.0%, modernizing it so taxpayers are treated the same regardless of
technology/utility used; removing businesses maximums; and continuing existing
exemptions; generating approximately $3,600,000 annually until ended by voters,
with public disclosure, local control of funds, and independent annual audits,
be adopted?

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure? Split Sample
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A UUT reduction and
modernization measure did not reach 50%

(MOE = +6.9%)

vy ° Total

Probably yes 17% | Yes
41%
Undecided, lean yes 10%
Undecided, lean no 8%
Total
Probably no 7% No
o 27%
Definitely no 12%
Undecided 31%

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure? Split Sample




Hypothetical Sales Tax Ballot Language

(Majority Vote Threshold; Reviewed by Legal Counsel)

Pacifica City Services Measure. To fund police, fire, emergency response,
street repair and maintenance, park and playground maintenance; provide clean,
safe public spaces; protect Pacifica’s long-term financial stability/ability to be
self-reliant in an emergency; and for general government use, shall the
City of Pacifica’s measure establishing a 1% (1¢) transactions and use (sales) tax,
generating approximately $5,000,000 annually until ended by voters, with public
disclosure and local control of funds, and independent annual audits, be adopted?

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure? Split Sample
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A majority of respondents indicated they would
support a one-cent, general-purpose sales tax measure.

(MOE = +6.9%)

20%

Definitely yes

Total
Probably yes 24% | Yes
56%
Undecided, lean yes 11%
Undecided, lean no 5%
Total
Probably no 8% No
- 33%

Undecided 11%

F M 3 Do you think you would vote yes or no on this measure? Split Sample
RESEARCH




Funding Investments




All accountability provisions were popular,
especially public disclosure of spending.

First, the structure of this potential measure has not yet been finalized. Given that, here are some potential elements of the measures
that are under consideration. For each one, please indicate if including that element would make you much more likely, somewhat more
likely, somewhat less likely, or much less likely to support a measure, or if it would make no difference to you.

Total Total
More Likely Less Likely

Public disclosure 43% 28% 27% I 71% 2%

26% I 69% 5%
Community oversight 31% 36%

28% 67% 6%
FM3

B Much More Likely ®m Somewhat More Likely  Makes No Difference = Somewhat Less Likely ™ Much Less Likely

Independent audits




Public safety, street repairs, and some bigger picture financial elements
(matching funds & financial stability) were seen as most important.

Next, please consider some potential elements of this measure, including ways in which funds it generates could be spent.
For each one, please indicate how important each one is to you personally, regardless of how you feel about the measure:
either extremely important, very important, somewhat important, or not too important.

Total Extremely/

B Extremely Important M Very Important Somewhat Important  ® Not Too Important Don’t Know Very Important
Attracting and retaining experienced .

emergency medical responders 33% 45% 13% 78%
Maintaining 911 police response times 41% 36% 15% 77%

A lifying f tching funds f the federal and
Qualifying for matching funds ro?:ateegc?veerﬁmaennt 419 35% 16% Tl 26%
AProtecting Pacifica’s long-term financial stability 37% 399% 18% 76%
Maintaining public safety services 38% 37% 19% I4% 75%

APaving failing streets and roads in th

NKeeping pollution off trash and beaches 359, 399, 199% 75%
Preventing further deterioration of streets and roads 31% 42% 23% I 74%

Repairing aging infrastructure 28% 46% 22% 74%
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Maintaining 911 response times was also a key priority.

Total Extremely/
Very Important

Maintaining 911 fire and eme:egsggxsrgiidri]c:sl 20% 23%
Updating aging infrastructure 24% I 73%

ARepairing streets and pothg{lj‘ensq;cgep{gvcg?g 6% I 20%
30% 40% 23% 70%
emergency medical response times 21% 69%
Protecting Pacifica’s abilityi;c]%gggrr]?jteen?cscar; 59% 68%
Investigating crime 21% 66%

Please consider some potential elements of this measure, including ways in which funds it generates could be spent. For each one, please indicate how important each one is to you personally, regardless of how you
feel about the measure: either extremely important, very important, somewhat important, or not too important. “Not Part of Split Sample

B Extremely Important M Very Important Somewhat Important ® Not Too Important Don’t Know

AProtecting Pacifica’s emergency preparedness

Attracting and retaining experienced firefighters

Preventing cuts to public safety services

Maintaining city streets to ensure 911 fire and




Police staffing was middle-tier priority,
as was broadly repairing and paving streets.

Total Extremely/

B Extremely Important ® Very Important Somewhat Important ® Not Too Important Don’t Know Very Important
Preventing the elimination of police officer positions 37% 28% 20% 65%
Paving deteriorating streets and roads 30% 34% 31% I 65%
Repairing potholes 33% 31% 31% 64%
Adequately staffing neighborhood police patrols 30% 34% 259% 64%
Preventing crime 30% 34% 22% 64%
Repairing and maintaining Z[:ﬁg:g;gc?/nrzlé;eoﬁssé 30% 33% 599% 64%

Please consider some potential elements of this measure, including ways in which funds it generates could be spent. For each one, please indicate how important each one is to you personally, regardless of how you
feel about the measure: either extremely important, very important, somewhat important, or not too important. Split Sample
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Additional Investments (continued)

Total Extremely/
Very Important

Providing fire station decontamination areas to hel
& it firefighter exposure to carcinogeng 31% 32% 22% 63%
AProviding safe routes to school 30% 33% 23% 63%
Attracting and retaining experienced police officers 299, 34% 21% 63%
Upgrading out-of-date fire stations to support modern
life-saving equipment and vehicles needed for 27% 36% 21% 4% 63%
Pacifica’s terrain
Upgrading out-of-date fire stations to support modern
fire-fighting equipment and vehicles needed for 24% 38% 22% 62%
Pacifica’s terrain
APrevent and address the impacts of flooding 229 36% 27% 58%

Preventing cuts to Pacifica’s Police Department 259, 30% 17% 7% 56%

Accelerating street and road repalrst%%fr?gré%ﬁ'éeﬁ 4% 30% 38% 54%

Allowing Pacifica to be self-reliant in emergencies 21% 32% 37% 53%

Please consider some potential elements of this measure, including ways in which funds it generates could be spent. For each one, please indicate how important each one is to you personally, regardless of how you
feel about the measure: either extremely important, very important, somewhat important, or not too important. “Not Part of Split Sample

B Extremely Important M Very Important Somewhat Important ® Not Too Important Don’t Know




Conclusions




- >
Conclusions

* Pacifica voters appear somewhat unsettled about the future.

* Views of City government have held steady, with more positive impressions
than negative, but many hold “fair” views.

* Views of fire, police, and public works are more positive than of city
government as a whole.

* The overall high cost of living is seen as the most pressing problem facing
Pacifica, though many are also concerned around housing costs (more
specifically) and issues related to the coastal erosion.

* Majorities continue to feel Pacifica has an appreciable need for more
funding for services and infrastructure.
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Conclusions (continued)

* A parcel tax with a two-thirds vote threshold is not viable at this time.
* An alternative utility users tax measure is also not viable at this time.

* A general-purpose sales tax measure could be viable in November, should
the City wish to engage the community further on their priorities.

FM3
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