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MA..JORITY FAVOR TESTING CONSTI
TUTIONALITY OF PROPOSITION 14
IN HIGHER COURT; OPPOSE RUMFORD ACT
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vocation if publication or broodcast takes place before
release date or if contents of report are divulged to
persons outside of subscriber staff pdor to release time.

by Mervin D, Field

A majority of the California public today is in favor of appealing the recent decision of the
California Supreme Court,which declared Proposition 14 unconstitutiona!,to the U.S. Supreme Court.
Furtherrrore, even if the state court ruling on the controversial meClSure, approved
by the voters in 1964/ is upheld,and the law is removed from the books, the publ ic is opposed to the idea
of keeping the Rumford Act, which becomes operative again in the absence of Proposition 14.
The Proposition 14 law gives property owners the right to refuse to sell or rent to anyone they

e

don't wish to deal with.; A key point in the campaign to pass Proposition 14

WCIS

that it would nullify the

Rumford Act, passed earl ier by the legislature, which makes it illegal for apartment house owners or real
estate brokers to refuse to rent or sell to anyone because of race, color, or religion.
The Califomia Poll conducted a survey among a cross section of the public throughout the state
earlier this month to sound out public feeling today on the Ufair housing U issue posed by the State Courtis
ruling.

In the survey, a margin of better than two-to-one was found in favor of 'appealing the ruling that

it Is unconstitution,al. The figures:
Proposition 14
Appeal ruling to U.S. Supreme Court
Take it off the books now
Undecided, no opinion

58%
25
17

Question
(In asking this question, the Poll's interviewers First showed each respondent a copy of the
1964 measure as it appeared on the ballot and then said: uAs you may know, the California State Supreme
Court recently ruled that the Proposition 14 law is unconstitutional.

Some people have said we should now

take the law off the books while others have said we should test it further to see if it will be found
constitutional by a higher court. Would you be in favor of taking the Proposi1'ion 14 law off the books now I
or would you favor testing it further in a higher court ?")

WORE

The California Poll was founded in 1946 as a medium for promoling public oprnion research. The California Poll is completely independent of all poillical parties and candidates. Its sole purpose is to report
public opinion accurately and objectively. Financial SUppOfi for the Poll comes from newspapers and lelevision stations that have exclusive rights Within the city of publication. The Poll utilizes accepted
scientific sampling and questioning procedures in obtarning the data reported in its releases. Representative samples of adults are Interviewed al periodic intervals on election issues and other SOCially
Important questions of the day. Proportionate numbers of people of both sexes, from all parts of the state, from different Sized communities, and If all age, economic, political, and occupation groups are
Included In the samples. Major surveys are made with samples of 1,000 or more respondents. Interim surveys sometimes are made with smaller samples of not less than 600 interviews.
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In their reaction to this question, people who want to see the constit'utionality tested further
leave little doubt that they would like to see Proposition 14, or something like it, retained. The
predominant feel ing is opposition to the idea that lithe state can tell a property owner what he can and
cannot do. 1I Many people also voice the sentiment that the state court "has no right to overrule the will of
the peopl e. II About one in four of those who feel the law should be tested in the higher court seem to feel
it is an important enough issue that the highest court in the land should rule on it lito settle the question
once and for all. II
Reinforcing the concl usion that the major: part of tbe"public today is not in favor of restrictive
housing legislation to benefit minority groups if it interferes with private property rights/is their rejection
of the Rumford Act. This question was posed this way:
"If Proposition 14 is removed from thelbooks, then the Rumford Act becomes law
again. This is the law that was passed earl ier by the state legislature which makes
it illegal for apartment house owners or real estate brokers to refuse to rent or sell
to anyone because of race, color, or religion. Do you favor or oppose the idea
of keeping the Rumford Act as a law?"
Oppose
Favor
Undecided, no opinion

54%
28
18

Even among those who favored taking Proposition 14 off the books now without further testing,
39 percent registered opposition to the Rumford Act.
Impl ications
Does today's expression of opinion mean that a majority of Californians are in favor of racial
discrimination? Probably not, since in other Cal ifornia Poll measurements they have shown sympathy for
the basic goals of the civi I rights movement. What seems to be at issue is the coil ision of two opposing
philosophies -- the rights of private citizens to dispose of their property as they see fit without inter
ference from the government versus the rights of minority groups, especially those of non-white color, to a
fair Ch9l)~e t9 o~tai n housi I")g of thei r cho ice. So far at least, the ma jori ty of Cal ifornians seem to feel that
property rights must be protected from any encroachment, even though many of them may also deplore
discri mination.
On the other hand, the trend in Congress, in the U.S. Supreme Court, and the Federal
Executive branch is. cle~rly. in the direction of support for moves to accelerate the drive of Negroes and
other racial minorities toward equality of opportunity in housing, education, jobs public accommodations
and publ ic transportation.

Rising protest in all parts of the country and outbreaks of racial violence in

Watts and other ghettoized areas has made this a national issue of first magni1"ude.
Whatever the ultimate fate of Proposition 14 in the courts, it, and the Rumford Act, are sure to
have an important impact on this year's political campaigns for stotewide offices and seats in the
state legislature.
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