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Finding 1: Americans say Trump has the wrong priorities

68% say the Trump administration has the wrong priorities
% who agree it focuses too much on deportations, not enough on the economy | Tick = February 2026

frump defectors _

All 2024 Trump voters _
Loval Trump voters _

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026

Did not back Trump in 2024 88%

70%

68%

36%

27%
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Finding 2: Voters think deportations raise prices and harm families

Across three questions, voters say deportations raise costs and harm families
Share choosing the cost-and—harm view | the opposing view drew 34-35% (only 8% expect prices to fall)

Trump's deportation policies will raise prices 65%
and the cost of living 0

Immigration enforcement is tearing families 56%
apart and driving up costs 0

Mass deportation is hurting the economy 53%
and raising costs for families 0

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Finding 2: Voters reject the everyday consequences of deportation

Voters reject the everyday consequences of mass deportation
Share calling each consequence of stepped-up enforcement acceptable vs. going too far

Goes too far Acceptable

Higher grocery prices after food workers are deported 60%

Children disappear from your child's classroom 58%

Elderly lose the home workers who care for them 56% 29%
A coworker forced out after losing work authorization 55% 29%
Families lose their childcare workers 55% 30%
Restaurants close for lack of staff 52% 32%

Fewer homes built as construction crews lose workers 34%

Your church loses congregants or lay ministers 35%

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Finding 3: Only violent-crime deportations draw majority approval

Enforcement reads as overreach to clear majorities
Share calling each enforcement action acceptable vs. going too far

Deport immigrants who committed violent crimes

Deport non—criminals who have lived here for years

Send military troops into neighborhoods for raids

End protections for previously authorized immigrants

Deport immigrants to countries they have no ties to

Separate parents from their U.S.-born children

Detain U.S. citizens or legal residents in raids

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026

Goes too far Acceptable

12%

63%
60%
65%
64%

68%

80%
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Finding 4: Trump’s 2024 coalition keeps cracking

14% - 16%

February 2026
May 2026

of 2024 Trump voters would not vote Republican in the 2026 generic ballot

Roughly one in six of Trump’s own 2024 voters has left the fold — and that gap has not
closed since February. The 2-point rise is within the margin of sampling error; the story is
the persistence of the level.

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Finding 4: Why Trump’s 2024 voters are defecting

The economy leads, immigration is second
Trump defectors only; reasons their view of the GOP changed (select up to 3) | orange = immigration

The economy and cost of living _ 51%
Trump's personal conduct and rhetoric _ 36%
Immigration enforcement and deportation policies _ 24%
Tariffs and trade policy _ 22%
Foreign policy decisions _ 20%

otver || NG s

Cuts to health care funding _ 17%
Treatment of legal immigrants and U.S. citizens _ 16%
Cuts to the federal workforce and agencies _ 11%

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026
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Finding 5: Voters would spend on costs, not security

Redirect enforcement money to health care, not police or the border
Best use of funds redirected from immigration enforcement | green = cost of living, red = security

Reduce grocery and food prices _ 29%
Lower health care costs / protect Medicaid _ 24%
Keep it with immigration enforcement _ 12%
Don't spend it; cut the budget _ 10%
Tax rebate for working families _ 8%

Border security technology _ 6%

Fund public schools _ 6%

Hiring more local police - 3%

Subsidize childcare - 3%

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026
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Finding 6: A randomized test of immigration messaging

Could a pro-immigrant, cost-of-living argument land better if it first concedes ground on
crime and the border? A randomized experiment in the survey put that to the test.

e Every respondent was randomly assigned to one of three versions of the same core
argument — that Trump’s deportations go too far and raise the cost of living

e Each version went to a random third of the sample — roughly 660-680 respondents
each

e After reading, respondents rated their agreement on a four-point scale

e The versions differed in one element: a crime-and-border caveat placed before the
argument, after it, or left out

The question: does leading with a concession broaden support — or just cost intensity?
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Finding 6: The three messages we tested

Version A — argument alone, no caveat (n = 659)

“Attacks on immigrant workers go too far. We're deporting immigrant workers who pay taxes and haven’t
committed a crime. Meanwhile, grocery prices are skyrocketing, chaotic tariffs are raising prices on hard-working
Americans, and people are losing their Medicaid coverage.”

Version B — crime-and-border caveat first (n = 662)

“We need secure borders, and we should deport undocumented immigrants who have committed a violent
crime. But Trump goes too far. He’s driving up food costs with ICE raids at restaurants and farms, deporting
immigrants married to U.S. citizens, and using masked agents to take people to undisclosed locations. Instead,
we should focus on lowering costs and building an economy where hard-working Americans can get ahead.”

Version C — crime-and-border caveat last (n = 679)

“Trump’s immigration policies are driving up food costs with ICE raids at restaurants and farms, deporting
immigrants married to U.S. citizens, and using masked agents to take people to undisclosed locations. We should
focus on lowering costs and building an economy where hard-working Americans can get ahead — while keeping
our borders secure and deporting undocumented immigrants who commit violent crimes.”

Orange = the added crime-and-border caveat.
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Finding 6: A border/crime caveat adds nothing to immigration message

The anti-deportation message lands at two—thirds, with or without a caveat
% who agree vs. disagree that attacks on immigrant workers go too far and raise costs, by experiment arm

Disagree Agree

Argument alone (no caveat) 28% 65% Not sure: 7%
Crime—and-border caveat first 26% 67% Notsure: 7%
Crime—and-border caveat last 24% 68% Not sure: 8%

. Strongly agree Somewhat agree Somewhat disagree . Strongly disagree

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Finding 6: The economic bridge reaches across party lines

More than two-thirds of independents back the economic bridge

% who agree with the anti-deportation statement, by party ID (all experiment arms pooled) | orange = swing voters

86%

68%

Democrats

Independents

47%

Republicans

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.

Independents — the swing voters — back the message 68%, and nearly half of Republicans agree.
The crime-and-border caveat does not change these party splits.
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Finding 6: The caveat moves Republicans — and only Republicans

Adding the caveat lifts Republican agreement 11--14 points

% agree / % disagree / % DK with the anti-deportation statement, by party and experiment arm | treatment effect on agree share vs. argument alone: * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001

49% agr / 40% dis / 11% DK +10 pts (n.s.)

92% agr / 7% dis / 2% DK

. Argument alone . Caveat first . Caveat last

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Finding 6: What the message test shows

Total agreement barely moved

e 66%, 67%, and 68% agreed across the three versions — a 2-point spread, well within
the margin of sampling error
e |eading with a crime-and-border concession did not broaden support

But the caveat reduced intensity

e “Strongly agree” fell from 48% with the argument alone to 42% with the caveat first and
40% with it last
e Conceding ground up front trades away committed supporters for no new ones

The takeaway

e The cost-of-living argument already lands with two-thirds of voters on its own
e Don’t pre-negotiate on crime and the border — make the affordability case directly and
let it stand
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Working-Class Deep Dive

Hispanic and Black working-class voters

Working class = household income under $60,000 — a
1,325-respondent subsample drawn from a 1,000-person low-income
oversample



A cost-of-living divide, not an immigration divide

Working-class voters are far sourer on the economy than the nation — yet on immigration
they look just like everyone else.

Issue (net approval) Fullsample Working class Gap
The economy -36 -44 -8
Tariffs and trade -30 -36 -6
Health care -28 -34 -6
Cuts to federal spending -19 =24 -5
Deportations / immigration enforcement -14 -15 -1
Border security -1 -3 -2

The penalty runs 5-8 points on pocketbook issues but all but vanishes on immigration.
These voters are economically strained, not more hawkish.

Italic rows = immigration items. National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Within the working class, race is the dividing line

Working—class Hispanic and Black voters are far more critical of Trump
Net approval of Trump's handling of each issue, working-class subsample by race/ethnicity

. White, non-Hispanic . Hispanic . Black, non-Hispanic

-54
The economy -54

Health care

Deportations / enforcement

Border security

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026
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Working-class Hispanic voters: the contested group

Still Republican-competitive — but sharply
43 — 2 1 anti-overreach
e Net approval of Trump on the economy: =54
Democratic edge on the * 71% say the administration is too focused on
2026 generic ballot deportations, not the cost of living
® 62% say mass deportation is hurting the economy
and raising costs
e The genuinely contested working-class group:
persuadable on the ballot, yet deeply negative on
enforcement and the economy

Working-class Hispanic respondents (unweighted N = 221); figures are directional. National survey, May 18-20,
2026.
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Working-class Black voters: overwhelmingly opposed

Deeply negative on Trump across the board
5 7 —12 e Net approval of Trump on the economy: =54 and
immigration enforcement: -36
Democratic edge on the e 79% say the administration is too focused on
2026 generic ballot deportations — the highest of any group

® 64% say enforcement is tearing apart families and
driving up costs

¢ Not a persuasion target so much as a turnout and
intensity audience — already overwhelmingly
Democratic

Working-class Black respondents (unweighted N = 193); figures are directional. National survey, May 18-20, 2026.
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The anti-deportation message works best with these voters

Messaging agreement overall and by working class x race
% who agree with the anti-deportation statement (all experiment arms pooled)

Working—class Hispanic 69%

Full sample 67%

63%

All working class

Working—class Black 63%

Working—class White 59%

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
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Messaging agreement by experimental condition and working class x race

Each message lands similarly across working—class race groups

% agree / % disagree / % DK with the anti-deportation statement, by experiment arm | treatment effect on agree share vs. argument alone: * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001

68% agr / 24% dis / 8% DK +3 pts (n.5.)

I
Full sample (n =2000) I 67% agr / 26% dis / 7% DK +2 pts (n.s.)
I 65% agr / 28% dis / 7% DK

P 63% agr / 23% dis / 14% DK +0 pts (n.s.)
All working class (n = 1325) _ 62% agr / 28% dis / 10% DK -0 pts (n.s.)

P 639% agr / 24% dis / 13% DK

58% agr / 30% dis / 12% DK -3 pts (n.s.)

Working-class White (n = 784) _ 58% agr / 33% dis / 9% DK -3 pts (n.s.)
|

61% agr / 29% dis / 10% DK
79% agr / 17% dis / 4% DK +10 pts (n.s.)

I
Working—class Hispanic (n =221) I 619 agr / 26% dis / 13% DK -7 pts (n.s.)
| i

69% agr / 16% dis / 16% DK
[ 58% agr / 23% dis / 19% DK -3 pts (n.s.)
70% agr / 21% dis / 9% DK +10 pts (n.s.)

I
I 60% agr / 21% dis / 19% DK

Working-class Black (n = 193)

. Argument alone - Caveat first . Caveat last

National survey of 2,000 U.S. adults, May 18-20, 2026.
Working-class Hispanic and Black subgroups have small per-arm samples (n = 58-81); arm-level differences
within those groups are directional.
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Key findings

1. Wrong priorities: 68% of Americans say the administration is too focused on
deportations and not enough on the cost of living

2. Deportation as countrywide self-harm: majorities say mass deportation raises
prices and harms families — and reject nearly every everyday consequence of it

3. The economic bridge: two-thirds agree with the anti-deportation “economic
bridge” message — and border/crime caveats add no support

4. A cost-of-living divide: working-class voters are sourer on the economy, not
more hawkish on immigration — working-class Hispanic and Black voters are the
message’s strongest audiences
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Strategic implications

Immigration enforcement is a vulnerability — but the economy is the engine

e 68% say the administration is too focused on deportations vs. the cost of living
e ~16% of Trump’s 2024 coalition has defected; the economy leads the reasons,
immigration is second

Lead with cost of living; the immigration argument follows

e The anti-deportation message already lands with two-thirds of voters
e A border/crime caveat is not required — it adds nothing and slightly softens intensity
e Voters want enforcement money spent on costs, not police or border hardware

The class divide is a cost-of-living divide

e Working-class voters are sourer on the economy, not more hawkish on immigration
e Working-class Hispanic and Black voters are the message’s strongest audiences
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