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State Polls Show Medicare for All Could Cost
Democrats the Blue Wall in 2020
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Three new polls of likely general election voters in the Blue Wall states of Pennsylvania,

Michigan, and Wisconsin reveal that voters are deeply skeptical about Medicare for All and

that the policy will not help Democrats beat Donald Trump in these top 2020 battleground

states. 1

Among our �ndings:

1. Voters reject Medicare for All by double digits in two of three Blue Wall states.

2. Voters think Medicare for All will lead to middle-class tax hikes and lower quality of care.

3. A generic Democrat who seeks to build o� the A�ordable Care Act (ACA) performs better

against Trump with general election voters in the Blue Wall states than a generic

Democrat who supports Medicare for All.

These �ndings may explain why by margins of 19-points in Pennsylvania 16-points in
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These �ndings may explain why by margins of 19-points in Pennsylvania, 16-points in

Michigan, and 17-points in Wisconsin, Democrats and persuadable voters would rather the

Democratic nominee run on building o� the ACA over Medicare for All.

The Blue Wall is Democrats’ clearest road back to the White House. But winning there requires

that Democrats leverage every electoral advantage and minimize liabilities. Right now,

Trump’s campaign polling shows that voters don’t trust him on health care, but if Democrats

embrace Medicare for All, this would turn a guaranteed liability for Trump into a political jump

ball just in time for the general election campaign.

#1: Medicare for All is underwater by double
digits in two of three Blue Wall states.
Medicare for All is as unpopular as Trumpcare (repeal and replace the ACA) in two of the three

Blue Wall states, and both are far less popular in all three states than a plan to build o� the

ACA. Medicare for All is broadly unpopular in Michigan and Pennsylvania where voters oppose

it by 10 and 11 points, respectively. Only in Wisconsin is Medicare for All able to win a plurality

and score better than Trumpcare. Among Independent voters, support for Medicare for All

across the Blue Wall states ranges from 33–38%.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/trump-lashes-out-at-hhs-secretary-after-briefing-shows-democrats-leading-on-health-care/2020/01/17/f6ad2eae-3972-11ea-bf30-ad313e4ec754_story.html


However, in all three Blue Wall states, voters favor a “health care plan that builds o� the

A�ordable Care Act to cover everyone and reduce costs” and prefer that plan over the other

two health care policy options by wide margins. A plan to build on the ACA outperforms

Medicare for All by 17-points in Michigan, 18-points in Pennsylvania, and 15-points in

Wisconsin. Those who are strongly opposed to Medicare for All are double the number who are

strongly in favor in Pennsylvania (43% to 21%), Michigan (42% to 22%), and they come close

in Wisconsin (37% to 22%).

#2: Blue Wall voters express skepticism about
Medicare for All’s promises.
Voters’ skepticism about Medicare for All begins with the belief that it will raise their taxes.

Half of voters in each of the Blue Wall states believe they will pay much more in taxes

personally and more than two-thirds say it is unlikely that a Medicare for All health care plan



personally, and more than two-thirds say it is unlikely that a Medicare for All health care plan

could be enacted without raising middle-class taxes.

While large numbers of Blue Wall voters are certain of the costs, there is also a high degree of

doubt about the bene�ts.

By a three-to-one margin, voters in each of the Blue Wall states say they are less con�dent in

the government running the entire health care system compared to the system we have now.

As a result, they are worried about the quality of care. By huge margins (ranging from 21-

points in Wisconsin to 32-points in Michigan), voters think that “Medicare for All would lead

to lower-quality care and longer wait times.”

Some of this skepticism may be because most voters in our poll are satis�ed with the coverage

they now have. Sixty-six percent of those with coverage in Pennsylvania, 64% in Michigan,

and 62% in Wisconsin rate their current health insurance plan as “excellent” or “good.” Most

of the rest rate their plan as “acceptable.” Less than 10% in each state give their plan a rating

of “poor.” Fewer than 5% in each state lack coverage altogether.

What most voters in the Blue Wall states want (especially Independents and those who

already have coverage) is a focus on costs. In all three states, when forced to make a choice,

voters rate a federal focus on “reduc[ing] the cost of healthcare and prescription drugs” over

“guarantee[ing] healthcare to all Americans” as a higher priority.

#3: A generic Democrat who seeks to build off
the ACA performs better against Trump than
one who favors Medicare for All.
In all three Blue Wall states, the race against Donald Trump is exceedingly close. In Michigan,

a generic Democrat loses to Trump by two points. In Pennsylvania, the race is tied. In

Wisconsin, the Democrat has a four-point lead. This suggests that the 2020 presidential race

could end up being as close as 2016 when Hillary Clinton lost the three Blue Wall states by a

combined 77,744 votes.

A central argument from Medicare for All advocates is that the issue will put Democrats over

the top in these tough races by increasing enthusiasm among base voters. But in a split

sample question where half of respondents receive one version of a question and the other

half a di�erent version, Democratic voters in the Blue Wall states were no more enthusiastic

about voting for a generic Democrat who supports Medicare for All than one who runs on

building o� the ACA. Medicare for All is not the answer for getting out Democrats’ vote in the

Blue Wall in 2020.



Medicare for All also does not increase Democrats’ chances of beating Trump. In another split

sample question, a generic Democrat who supports Medicare for All performs marginally

worse against Trump than the baseline in all three states, while a Democrat who campaigns

on building o� the ACA performs marginally better. In no state does a Democrat who supports

Medicare for All beat Donald Trump, losing by four in Michigan, by one in Pennsylvania, and

tying in Wisconsin. But a Democrat who supports building o� the ACA wins by six in

Wisconsin, two in Pennsylvania, and is down by two in Michigan. Medicare for All is not the

answer for persuading voters in 2020.



Medicare for All engenders palpable political angst among Democrats and persuadable voters

because they believe it will not help beat Trump. As noted at the top, these voters were given a

simple forced-choice question: “Would you prefer that the Democratic nominee for president

runs on single-payer Medicare for All” or “building o� the A�ordable Care Act”? By double-

digit margins, Democrats and persuadable voters in each state said they would prefer the

nominee runs on building o� the ACA.



Conclusion
Donald Trump is underwater on health care, and in 2018, health care was the top policy issue

that Democrats used to win a historic wave election. To beat Trump in 2020, health care must

be a decisive winner for Democrats again. But Medicare for All gives up that edge.

ENDNOTES

Third Way and Change Research partnered to conduct state polls in Michigan, Pennsylvania,1.



Third Way and Change Research partnered to conduct state polls in Michigan, Pennsylvania,

and Wisconsin of likely general election voters. The samples by state were 888 for Michigan,

1,625 in Pennsylvania, and 993 in Wisconsin. Polls were conducted over the dates of January 15-

18, 2020. Post-strati�cation weights were made on age, gender, region, education, social

media use, race, and 2016 presidential vote to re�ect the distribution of likely voters.
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