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MEMORANDUM  

TO: Interested Parties 

FROM: Guy Molyneux & Mark Bunge, Hart Research Associates 

DATE: January 21, 2010 

RE: Election Night Survey Of Massachusetts Senate Voters 

On the evening of January 19, Hart Research Associates conducted a telephone 

survey among 810 voters in the special election for U.S. Senate in 

Massachusetts.  The survey, conducted on behalf of the AFL-CIO, has a margin 

of error of ±3.8 percentage points.  Note that the survey data were weighted to 

be consistent with the actual election results, yielding a five-point margin for 

Brown (50% Brown, 45% Coakley, 1% other candidates, 4% refused).  This 

memo reviews the survey’s main findings. 

1. This was a working-class revolt, and it reveals the danger to 
Democrats of not successfully addressing workers’ economic 
concerns.   

� Coakley won this election by five points among college graduates, but lost the 
non-college vote by a 20-point margin.  This represents a huge swing among 

non-college voters since 2008, when Obama won by 21 points, for a net swing 

of 41 points.  (The comparable change among college graduates was a net 

25-point decline, from +30 to +5).  

� Non-college men voted for Brown by a 27-point margin (59% to 32%), and 

non-college women also voted for Brown by 13 points (while college women 

went for Coakley by 13 points).   

� Gender dynamics were less important than the class dimension:  the 15-point 
gender gap (men voted for Brown by 13 points, women voted for Coakley by 

two points) was actually considerably smaller than the 24-point gap in 2008.    

 

2. Voters still have the same goals they had in November 2008:  fix 
the economy and provide affordable health care.  But they don’t 
see the job being done.   

� Economic dissatisfaction played a large role in Brown’s victory.  The majority 
of voters who said the Massachusetts economy is not so good or poor (52%) 

voted for Brown by 56% to 39%.  However, voters who said the economy was 

excellent, good, or fair supported Coakley by 52% to 43%.   

� Brown even won voters in the 20% of households in which someone had lost 

a job in the past year (50% to 45%).  
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� Voters’ believed the federal government has helped Wall Street—61% say 

government recession policies have helped Wall Street and large banks a lot 

or a fair amount—but not average working people (only 18%).   

� The most important qualities voters were looking for in electing a senator 
were someone who will (1) fix the economy and (2) reform the health care 

system.  Sending a message to President Obama and Congress about the size 

of government was much less important.  

� “Electing a candidate who will strengthen the economy and create more 

good jobs” (79% single most/very important factor). 

� “Electing a candidate who is committed to controlling health care costs and 

covering the uninsured” (54% single most/very important factor). 

� “Sending a message that President Obama and Congress are going too far 

in expanding government's role in our lives” (42% single most/very 

important). 

 

3. Massachusetts voters say that President Obama and the 
Democrats have done too little, rather than attempted too much.   

� Voters were not worried about Democratic “overreach”—47% said their bigger 

concern about Democrats is that they haven't succeeded in making needed 

change rather than tried to make too many changes too quickly (32%).  Even 

Brown voters are more concerned about a lack of change (50%) than about 

trying to make too many changes too quickly (43%).  

� Massachusetts voters significantly are more concerned about Democrats doing 
too much to help banks and Wall Street (54%) than about imposing too many 

regulations on business (22%).  Even Brown voters are more concerned 

about Democrats’ helping banks (55%) than about imposing government 

regulations (36%).  

 

4. The results of this election were not a call to abandon national 
health care reform.   

� 82% of voters were aware of Scott Brown's opposition to health care 

legislation supported by President Obama and congressional Democrats, but it 

had virtually no net impact on the Senate election.  Those who knew Brown’s 

position were as likely to say it made them less likely (39%) to support him as 

to say it made them more likely to support him (41%).  

� Brown actually lost among the 59% of voters who picked health care as one 

of their top two voting issues (50% Coakley, 46% Brown).  Brown voters 

(55%) were less likely to cite health care as a top issue than were Coakley 

voters (66%).  

� Two-thirds (67%) favor the Massachusetts health insurance law that ensures 

nearly universal coverage, including 53% of Brown voters.   

� However, Massachusetts voters did show deep concerns about the possibility 
that health care reform would tax employer health benefits.  Fully 42% of 

voters believed the health care bill would tax employer health benefits, and 

those voters voted for Brown by two to one (64% to 32%) while voters who 
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knew the plan would not tax benefits voted for Coakley (54% to 40%).  

Among voters who believed the health care bill would tax employer benefits, 

half (48%) said this issue made them more likely to vote for Scott Brown 

(just 14% were more likely to vote for Coakley).   

5. Considerable evidence exists that this election was largely 
about the individual candidates, Coakley and Brown, more than a 
referendum on President Obama or the Democratic agenda. 

� By 61% to 33%, Massachusetts voters said they were picking the best 

candidate to be their U.S. senator, rather than “sending a message to 

Washington.”  In fact, a majority of Brown’s supporters report that they were 

selecting the best candidate, not sending a message to Washington about the 

direction of the country (52% to 42%).  

� People simply liked Scott Brown much better.  His personal rating from voters 
was 51% positive to 32% negative (net +19 points), while Coakley had much 

weaker personal ratings at 40% positive and 37% negative.  

� Voters give Obama (52% positive, 33% negative) much better ratings than 

Coakley, and approve of the job he is doing (52% approve, 38% disapprove).  

 

6.  This election was not an endorsement of a Republican agenda 
on the economy or otherwise.  

� Massachusetts voters overwhelmingly say they want Scott Brown to be 
bipartisan and work with Obama and congressional Democrats, rather than 

stick to his conservative philosophy and work to defeat the Democrats’ 

agenda: 76% to 21% among all voters and 61% to 36% among Brown's own 

supporters.  

� Massachusetts voters still say they trust Obama (47%) significantly more than 

congressional GOPers (33%) to have the right policies for fixing the economy.  

� Voters strongly disapprove of the job being done by congressional GOPers 
today (26% approve, 58% disapprove), a much lower rating than they give to 

congressional Democrats (37% approve, 51% disapprove).  

 

 

 

 


