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Republicans show initial support for foreign assistance (40 support, 38 oppose, 18 neither),
and messaging is especially effective as a majority of voters support foreign assistance
on the informed ballot.

Supportis initially strongest among voters under 55, college educated men, and
Traditional Republicans.

Opposition is initially strongest among women 55+, extremely conservatives, and
Trump Republicans.

After messaging, support increases +11 to reach 51%, and opposition shrinks to 28% (-10
from initial).

Women, voters under 55, and those in the Northeast are some of the groups that increase
their support most.

Both Trump and Traditional Republicans increase their support at a similar rate.

The most effective message overall is the Healthcare message. This message works best with
younger men, extremely conservatives, in the Northeast, and Evangelicals.

Among those who are initially unsure about foreign assistance, Mass Migration stands
out as most effective.

Among those who are initially neutral on foreign assistance, Trump Support and
Women and Girls both stand out as effective.

Voters are evenly spread on what should be the primary motivation for foreign assistance.
Trump Republicans tend to think it should be used for advancing U.S. national security and
strengthening U.S. global leadership and influence.

Traditional Republicans believe more in supporting global humanitarian needs¢fy CYGNAL



Voters tend to trust the government (30%) most to manage foreign assistance effectively. Faith
based organizations (19%) are more trusted than the private sector (10%) and NGOs (9%).

The types of foreign assistance the U.S. should prioritize are clearly disaster relief (41%)
and food aid (37%). Each other type fails to reach more than 25%.

68% believe it is important for the U.S. to provide foreign assistance, and 66% believe the
U.S. is effective in doing so. At the same time, 69% voters believe the U.S. currently
spends too much on foreign assistance.

Voters are divided on who they believe is more efficient and accountable at implementing
foreign assistance: NGOs (25%), the U.S. government (31%), or neither (31%).

Traditional Republicans show more trust in NGOs while Trump Republicans tend to prefer
neither.

Emergency relief and recovery (41%) and humanitarian assistance (33%) are the leading
preferred terms to describe foreign assistance.

Trump (93 fav, 6 unfav) is more favorable than George W. Bush (64 fav, 28 unfav), who
appeals most to Traditional Republicans.

The U.S. Military (94 fav, 4 unfav) has a very strong image, and NATO (44 fav, 34 unfav) is 1:1
with Trump Republicans and underwater among extremely conservatives. The UN (44 fav, 44
unfav) draws mixed opinions across the electorate.

Fewer voters have an opinion of NGOs (26 fav, 37 unfav). Voters under 55 show them the
most favorability.

USAID (27 fav, 50 unfav) is unfavorable to a majority of voters.
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Segmentation analysis identified four voter groups:

Older Foreign Assistance Supporters (28%) show the most support for foreign
assistance. They are the oldest segment and skew female and more moderate.

Foreign Assistance Opposers (28%) show the most opposition for foreign assistance.
They are the most male-leaning, most conservative, and skew older.

Younger Foreign Assistance Supporters (26%) show strong support for foreign
assistance. They are the youngest segment and skew male and more moderate.

Lean Foreign Assistance Opposers (18%) are the most neutral on foreign assistance but
tend to lean against it. They are the most female-leaning segment and skew middle-aged
and more moderate.
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Generally speaking, would you say things in the United States are headed in the right direction or off on the wrong track? @ CYGNAL
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Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion of North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)? @ C Y G N A L



Image: The U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID)
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Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion of The U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID)? @ CYGNAL
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Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion of The United Nations (UN)? @ C Y G N A L
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Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion of Nongovernmental Organizations (NGOs)? @ C Y G N A L



| Emotive Analysis — Foreign Assistance

Voters express a near equal amount of primary emotions
of anger, trust, and joy when asked about foreign
assistance. The dominant primary emotion of anger is
driven by the secondary emotion of criticism as voters

pick apart their beliefs about foreign assistance.

«  The primary emotion of trust is driven by the
secondary emotion of confidence, and the primary
emotion of joy is driven by optimism as voters
believe in foreign assistance and its global

necessity.

Those who initially oppose foreign assistance as well as
those who identify as Trump Republicans voters
express much more negative emotions. Those who
support foreign assistance and Traditional Republicans
show more trust and joy.

Much mare a Trump Republican

Much more a traditional conservative
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Somewhat more a traditicnal
conservative Republican
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Pro Foreign Assistance:

“I think we are doing the right thing by helping other underserved countries with non-military aid.”
Man, 65+, Trump Republican

“| feel that the United States Government should help combat hunger and poverty in undeveloped
countries, because it is the right thing to do.” Man, 65+, Trump Republican

“I support foreign assistance to countries in need. As humans, our responsibility to one another is to
care for one another if we are blessed to do so. The US can set a precedent of leadership and peace
by providing foreign assistance as we have tremendous power in the world today.” Woman, 30 — 44,
Traditional Republican

Anti Foreign Assistance:

“Needs to be stopped or drastically reduced until Americans are taken care of first.” Man, 55 — 64,
Trump Republican

“I do not agree with it right now. We need to fix our country first before we help others.” Woman, 45
— 54, Trump Republican

“I think it is not our problem and we should not get involved that help should be focused here there
are plenty of people in the US that need help and can not get it me included.” Man, 55 — 64, Traditional
Republican

Ambivalent:

‘I think it is fine. You never know when we will need help and hopefully they would do the same for
us.” Woman, 45 — 54, Trump Republican

“Depends on if it benefits the United States.” Woman, 45 — 54, Trump Republican

“I like the idea and message behind it, the concern is with the underserved in our own country not
being met is always a problem though.” Man, 18 — 29, Traditional Republican

“While | understand the need, we need to look a bit more introspectively, as our country‘is(éY)FtEBfé L
mess and we need to focus on righting our ship.” Woman, 30 — 44, Traditional Republican



Initial Foreign Assistance
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Do you support or oppose the United States providing non-military foreign assistance to people in other countries that are in need? @ CYGNAL



Win-Win: Foreign assistance is a win-win for Americans. By helping countries recover from crises or grow their
economies, we strengthen our own national security, strengthen health systems, open new markets for American
businesses, and reduce threats like terrorism and instability—all while improving lives abroad.

Trump Support: President Trump has called for smart foreign assistance that makes America safer, stronger and more
prosperous. During his first term, he emphasized aid programs that protect U.S. interests, counter threats like China’s
growing influence, and support our allies. Following this approach is a way to keep America strong and secure.

Christian Values: Christianity is based on service, compassion, and helping the most vulnerable. Foreign assistance
programs help rescue victims of trafficking, provide clean water, provide healthcare, and bring hope to those in crisis.
Whether led by faith, morality, or a commitment to our values, our nation has been blessed, and we should be a blessing
to others.

National Security: Foreign assistance is an essential tool for keeping America safe. By stabilizing regions before they
become hotbeds of terrorism or conflict, we prevent threats from reaching our shores and limit wars from breaking out. It’s
far less costly to invest in building peace abroad than to fight wars later.

Economic Benefits: Foreign assistance boosts the American economy by creating new trade opportunities and jobs at
home. When other countries prosper, they can buy more American goods and services, which benefits farmers,
manufacturers, and businesses across the United States.

Countering China: Foreign assistance is one of the principal ways America shows strength in the world. When America
walks away and stops providing support to countries or international organizations, it allows China to come in and take
over.

Mass Migration: Foreign assistance is part of the solution to illegal immigration by addressing the root causes driving
people to leave their countries, such as poverty and instability. When we invest abroad, people have better opportunities
in their own communities and stay home, reducing the flow of people to the United States.

Localization: When international organizations work closely with local partners, experience and local expertise combine
to form the best outcomes. The most effective form of foreign assistance teaches communities how to help themselves.

Global Alliances: After the 2004 tsunami in Indonesia, the U.S. sent food, clean water, and medical teams. Years later,
Indonesians still see America as a friend because we were there when they needed help. Acts of goodwill through foreign
assistance like this create enduring alliances.

W CYGNAL

X



Women & Girls: In crisis zones, women and girls are uniquely vulnerable to abuse, exploitation, and trafficking. American
foreign assistance programs that help women and girls can be the difference between life and death.

NGOs vs. Federal Government: Foreign assistance doesn’t have to mean bigger govermment. Trusted
nongovernmental organization (NGO) partners deliver results efficiently because they must perform or lose funding —
unlike government agencies. Supporting foreign assistance through NGOs ensures faster impact and lower costs for
taxpayers.

International Organizations/Force Multiplier: The opioid crisis is global, with most fentanyl coming from abroad but
harming U.S. communities. Foreign assistance and partnerships with international organizations help combat trafficking
and addiction. Last year, U.S. overdose deaths fell for the first time since 2018, largely due to these efforts. Without global
cooperation, the crisis will worsen.

Military vs. Foreign Assistance: Military intervention isn’t the only way to stabilize foreign countries. Foreign assistance
invests in long-term stability at a fraction of the cost — and without putting American lives at risk.

Healthcare: Investing in health systems and health workers around the globe helps keep Americans safer and healthier.
Foreign assistance helps strengthen health systems around the globe so everyone, everywhere has access to health
care and health threats are contained before reaching American shores.

Humanitarian Responsibility: Foreign assistance reflects America’s commitment to helping people in need, no matter
where they live. From disaster relief to global health programs, we have a moral responsibility to help families and
communities rebuild their lives and protect their futures.

Anti-America First: The United States has its own problems that need to be addressed before we provide foreign
assistance to other countries. America’s people and priorities come first.

Anti-Funding Stopped: Some of the first actions President Trump took upon his inauguration was pausing all foreign
assistance for 90 days, cutting funding for USAID, and reforming many aspects of foreign assistance to take a look at
waste, fraud, and abuse.
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Messages

Win-Win 25.0% 13.5% 9.1%

12.9% 6.3% 4.5% [
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National Security 16.2% 35.2% 24.3% 11.3% SHe 6%

Economic Benefits 16.6% 31.1% 26.4% 12.1% 9.6%

Countering China 27.5% 11.0% 9.3% 7.0%

Mass Migration 26.1% 13.1% 13.5% 5.8%

Localization 18.7% 33.4% 25.2% 11.8% 6.8%

Global Alliances 24.7% 36.3% 22.0% 71% 6.3%

Women & Girls 21.2% 6:5% | 7.0% ‘X%

NGOs vs. Federal Government 27.2% 13.4% 11.7% 7.8%
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Healthcare 25.1% 11.4% 10.8%

Humanitarian Responsibility 26.2% 14.5% 8.4%

Anti-America First

16.0% 12.5% 9.9% [}

Anti-Funding Stopped 19.4% 10.5% 1.7%
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Effectiveness (x Axis)
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messages indicates the 100
message’s persuasion power —
the most important function.
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Overall
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: M <55
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: M 55+
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: F <565
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: F 55+
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: M College
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: F College
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: F No College
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Trump Republicans
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Traditional Republicans
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I Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Extremely Conservative
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I Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Somewhat Conservative
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Moderate/ Liberal
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Midwest
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Northeast
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: South
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: West
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Other Religion
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Mainline Protestant
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Catholic
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map: Evangelical
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| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map:
Initial Undecideds on the Foreign Assistance Ballot

80

Trump Support

Christian Values
‘ Anti-Funding Stopped ‘

' Women & Girls Mass Migration
Healthcare ’
urity

National Sec
Humanitarian Responsibility Anti-America Eirst
Win-Win
enefi
‘ Military vs. Foreign Assistance

International Organizations/Force Multiplier ~ Countering China ‘

0 [

NGOs vs. Federal Government

60

NET Impact (%)
D
o

20 Economic B

1 15 2

Effectiveness

Paints cdored according to ‘Messages’
Area of points are proportiona to absdute value of ‘Believability’

0 0.5

U CYGNAL



| Pro-Foreign Assistance Message Map:
Neither Support nor Oppose on Initial Foreign Assistance
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Informed Foreign Assistance

50.8%

28.3%

18.2%

2.7%

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
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Support Total
Oppose Total
Strongly support

Somewhat support

Neither support nor oppose

Somewhat oppose
Strongly oppose 11% 8% 12% 13% 13% 13% 10% 8% 12% 7% 11% 12%” 9% 6% 9% 14% 6% 13% 11% 8% 11% 11% 9% 5% 9% 12% 1% 8% 6% 6% 6% 14%

Unsure 4% 5% 0% 1% 1% 1% 6% 3% 3% 2% 2% 4% 3% 3% 2% 1% 2% 3% 2% 3% 3% 3% 0% 2%.5% 2% 1% 2% 2% 3% 2% 3%

Do you support or oppose the United States providing non-military foreign assistance to people in other countries that are in need? @ CYGNAL



Percent Change: Initial to Informed Foreign Assistance

Initial Informed

Support +11 from Initial

50.8%
0,
28.3%
17.9% 18.2%
3.6% 2.7%
|
Support Oppose Neither Unsure Oppose Neither Unsure
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Support Total 14% | 12% 5% | 1% | 13% | 14% 10% | 6% | 11% | 13% | 14% | 10% | 1% | 12% | 9% | 1% | 10% | 17% | 15% 1% | 11% 17% 6%

Oppose Total - : | 7 % V | - V | -8% | V | 7 | V | ‘ | - | 9% ' ' ' - ' %

Strongly support | | 2% | 3% | | 4% | | | ‘ 3% | 2%
Somewhat support 3% | 8% 5% 9% 4%

Neither support nor oppose 3% | 2% 3% 0% | 2%
Somewhat oppose 7 ‘ 7 -4% 7 -5% | 7 ‘ 2% 7 v 7 7 V ‘ V 7 ‘ ‘ v 1% L 7 7 : 3%
Strongly oppose l 3% | 6% 7% ‘ » ‘ » | % » . 3% | 4%

Unsure 0% | -1% 1% 3% T




Informed Foreign Assistance Among Initial Undecideds

32.5% 32.7%

23.7%

11.0%

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
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16% 0% 15%

Oppose Total 10% 0% 18% 19%

12% 0% 0% 11% 5% .m NA 13%

S‘tl’ongly suppo[‘t 20% 11% 25% 0% 0% 16% 17% 9% 20% 18% 0% 0% 13% 15% . 15% 14% 0% 0% 13% 13% 14% 21% NA 0% 11% 17% 10%
14

% 15%
2% 24% 10%5%0% 20%.0%20%7% 0% | 23% 0% 20% 23% 0% 0% NA .D% 23%
% . 13% 24% 10% . 26% 18% 25% [RUNECN 23% .. 17% 0% 26% 0% 0%  24% 25% 14% 26% NA 24%. 10%
13%

0% 6% 0% 10% 0% 5% 0% 0% 12% 0% 0% 10% 12% 0% 6% 0% 0% 6% 0% 15% | 26% NA

%

Somewhat support -18% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Neither support nor oppose 9%  22% 20%

Somewhat oppose 0% 5% 0% 20%

Strongly oppose  10% 0% 18% 0% 0% 9% 1 0% 0% NA 0% 0% 16% 5%

1% 5%

Do you support or oppose the United States providing non-military foreign assistance to people in other countries that are in need? @ CYGNAL




Motivation

24.2% 24.2% 23.3%

19.5%
8.9%

Advancing U.S. Strengthening U.S. Supporting global Promoting U.S. Unsure
national security global leadership ~ humanitarian needs economic interests
and influence

e Q e £ » 'é;oc
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Advancing U.S. national security 27% | 30% | 31% | 27% 27% b 25% | 23% | 24% | 25% 27%

Strengthening U.S. global leadership and influence 25% | 24% 28% | 23% 25% | 23% 26% |23% 23% | 23% 24% | 28% | 26% | 22% | 25% | 24% 24% | 24% | 27% | 24% | 23% | 25% 32% | 34% | 23% | 23%

Supporting global humanitarian needs : 24%  29% 24% | 23% 25% 29%  25% z % b 26% 24%

Promoting U.S. economic interests

Unsure 12% 13% 4% 6% 6% 5% 6% 9% 2% 9% 183% 11% 7% 9% 7% 10% 6% 10% 9% 7% 10% 5% 2% PARAN 10% 7% 10% 10% 4% 12% 6% 9%

What should be the primary motivation for the U.S. to provide foreign assistance? C Y G N A L



Trust

30.1%

19.4% 19.0%
9.8% 9.4%
- - - B

The U.S. Faith-based Private sector or Nongovernmental Local community International Unsure
Government organizations businesses organizations organizations organizations
(NGOs)
2 N
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LUCRORSRElIET [ il 33% |28%  31% 30% | 30% 31% |27%  35% |30% | 36% |28% 31% 29%  28% |29%  36% |31% [29% | 30% | 30% | 30% 30% 30% 43% o 34% | 36% 31% |32% | 31% | 29%

Faith-based organizations [14% . .. H 16% . 15% A . 16% 12% 3 1% . 15% 14% .

8% 5% 8% 1% 4% 1% 9% 12% 7% 12% 8% 11% 9% 8% 11% 10% 10% 5% 9% 6% 9% 11% 9% 6% 9% 8% 10% 11%

Private sector or businesses 7% 6% 11% 1

Nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) 12% 10% 11% 7% 4% 1% 10% 11% 12% 11% 7% 1% 7% 1% 9% 12% 9% 11% 11% 10% 5% 9% 16% 4% 13% 7% 10% 10% 7% 10% 11% 14% 8%
Local community organizations 7% 5% 10% 5% 4% 10% 5% 6% 6% 8% 7% 4% 4% 8% 6% 8% 7% 6% 5% 5% 13% 6% 13% 0% 3% 4% 10% 3% 10% 14% 6% 7% 5%

International organizations 6% 7% 9% 2% 5% 6% 6% 8% 5% 7% 5% 9% 3% 7% 6% 8% 5% 7% 4% 5% 1% 5% 14% 9% 7% ©% 7% 5% 7% 11% 8% 3% 4%
oo o
o R o o o o o R o B o

Who do you trust most to manage U.S. foreign assistance effectively? @ C Y G N A L




FA Priority

41.3%
37.0%
25.2%
21.8% 20.9% o
20.1% 15 49,
12.8%
9.8%
. 4% 7.9%
Disaster Food aid  Combatting Health Disease Economic Human Military aid  Education Democracy Refugee Environmental Climate Unsure
relief drugs and system prevention development rights aid promotion and aid resilience
crime support immigration
support
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DEEREREIRN 37% | 48% |32% | 45% |37% | 41% | 39% | 50% | 45% |39% 39% 43% |40% 42% |47% 32%  42% |40%|45% 45% 43% | 42% | 42% | 32% | 48% | 48% |32% | 41% | 44% |44%

Food aid [ENZAN 38% | 37% | 44% |30% | 34% | 40% | 41% | 33% | 43% 38% | 36% | 34% 41% | |40% | 40% | 38% 35% | 36% | 41%

Combatting drugs and crime -
Health system support
Disease prevention 14%
Economic development - 18%
Human rights [23% 18% 19% 15% 14% 19% 19%“17% 17% 20% 17% 22% 19% 1 18% 18% [23% 14% 2

Military aid 19% 9% 14% 13% 13% 11% 14% 13% 12% 12% 12% 11% 13% 17% 13% 14% 10% 19% 1% B2 9% 2% 13% 15% 13% 11% [19% 1%

Educationaid 11% 9% 12% 8% 8% 11% 9% 12% 11% 8% 9% 11% 9% 13% 8% 9% 10% 10% 10% 9% 11% 10% 10% 16% 5% 11% 12% 8% 12% 15% 9% 10% 9%

Democracy promotion 8% 3% 10% 10% 10% 10% 4% 6% 6% 3% 10% 6% 8% 9% 5% 7% 8% 7% 5% 7% 1% 7% 8% 1% 0% 7% 6% 8% 15% 7% 10% 6% 7%
Refugee and immigration support 5% 5% 7% 4% 4% 6% 4% 6% 4% 5% 6% 4% 6% 3% 3% 9% 5% 5% 7% 3% 6% 5% 3% 7% 8% 4% 6% 4% 5% 6% 8% 2% 4%
Envionmental aid 8% 3% 9% 2% 6% 5% 5% 4% 4% 7% 5% 3% 4% 4% 7% 5% 5% 5% 5% 4% 7% 5% 6% 1% 5% 5% 3% 5% 11% 8% 6% 6% 4%

Climate resilience 5% 2% 9% 2% 6% 4% 3% 4% 3% 8% 3% 4% 3% 4% 2% 9% 4% 4% 3% 3% 8% 4% 0% 7% 5% 4% 6% 2% 5% 1% 2% 4% 3%

Unsure 9% 1% 6% 5% 5% 6% 13% 7% 7% 7% 8% 9% 10% 10% 6% 3% 8% 6% 8% 7% 9% 8% 8% 7% E 9% 8% 7% 6% 3% 6% 10% 9%

20% 18% 22% 14% 11% 16% 22% 17% [B9%) 14%
[25%)25% 14% 17%- 6 28% 14%

Which types of foreign assistance do you think the U.S. should prioritize? Select up to three options that apply. CYGNAL



| Effectiveness

65.7%

27.7%
18.9%
6.6%
8.9%
Effective Not effective Unsure
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Not effective Total 17%

‘ ‘ | ) ® 0
Very effective . 20% . 1% 19% 22% 20% 16% .22% 23% 20% 20% .21% .I 19% 23%. 13%
Somewhat effective 47% 47%

‘ 47% 47% 50% 0%‘ 48% 47%

Not very effective 13% 16% 16% ..20% 10% 22% 21% 18% 19% 16% 24% 18% 19% 14% 20% 17% 18% 20% 18% 19% 21% 19% 8% 17% 19%%@% 17% 12% 16% 17% 22%

Not effective atall 4% 8% 7% 15% 15% 9% 5% 7% 6% 8% 9% 13% 11% 8% 10% 5% 9% 8%

51%

7% 12% 4% 9% 8% 2% 8% 10% 8% 8% 7% 4% 3% 7% 12%

Unsure 1% 11% 4% 2% 1% 4% 14% 5% 9% 4% 7% 5% 8% 8% 5% 4% 7% 4% 8% 5% 8% 7% 0% 7% 23% 7% 5% 4% 9% 5% 8% 9% 5%

How effective do you think the U.S. is overall in providing foreign assistance to other countries?

U CYGNAL



Importance

68.0%

24.0%
7.9%
Important Not important Unsure
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[glelelichiQIeIEIM 66% 67% 73% |67% 71%|68% |64% 71% 67% 68%|71% 64% 62%|68% |72% 73% |65%|73% |65% 68% 74% 67%|70% 74%|952% 70%|66% 70% 77% 71% 72% 72% 65%

Not important Total 23% 20% 25% 2%% 27% 27% 21% 22% 28% 25% 21% 25% 24% 21% 18% 27% 20% 28% 24% 18% 24% 21% 24% 11% 24% 24% 22% 16% 23% 20% 18% 27%

Very important 20% 18% 2 16% 21% 22% 21% 16% 19% 25% 19% 22% 22% 17% 19% 23% 18% 25% 19% 18% 19% 27% 29% 13% 21% 22% 17% 29% 26% 25% 16% 18%

Somewhat important . 51% 50% |47% 54% 48%; 51% 53% 50% 47% 49% 50% - 49% 53% |48% | 47% 56% |47%
|

Not very important 14% 12% 17% 17% 18% 16% 12% 15% 18% 17% 12% 16% 16% 15% 17% 9% 16% 14% 14% 16% 13% 14% 19% 19% 5% 16% 14% 16% 9% 18% 14% 14% 15%

Not importantatall 9% 8% 8% 11% 9% 11% 9% 8% 10% 8% 9% 10% 14% 9% 4% 9% 11% 6% 14% 8% 5% 10% 3% 5% 5% 8% 11% 6% 7% 5% 6% 3% 12%

Unsure 11% 13% 2% 5% 2% 5% 15% 7% 6% 7% 9% 11% 8% 8% 7% 9% 8% 6% 8% 8% 8% 8% 8% 2%.6% 9% 9% 7% 6% 8% 11% 8%

How important is it for the U.S. to provide foreign assistance to countries in need? CYGNAL



| Spending

69.4%

16.3%
7.3% 16.3% 7.0%
—
Too much Too little About the right Unsure
amount
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MleleNnli[eMIeI-IM 60% 77% |56% 78% 75% |63% 70% 71% 68% 64% 71% 71% 71% | 74% |72% 58% 73% | 64% | 70% |73% 58%| 72% |51% |49% 68%  72% 65%  73% 60% 53% 60% 69% 77%

Too little Total 8% 3% 14% 6% 9% 10% 3% 9% 7% 10% 8% 5% 5% 7% 6% 13% 7% 9% 7% 5% 14% 5% 19% 20% 3% 6% 7% 6% 15% 17% 10% 10% 4%

Slightly too much 22% 25% 21% 18% 20% 18% 23% 23% 21% 24% 19% 23% 14% 21% 27% 24% 19% 25% 19% 23% 22% 21% 18% 21% 16% 17% 21% 27% 21% 26% 20% 28% 19%

About the right amount 18% 12% 26% 12% 13% 23% 14% 15% 17% 20% 16% 14% 16% 15% 14% 22% 15% 20% 16% 15% 21% 15% 27% 25% 6% 13% 20% 17% 18% 23% 21% 12% 13%
Slightly too little 7% 2% 10% 4% 7% 7% 2% 8% 6% 7% 5% 4% 3% 5% 5% 11% 5% 7% 4% 5% 10% 4% 16% 11% 0% 5% 5% 5% 12% 11% 7% 7% 4%
Fartoolittle 1% 1% 4% 1% 2% 3% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 0% 2% 2% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 1% 4% 1% 3% 9% 3% 1% 3% 1% 2% 5% 4% 2% 0%

Unsure 14% 8% 4% 4% 3% 4% 13% 5% 7% 7% 5% 10% 7% 5% 8% 7% 6% 8% 7% 7% 7% 8% 3% 6% 24% 9% 7% 4% 7% 7% 8% 8% 6%

CYGNAL

&

Do you think the U.S. currently spends too much, too little, or about the right amount on foreign assistance?



| NGO vs Government

30.9% 31.1%

24.9%

7.0%

NGOs The U.S. Neither Unsure
government
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NGOs 28% 29% i | ‘ 31% | 30% 29% 35%

The U.S. government 44% | 32% | 37% | 3T% 30% | 32% 31% |30%  31% | 29% 29% 35%  33% 31% 30% | 33% |29% | 38% 46% N[} 31%|29% 33% | 37% 33% | 29% 30%

Definitely NGOs 5% 5% 7% 9% 9% 6% 6% 5% 6% 11% 6% 5% 1% 6% 3% 5% 7% 6% 8% 5% 8% 7% 3% 5% 5% 8% 6% 8% 4% 6% 4% 8% 7%

Probably NGOs

Neither EEZAPEEA 38% | 34% | 29% | 30% | 32% | 32% |29% | 32% | 28% | 33% 31% | 31% | 30% 34% 30% | 35% RYLAREA 16% § 32%|37% | 28%
Probably the U.S. government

Definitely the U.S. government 10% 7% 1%.13% 6% 11% ‘13% 12% 1% 11%.10% 7% 14% 14% 9% 10% 11%.12%  13% 8% 8% 13% 11%.12% 1% 9% 13%
Unsure .. 5% 7% 5% 7% “11% 10% Hm% 12%.10% 12% Hgﬁg]@ 13% 1 3% 7% 11%- 9% 12% 8% ..11%

Do you believe nongovernmental organizations (NGOSs) or the U.S. government is more efficient and accountable at implementing CYGNAL
foreign assistance?




Preferred Term

40.9%

33.4%
24.6% 24.3%
. o o
I I . .12.6/0 .12.1 | B
Emergency Humanitarian Economic Development Investment in Global Foreign Foreign aid International
relief and assistance and trade assistance global stability assistance assistance
recovery partnerships i.e. "Teach a security efforts
man to fish"
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Emergency relief and recovery EERARIEA

42% |

16% 15%

Humanitarian assistance

Economic and trade partnerships

Development assistance i.e. "Teach a man to fish"
Investment in global security

Global stability efforts [20% 10% [20% 11%
Foreign assistance 10% 6% 13%
Foreignaid 9% 8% [19% 13%
International assistance 12% 6% 15% 12%
Force multiplier 6% 1% 9% 4%

None of the above 5% 7% 5% 8%
Unsure 8% 8% 3% 3%

Different terms are used to describe U.S. efforts to support other countries.

46% | 37%
37% | 32%

14%
14%
13%
13%
7%
8%
2%

35% | 45% |47% | 43% 40% | 42% | 35%

16%

18%
13%
5%
5%
4%

would support? Select up to three options that apply.

12%

8%
10%
7%
2%
7%
1%

17%
9%
7%
1%
3%
4%
3%

14%
15%
13%
14%
10%
4%
5%
6%

16%
16%
16%
13%
12%
5%
4%

3%

17%
13%
1%
10%
1%
4%
7%
5%

40%

15%
15%
15%
13%
12%
5%

15% 1
12%
1%
1%
8%

5%
9% 9%

6% 6%

42%

16%
12%
15%
12%
3%
5%
6%

44%

% 17%
19%
15%
10%
9%
4%
6%
3%

14% 1
12%
14%
12%
16%
7%
4%
6%

12%
12%
10%
10%
5%
7%
6%

19%
13%
15%
12%
3%
5%
4%

1%
15%
1%
13%
1%
4%
8%
7%

Which of the following terms

17%
13%
13%
1%
9%
4%
6%
5%

best describes an

19%
15%
14%
14%
6%
6%
3%

6.3% o
4.4% > 5.4%
Force None of the Unsure
multiplier above
Q
< RS
o N v O
O e, Q AN\
N «proocg’\\o'\‘o ® «qu SNV
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45% 43%

31% | 37%

52%
37%

21% 14% [BSBSR] 5o 13% 17% 18% 20% 17% 14%
14% 19% 11% 18% 13% 14% 15% 14% [BT0| 16% 14% 12%
11% (22% B8 15% 11% 16% 11% 16% 18% 15% 9% 11%
12% 11% [22% 8% 13% 13% 10% 16% [22%) 13% 8% 10%
1% 1% 12% 7% 8% 1% 1% 17% 13% 9% 13% 11%
4% 8% 9% 2% 3% 5% 1% 10% 9% 5% 9% 2%
% 0% 2% 2% 6% 6% 6% 6% 3% 3% 1% 9%
6% 3% 2% 16% 6% 6% 4% 6% 3% 6% 5% 6%

approach you CYGNAL



News Source

45.2%
0,
I i )
Cable news National Local
(i.e. Fox broadcast broadcast
News, television television
MSNBC, news (i.e. news
CNN) NBC, ABC,
CBS)

National broadcast television news (i.e. NBC, ABC, CBS)
Local broadcast television news

Cable news (i.e. Fox News, MSNBC, CNN)
Streaming app(s)

Social Media

TikTok

Facebook

Twitter / X

YouTube

Newspaper

Talk radio

Podcasts

Other websites

Unsure

What are your primary sources for news? Select up to three

24.6% 23.8%
15.5%
12.7% 12.6% 10.7% [ 10.7%
(o] 10.5% 7.9% -1 /0
Il Bl =
|
Facebook  YouTube  Twitter/ X Talkradio Newspaper Podcasts TikTok Streaming Other Unsure
app(s) websites
N & OQé X & P
OO\OO\ 9\' ’oé\ F SO o O OQ 0®0 © Q"b\)(\6 N
(0(0 b%x ‘0(0 S RS SN & 60 & &~ OQ ,06 & \" =~ égo ¢ @ @OQ.@
@@@@QQ@\&@O@@“A@é“&«*«‘@@’ @ SOOI R i

30% 33% 28% 34% 34% 28% 30% 33% 30% 32% 32% 30% 23% 28% 36% [43%) 27% 34% 30% 30% 33% 17% 24% 33% 29% 31% 3
19% [38%  18% 33% 24% 29% 28% [36% 29% 28% 28% 32% 25% 29% 34% 30% 26% 34% 30% 32% 21% 31% 14% 24% 29% 33% 25% 35% 21% 18% 29% 26% 33%

2o [ o Y o9 4 45 43 R 4 BOILE) 0 =2 9 7 s 2 25 O =+ v 43 R AGHEEE] 2o 20416 750 L

122% 8% 8% 6% 5% 8% 10% 8% 7% 7% 7% 1% 8% 9% 5% 9% 7% 9% 10% 7% 6% 8% 8% 1% 10% 8% 7% 6% 16% 9% 6% 7%

12%

oo e ron DI Joomel 0 Joomaaml L & Joow ol Joow £ ool oon oo - Joaml L ool v oo e

24% 6% 15% 2% 4% 12% 14% 12% 10% 14% 11% 9% 8% 9% 9% 17% 11% 10% 11% 9% 12% 8% 29% 27% 15% 10% 15% 4% 11% 26% 16% 12% 5%
G658 157 (345 16% 18% 20% 27% 22% 24% 24% 27% 21% 22% 18% 23% [BO| 24% 27% 28% 20% [31% 23% [ABH 27% 12% 24% 24% 20% [31% 379 29% 33% 18%
1% 7% 85% 12% 23% 21% 7% 11% 14% 22% 16% 13% 21% 15% 13% 11% 19% 10% 13% 15% 22% 14% 28% 26% 3% 15% 17% 15% 17% 16% 15% 20% 15%
28% 15% - 14% 22% 32% 24% 15% 23% 21% 22% 32% 22% 22% 24% 29% 25% 22% 26% 20% 29% 21%- 31% 27% 21% 17% 26% -21% 26% 19%
10% 14% 12% 14% 18% 8% 11% 14% 10% 9% 13% 16% 11% 12% 15% 14% 13% 13% 11% 12% 16% 13% 10% 11% 3% 6% 15% 14% 14% 14% 13% 9% 13%
9% 14% 10% 17% 16% 11% 11% 13% 12% 14% 13% 12% 15% 14% 12% 8% 14% 10% 14% 13% 12% 13% 14% 5% 5% 12% 10% 14% 19% 11% 12% 16% 13%
1% 10% 12% 10% 11% 1% 10% 12% 12% 10% 11% 9% 13% 11% 9% 9% 12% 9% 10% 11% 10% 11% 11% 11% 8% 11% 9% 8% 19% 9% 9% 1% 12%
1% 9% 6% 16% 13% 10% 11% 9% 11% 7% 12% 10% 10% 12% 14% 5% 10% 12% 9% 12% 10% 12% 5% 4% 11% 13% 8% 8% 9% 10% 8% 8% 13%
4% 2% 0% 1% 0% 1% 4% 1% 3% 1% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 2% 2% 0% 2% 5% 3% 1% 0% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2%
options. W CYGNAL



| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance
Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

( To-p Priarity
Inflation and economy

lllegal immigration and border security
Taxes and government spending

Social Security and Medicare

National security

Crime and public safety

Healthcare

Abortion

Threats to democracy

International affairs

( To;} Priority

Inflation and economy 26.2%
lllegal immigration and border security 49.5%
Taxes and government spending 10 7%
Social Securily and Medicare 32%

National security 5.2%

Crime and public safety 1.1%
Healthcare 6%

Abortion 10%

Threats to democracy 4%

International affairs 0%

([ Top Priority h

Inflation and economy

lllegal immigration and border security
Taxes and government spending
Social Security and Medicare
National security

Crime and public safety

Healthcare

Abortion

Threats to democracy

International affairs

( To;} Priority
Inflation and economy

lllegal immigration and border security
Taxes and government spending

Social Securily and Medicare

National security

Crime and public safety

Healthcare

Abortion

Threats to democracy

International affairs

Vole Methed

Definitely vote in-persen on Election... 32.0%
Probably vote inperson on Election. . 11.3%
Definitely vote absentee by mail 16.9%
Probably vote absentee by mail 8.0%

Definitely vote early in-person 20.0%

Probably vote early in-person

Vole Method
Definitely vote in-person on Election...

Probably vote in-person on Election.. 7.6%
Definitely vote absentee by mail 11.8%
Probably vote absentee by mail 4.4%

Definitely vote early in-person 23.6%
Probably vole early in-person M.1%

Vole Methed
Definitely vote in-persen on Election...
Probably vote inperson on Election. .
Definitely vote absentee by mail
Probably vote absentee by mail
Definitely vote early in-person

Probably vote early in-person

Vele Method
Definitely vote in-person on Election... 35.4%
Probably vote in-person on Election..
Definitely vote absentee by mail
Probably vote absentee by mail
Definitely vote early in-person

Probably vole early in-person

Partisanship by Response

Partisanship by Response

Partisanship by Response

Partisanship by Response

Favorable
Unfavorable 12.4%
1

Unfavorable | 2.8%

Unfavorable 4.7%

Strongly Republican 57.2% Strongly Republican 81.6% Strongly Republican 57.5% Strongly Republican 60.0%
Wastly Republican 42 8% Mastly Republican 18.4% Wastly Republican 2.5% Mastly Republican 40.0%

1 1 1 1

Country Direction Country Direction Country Direction Country Direction

Right direction 77 2% Right direction a7 4% Right direction 78.0% Right direction 75.4%
Wrong track 22.8% Wrong track 12.6% Wrong track 22.0% Wrong track 24.6%

1 1 1 1

Image: Denald Trump Image: Donald Trump Image: Denald Trump Image: Donald Trump
87.6% Favorable 97.2% Favorable 95.3% Favorable 95.5%

Unfavorable 4.5%

Image: George W Bush

Favorable 30.2%
Unfavorable 16.2%

Mo apinicn 3.6%

Image: George W Bush
52.0%
3.4%

Favorable

Unfavorable

No opinion 4.6%

Image: George W Bush

Favorable 66.8%

24.9%

Unfavorable

Mo apinicn 8.4%

Image: George W Bush

Favorable 52.5%
Unfavorable 27.9%
No opinion 19.6%

CYGNAL




| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance

Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Image: U5 WMilitary
Favorable 97.3%
Unfavorable | 1.4%
No opinion | 1.3%

Image: .5 WMilitary

Favorable 97 2%
Unfavorable | 2.5%

No opinion | 4%

Image: U5 Military
Favorable 87 8%
Unfavorable 9.7%
Mo opinion | 2.5%

Image: U5 Military
Favorable _92.3‘.‘-":
Unfavorable  |13.3%
Mo opinion 4 4%

Image: Nerth Allantic Treaty Organization (NATCO)

Favorable b6, 4%
Unfavorable 24.2%
No opinion 19.4%

Favorable 235%
Unfavorable
No opinion 4.8%

Image: Moerth Allantic Treaty Organization (NATCO)
Favorable
Unfavorable 23.4%

No opinion 7%

68.9%

Image Moerth Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATC)
Favorable 30.7%
Unfavorable 13.5%

No opinion 55.7%

Image: The LS. Agency for Intemational Dewel .

Favorable 22.2%

Unfavorable 49.5%
No opinion 19.0%

Never heard of 9.4%

Image: The LS. Agency for Intemational Devel .

Favorable 33%
Unfavorable 92.7%
Mo opinion 0%

Mever heard of 4.0%

Image: The .5 Agency for Intemational Devel .
65.3%

Favorable
Unfavorable 25.0%
Mo opinion 51%
Mever heard of 46%

Image: The U5, Agency for International Dewel .

Favorable 17.4%
Unfavorable 212%
No opinion 38.3%
Never heard of 23.0%

Image: The United Nations (LN}
Favorable
Unfavorable 37.7%
No opinion T.71%

Image: The United Nations (LN}
Favorable 8.4%
Unfavorable
Mo opinion | 1.8%

Image: The United Nations (LN}

Favorable
Unfavorable 22.4%
Mo opinion 5.1%

72.6%

Image: The United Mations (LN}

Favorable 39.7%
Unfavorable 17 5%
Mo opinion 42 8%

Image: Nongowernmental Organizations (NGOs)

Favorable 21.6%
Unfavorable 24. 7%

Mo opinien 32.9%
Never heard of 20 8%

Image: Nongovernmental Organizations (NGOs)

Favorable 71%
Unfavorable

Mo opinion 9.7%
Mever heard of 6.3%

Image: Nongovernmental Organizations (NGOs)

Favorable

Unfavorable 23.9%
Mo opinion 9.9%

Mever heard of 6.6%

Image: Nongowernmental Organizations (NGOs)

Favorable 13.0%
Unfavorable 11.6%
Mo opinion 48.5%

Mever heard of

27.0%

Initial Foreign Assistance
Suppor I
Neither supporl nor oppose 14.3%
Oppose 24.3%

Initial Foreign Assistance

Initial Foreign Assistance
Suppor e
Neither support nor oppose 17.2%
Oppose 255%

Initial Foreign Assistance
Support 19 6%
Meither support nor oppose 30.7%

Oppose 49.7%
1

Informed Fareign Assislance

Support 78.5%
Neither support nor oppose 11.5%
Oppose 9.9%

Support 20 4%

Neither support nor oppose 16.7%

Oppose 62.9%

1

Informed Fareign Assistance

Support 20.2%

Meither support nor oppose 22.9%

Oppose 56.9%

Informed Foreign Assistance

Support 72.7%
Meither support nor oppose 13.6%
Oppose 13.7%

Informed Foreign Assistance

Support 28.2%
Meither support nor oppose 21%
Oppose 39.7%
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| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance

Supporters

(28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance

Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Iotivation I otivation Iotivation I otivation
Advancing U.5. national security Advancing U.S. national security _35_;1(:-'(. Advancing U.5. national security 25 8%, Advancing U.S. national security 13.6%
Supporting global humanitarian needs 45.0% Supporting global humanitarian needs 12.5% Supporting global humanitarian needs 19.7% Suppotting global humanitarian needs 11.0%
Promoting U.S. economic interests Promoting U.S. economic interests 256.8% Promoting U S. economic interests % Promoting U.S. economic interests 23.8%
Strengthening U S, global leadersh Strengthening U S global leadersh 17 6% Strengthening U5, global leadersh 331% Strengthening U S global leadersh 20.4%
Unsure Unsure 8.7% Unsure Unsure 31.2%
1 1 1
Trust Trust Trust Trust
The U 5. Government 25 7% The U.S. Government _30 5% The U 5. Government 36.0% The U5 Government
Mongovernmental organizations 16 4% Nongovernmental organizations 3.3% Mongovernmental organizations 9.6% Nongovernmental organizations
International organizations 71% International organizations A% International organizations 10.9% International organizations
Private sector or businesses 6.4% Private sector or businesses -16 9% Private sector or businesses 10.7% Private sector or businesses
Faith-based organizations 28.2% Faith-based organizations 24.2% Faith-based organizations 14.5% Faith-based organizations
Local community organizations 42% Local community organizations 5.0% Local community organizations 12.8% Local community organizations
Unsure 12.9% Unsure - 19.6% Unsure 5.5% Unsure 46.7%
1 1 1
FA Priority FA Priotity FA Priority FA Priority
Disaster relief 58.7% Disaster relief 42 4% Disaster relief 27.0% Disaster relief 32 9%
Disease prevention Disease prevention 18.4% Disease prevention 14.2% Disease prevention 20.2%
Health system support Health system support 16.8% Health system support 23.8% Health system support 11.3%
Food aid 57.0% Food aid 35.2% Food aid 24 4% Food aid 26.5%
Economic development Economic development 18.7% Economic development 24.9% Economic development 101%
Human rights Human rights 14.1% Human rights 20.1% Human rights -20 4%
Democracy promolion 3.2% Democracy promotion 10.8% Democracy promolion 11.9% Democracy promotion 2.2%
Military aid Military aid 12.4% Military aid 23.6% Military aid 9.2%
Combatting drugs and crime 27 4% Combatting drugs and crime 30.2% Combatting drugs and crime 14.6% Combatting drugs and crime 29.6%
Climale resilience Climate resilience 6% Climale resilience 10.9% Climate resilience
Environmental aid Environmental aid 1.0% Environmental aid 9.1% Envronmental aid
Education aid Education aid 6.6% Education aid 15.0% Education aid
Refugee and immigration support Refugee and immigration support | 2.2% Refugee and immigration support 8.7% Refugee and immigration support 4.4%
Unsure Unsure 11.3% Unsure Unsure -'M 1%
1
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| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance
Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Effectiveness

Effectiveness

Effectiveness

Effectiveness

Effective 80 3% Effective 3% Effective 82.7% Effective
Mot effective 17 8% Mot effective 59 6% Mol effective 16.4% Mot effective 12 8%
Unsure 1.9% | Unsure | Unsure 2.0% | Unsure 25.6% |
Impertance Importance Impertance Impertance
Important 95.8% Important 42.5% Important Important 41.4%
Mot important | 2.8% Not important 52.3% Mot important 16.1% Not important 25.6%
Unsure 1.4% Unsure 52% Unsure 4% Unsure 33.0%
1 1 1 1
Spending Spending Spending Spending
Too much 68.7% Too much 93.8% Too much 44.7% Too much 68.8%
About the right amount 17.3% About the right amount | 4. 4% About the right amount 34.0% About the right amount
Too little 6.1% Too little 1.5% Too little 18.7% Too little
Unsure 8.0% Unsure 3% Unsure 2.6% Unsure
1 1 1 1
NGO vs Government NGO vs Government NGO vs Government NGO vs Government
NGOs 36.0% NGOs 15.0% NGOs 31.68% NGOs 12.9%
Neither 21.0% Neither 50.2% Neither 221% Neither 30.5%
The U 5. government 28.6% The U.S. government 31.4% The U.S. government 41.6% The U.S. government 18.1%
Unsure 14.4% Unsure 3.4% Unsure 4.5% Unsure
1 1 1 1
Preferred Term Preferred Term Preferred Term Preferred Term
Foreign assistance 8.2% Foreign assistance 8.1% Foreign assistance 24.8% Foreign assistance 8.8%
Foreign aid 10.8% Foreign aid 8.4% Foreign aid 20.5% Foreign aid 7.9%
Humanitarian assistance 60.8% Humanitarian assistance 24.0% Humanitarian assistance 18.5% Humanitarian assistance 26.4%
Emergency relief and recovery _519 9% Emergency relief and recovery 40 0% Emergency relief and recovery 25.9% Emergency relief and recovery 34.5%
Economic and trade partnerships 27.3% Economic and trade partnerships 24.6% Economic and trade partnerships 28.2% Economic and trade partnerships 15.4%
Global stability efforts 15.4% Global stability efiorts Global stability efforts 25.9% Global stability efiorts 5.9%
Force multiplier 0% Force multiplier Force multiplier 12.4% Force multiplier 1.5%
Internalional assistance 10 9% International assistance Intemnational assistance 19.0% International assistance 7.6%
Development assistance i e "Teac 37.3% Development assistance i e "leac 25.2% Development assistance i e "Teac 17.5% Development assistance i e "Teac 12 4%
Investment in global security Investment in global security Investment in global security 21.5% Investment in global security
Mone of the above 0% None of the above Mone of the above None of the above
Unsure 0% Unsure Unsure Unsure
1 1 1 1
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| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance
Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Mews Source MNews Source Mews Source MNews Source
MNational broadcas! television news 48.0% MNational broadcast lelevsion news 18.6% MNational broadcas! television news 24 4% MNational broadcast lelevsion news -33_5“_-"(.
Local broadcast television news 50.5% Local broadcast telesion news 22.7% Local broadcast television news 11.5% Local broadcast telesion news 30.3%
Cable news (i.e. Fox News, MSNEB. . 59 1% Cable news (i e Fox News, MSNB 58.8% Cable news (i.e. Fox News, MSNEB. . 23.7% Cable news (i e Fox News, MSNB 34.1%
Streaming app(s) 8.3% Streaming app(s) 51% Streaming app(s) .11 4% Streaming app(s) 6.7%
TikTok 1.6% TikTok 4% TikTok 26.8% TikTok 11.4%
Facebook 13.3% Facebook 13.0% Facebook 44.3% Facebook 31.5%
Tuwitter / X 4.6% Tuitter [ X -23 A% Tuwitter / X 27.4% Tuitter [ X 3.3%
Youlube 11 6% Youlube 19.3% Youlube =-151 2% Youlube 18 6%
Newspaper -19 3% Newspaper 9.0% Newspaper 1.4% Newspaper 9.2%
Talk radio 11.1% Talk radio 18.7% Talk radio 10.8% Talk radio 9.0%
Podcasts 5.5% Podcasts 19.3% Podcasts .11 3% Podcasts 5.2%
Other websites 8.7% Other websites 16.4% Other websites 7.4% Other websites 10.0%
Unsure 7% Unsure 1.0% Unsure 0% Unsure 6.9%
1 1 1 1
Gender Gender Gender Gender
Female 58.1% Female 341% Female 35.6% Female 80.5%
Male I 41.9% . Male —Eih 9% . Male —51 4% . Male 19 5% .
Age Range Age Range Age Range Age Range
18- 29 26% 18- 29 4.8%
30 - 44 6.7% 30 - 44 18.5%
45 - 54 17.3% 45 - 54 20.5%
26.3% 55 - 64 30.4% 55 - 64 9.6% 55 - 64 36.0%
57 1% 65+ 43.0% 65+ 4.9% 65+ 20 2%
1 1 1 1
ldeclogy Primary ldeclegy Primary ldeclogy Primary ldeclegy Primary
Extremely conservative 24.8% Extremely conservative Extremely conservative 20.6% Extremely conservative 26.2%
Very consenative 26.5% Very conservative Very consenative 23.2% Very conservative 29.5%
Somewhat conservative 36.2% Somewhat consenative Somewhat conservative 23.4% Somewhat consenative
Moderate 11.0% Moderate Moderate 19.7% Moderate 23.6%
Liberal 1.5% Liberal Liberal 13.0% Liberal
1 1 1
Trump vs Trad GOP Trump vs Trad GOP Trump vs Trad GOP Trump vs Trad GOP
Trump Republican 48.8% Trump Republican 77.0% Trump Republican 56.7% Trump Republican 69.5%
Traditional conservative Republican _51.2%[ Traditional conservative Republican m Traditional conservative Republican 43.3% , Traditional conservative Republican 30.5% :
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| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance
Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Specific Voter History Specific Voter History Specific Voter History Specific Voter History
2018 - Congressicnal Midterm 76.6% 2018 - Congressional Midterm 90.8% 2018 - Congressicnal Midterm 25 7% 2018 - Congressional Midterm
2020 - Presidential 99.5% 2020 - Presidential 100.0% 2020 - Presidential 50.0% 2020 - Presidential
2022 - Congressional Midterm 81.8% 2022 - Congressional Midterm 95.0% 2022 - Congressional Midterm 38.8% 2022 - Congressional Midterm
2024 - Presidential 99.0% 2024 - Presidential 100.0% 2024 - Presidential 79.9% 2024 - Presidential
1 1 1
Religion Religicn Religion Religicn
Cathalic 26.7% Catholic 27.3% Catholic 43.6% Catholic 18.6%
Mainline Protestant (Methodist 29.3% Mainline Protestant (Methodist 26.2% Mainline Protestant (Methodist Mainline Frotestant (Methodist 18 8%
Evangelical or Born-Again (Baptist 32.5% Evangelical or Bom-Again (Baptist 33.8% Evangelical or Born-Again (Baptist Evangelical or Bom-Again (Baptist 37.3%
Another religion 4.7% Another religion 1.9% Another religion Another religion 10.6%
Mot religious 6.8% Not religious 10.7% Mot religious Not religious 14.7%
1 1 1

Religious Sendce Attendance Religious Sendce Attendance Religious Sendice Attendance Religious Sendce Attendance
Weekly Church Weekly Church 33.6% Weekly Church Weekly Church 25.5%
Wenthly Church 12.6% Monthly Church 15.9% Wenthly Church Monthly Church 8.0%
Rare Church - A few times per year 23.1% Rare Church - A few times per year 22.7% Rare Church - A few times per year 19.7% Rare Church - A few times per year 28.3%
Mever Church 22.8% Never Church 27.8% Mever Church 19.3% Never Church 38.1%

Community Type

Coemmunity Type

Community Type

Community Type

Rural 28 9% Rural 26.7% Rural 24.4% Rural 47 4%
Suburban Suburban Suburban 40.3% Suburban 34.9%
Urban 13.2% Urban 12.1% Urban 35.4% Urban 17.7%
1 1 1 1
IMarital Status Iarital Status IMarital Status Iarital Status
Single 6.3% Single 12 6% Single 39.7% Single 21.8%
Married Married 69.7% Married 47.9% Married 48.8%
Divorced Divorced 11.0% Divorced 8.6% Divorced 22.8%
Widowed Widowed 6.7% Widowed 3.8% Widowed 6.6%

Income by Response

Less than $25,000 9.6%

525,000 - $49,999 20.4%
550,000 - $74,999 19.1%
$75,000 - $99,999 14.8%

$100,000 - $124,999 12.6%

$125,000+ 23.5%

Income by Response
6.2%

Less than 25 000

$25,000 - 549,999 17.0%
$50,000 - 574,999 19.56%
$75,000 - $99,999 12.0%
$100,000 - $124,999 14.6%

$125,000+ 30.7%

Income by Response

Less than $25,000 15.5%

525,000 - $49,999 19.6%

550,000 - $74,999 28.5%
$75,000 - $99,999 13.7%

$100,000 - $124,999 6.4%

$125,000+ 16.3%

Income by Response

Less than §25 000
525,000 - $49,999

550,000 - §74,999 19.9%
$75,000 - $99,999 8.4%

$100,000 - $124,999 5.8%

$125,000+ 12.3%
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| Segmentation Analysis:

Old Foreign Assistance
Supporters (28%)

Foreign Assistance
Opposers (28%)

Young Foreign Assistance
Supporters (26%)

Lean Foreign Assistance
Opposers (18%)

Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity Race/Ethnicity Race/Ethnicity

White or Caucasian 98.9% White or Caucasian 92.9% White or Caucasian 61.9% White or Caucasian 93.4%
Asian or Pacific |slander 7% Asian or Pacific Islander 2.1% Asian or Pacific |slander 3.2% Asian or Pacific Islander 0%
Black or Afican American  |.0% Black or African American  |.6% Black or Afican American 10.0% Black or African American | 1.2%
Hispanic or Latino 0% Hispanic or Latino 4.1% Hispanic or Lating 23.6% Hispanic or Latino 5.0%
Other 3% Other 3% Other 1.3% Other 5%

1 1 1 1

Education Lewl Education Lo Education Lewl Education Lew
No degree 51.0% No degree 43.8% No degree 62.9% No degree 83.9%
At least College 49.0% | At least College _56 2% | At least College 371% | At least College 16.1% |
General Election X of 4 General Election X of 4 General Election X of 4 General Election X of 4
<=20of4 15.7% <=2of4 4.6% <=2 0of4 73.2% <=20of4 85.7%
Jordofd 84 3”::.: Jordaf4 I95 4% Jordofd 26.8% ; 3ordofd 44.3% :
Geo Geo Geo Geo

Midwest 30.1% Midwest 29.3% Midwest 21.2% Midwest 22 8%
Mortheast 11.9% Northeast 9.8% Mortheast 19.2% Northeast 11.7%
South 38.8% South 43 8% South 4 6% South 42.0%
West 19.2% West 17.2% West 18.0% West 23.5%

1 1 1 1
| 28.2% (Freq. = 266) | 27.5% (Freq. = 259)  26.1% (Freq. = 246) [ 18.2% (Freq. = 171)
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Demographics

Sex

49.7% 50.3%
Female Male
Geo - Region

Midwest 26.2%

Northeast 13.2%

Ideology

Extremely conservative _ 28.7%
Very conservative _ 27.7%
Somewhat conservative - 25.0%
Moderate - 13.8%

Liberal I4.o%

Sample size: 1000

Age Range

18 - 29 -6.8%

30-44 _17.4%
a5-54 |G 2>

55 - 64 _24.8%

Education
418% have at least
a College degree
[

58.0% have no college degree

Trump vs Trad GOP

Much more a Trump
Republican -41 8%

Republican

Somewhat more a traditional - 20.8%

Somewhat more a Trump - 19.8%

conservative Republican

Much more a traditional
conservative Republican . 16.3%

Household Income

<$25k
$25k-$50k
$50k-$75k
$75k-$100k
$100k-$125k
$125k +

Race/Ethnicity
White or Caucasian
Asian or Pacific Islander
Black or African American
Hispanic or Latino

Other

12.6%
21.0%
21.8%

12.5%

10.3%
21.5%

|1.6%
|3.o%
I8.2%

\.6%

General Election X of 4

00of4 |2.o%

10f4 -14.0%
2 of 4 -18.9%
3of4 -8.1%

Y R
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