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 \Voters See Electric Cars As A Critical, Transformat  ive Step Forward

» Americans Believe Electric Cars Will Reduce Pollution And
Dependence On Foreign Oil, While Creating Jobs

*\Voters Support A Proposal To Electrify Transportati on With Support
Increasing As They Learn More

» Voters Overwhelmingly Prefer A Candidate Who Suppor  ts The
Proposal And Ascribe A Range Of Positive Attributes To Them

* The Most Compelling Arguments Focus On Reducing Air Pollution
& Reliance On Middle East Qil, As Well As On Keepin g Jobs From
Going To China

e Interfering With The Free Market And Increased Spen ding Are The
Most Persuasive Opposition Messages, But Less Compe  lling Than
Arguments In Favor
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Favorability (ranked by mean)

63%

Electric cars

[] favorable
B unfavorable

27%

Oil companie

62%

Mean Ratio
292 2.63
1.97 0.44

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

100%
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Electric cars
100% Mean Ratio
2.92 2.63
80%-
63%
60%-
40%-
24%
very very
0% T
favorable unfavorable

Fav
Democrat ID 74%
Independent ID 61%
Republican ID 54%
Liberal 74%
Moderate 67%
Conservative 54%
Young Women 67%
Young Men 68%
Older Women 57%
Older Men 61%
HS or Less 56%
Some College 60%
College+ 69%
Upper Middle 66%
College Middle 72%
Non-Coll Middle 53%
Working/Lower 64%
Northeast 66%
Midwest 60%
South 61%
West 67%
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Which of the following comes closer to your poifitveew?

Auto companies should focus on developing

‘ new technologies that move us away from the
gasoline powered internal combustion engines
that now run our cars

Auto companies should focus on continuing to

Q improve the gasoline powered internal combustiofLiberal

engines that now run our cars.
1009%0;

80%

60%

40%

7

Don't Know

NEW

Democrat ID

Independent ID

Republican ID

Moderate

Conservative

Young Women

Young Men

Older Women

Older Men

HS or Less

Some College

College+

Upper Middle

College Middle

Non-Coll Middle

Working/Lower

Northeast

Midwest

South

\West

Gas
engine
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Which of the following comes closer to your poifitveew?

o American technology and know-how can Quality  Fipe-
produce a high quality electric car that is safe

and gets me where | want to go. Democrat ID 79% 14%

‘ A high quality electric car that is safe and can 'ndependent D 702/0 23;%’

get me where | need to go is just a pipedream. ~ pRepublican ID 68% 25%

Liberal 79% 14%

100%- Moderate 76% 17%

Conservative 67% 26%

0 Young Women 71% 23%

80%- 3% @ Young Men 81% 15%

Older Women 69% 21%

Older Men 71% 21%

HS or Less 69% 24%

Some College 71% 20%

College+ 76% 18%

Upper Middle 81% 15%

College Middle 77% 16%

Non-Coll Middle 70% 22%

Working/Lower 67% 25%

Northeast 76% 20%

7% Midwest 69% 22%

South 12% 21%
West 76% 16%

Don't Know
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If auto companies produced a high quality gy likely do you thinkother people in
electric car how likely woulglou be to want to the USwould be to want to buy a high
buy one quality electric car?
100%; 100%;

809%: 65% @ 80% 66%

60%07 60%07

40% 40%

24%
0/ 0/ 0
20% 20 20% [0 0% 10%
very very q
0%_ . - O% . -
Likely Unlikely Don't Know Likely Unlikely Don't Know

Italics=split sample
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Which of the following comes closer to your poifitveew?

Q Auto companies in some countries are going to
end up making high quality electric cars and the
U.S. will be a lot better off if those vehicles are
American made.

‘ The free market will insure that electric vehicles
are made and used if, and wherever, it is most

cost effective.
100%
80%
53% @
60%0
40%

40%-

20%1 1] 42% 7%
strong q

0%

Don't Know

Made in
America
Democrat ID 59%
Independent ID 52%
Republican ID 46%
Liberal 58%
Moderate 54%
Conservative 48%
Young Women 53%
Young Men 51%
Older Women 55%
Older Men 50%
HS or Less 58%
Some College 54%
College+ 49%
Upper Middle 52%
College Middle 49%
Non-Coll Middle 57%
Working/Lower 54%
Northeast 50%
Midwest 52%
South 51%
West 57%

Free
Market

34%
42%
47%
35%
39%
45%
42%
43%
35%
45%
35%
38%
45%
42%
47%
35%
39%
44%
39%
42%
36%
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If the federal government were to provide tax irice&s so

that purchasing an electric vehicle would be cormipierin Immediate  Tax
price to purchasing a traditional gas vehicle, wiordu Credit Credit
prefer that they offer: Democrat ID 57% 31%
@ 2n immediate credit reducing the price at Independent ID 56% 26%

the time of purchase Republican ID 56% 25%

® > tax credit which will reduce your income Liberal 63% 27%

tax bill Moderate 64% 23%

100%- Conservative 47% 30%
Young Women 64% 27%

Young Men 60% 26%

80%- @ Older Women SYAL 28%
Older Men 54% 26%

56% HS or Less 53% 28%

60%0 Some College 54% 31%
College+ 59% 25%

Upper Middle 53% 27%

40%0 College Middle 63% 25%
179 Non-Coll Middle 54% 30%

0% 0 Working/Lower 57% 27%
Northeast 60% 23%

Midwest 53% 30%

0% strong ____ \?\;)uth 57% 29%
est 55% 26%







Mean descriptiveness of electric cars

would reduce air pollutio

would reduce our dependence on foreig 3_1:;31
would make me feel proud if made in Ame 3.18
would create job 3.06
would reduce the carbon pollution that causes 3.04
would make oil companies less import; 3.03
efficient 2 99
don’t go far enough w/out having to be rechar 2.97
safe 2.96
would be able to get me where | want to 2.94
would be less powerful than current c 290
wld reinvigorate US car ind, helping econ reco 289
would help create good paying jobs in Ame 2 88
would make you feel pro 2.78
would be cheaper for consumers in the long 277
1 of most exciting tech developments of dec 2 64
an important solution to many of our proble 2 59
would be too expensive to oper 250
would help make US econ the world leader l.—= = negative trai 2 43
not practical 234
1 2 3 4

Italics indicate split sample describes not well at all describes very well
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% describes well

84%
76%
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Ir pollution
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would reduce air pollutio
would reduce our dependence on foreig
would create job

Mean importance of attributes

3.87
3.85

3.80
safe 3.79
efficient 375
would be able to get me where | want tc 3.72
would reduce the carbon pollution that cause 368
wld reinvigorate US car ind, helping econ reca 3.68
would help create good paying jobs in Ame 3.64
would make me feel proud if made in Ame 3.62
don’t go far enough w/out having to be recharged 361
would make oil companies less import 3.54
would be cheaper for consumers in the lon 351
an important solution to many of our probl 3.30
would help make US econ the world leader a 3.27
would make you feel pro 3.27
would be less powerful than current dars | 3.22
vvpyld be too expensive to ope[_i;g positive traitl 13.20
1 of most exciting tech developments of deg negative trai 3.12
not practica 2.80
1 2 3 4 5
Italics indicate split sample Not at all impt One of most impt



Mean Importance (1-4 scale)

Strategic Map

would reduce our

4.0 1 ‘ Positive would create jobs dependeng:e on foreign
would be able to get me fficient oil
A Negative where | want to go ’
\(:fe l ¢ 4 would reduce ai
would help reinvigorat pollution
the US carqig?
: : would help create go would make me feel
an important solution to paying jobs in US , 'A proud if they were
many of our problems don’t go far made in U
3.5 would be cheaper fop enough w/out
consumers in long run having to be
would reduce carbon
recharged :
would help pollution that causes
n\q/\?olﬁ dLIJeSagg? ‘ would make oil gw
again would make ~cos less
would be too ‘ yo:JOLedeI less powerful thafiPortant
expensive to A P current cars
3.0 1 OPErale e of most exciting
tech developments of
the decade

not practical

2.5 . T
2.25 2.75 3.25

Mean Descriptiveness (1-4 scale)






Do you favor or oppose using tax credits, loan

guarantees and other incentives to create a systf

Favor

for building and recharging electric vehicles sath |[Pemocrat D
75% of miles traveled by cars and other passengjndependent ID
vehicles in the United States are powered by [Republican ID
electricity instead of gasoline? Liberal
Moderate
Conservative
Young Women
Favor 57% Young Men
Older Women
Older Men
HS or Less
Some College
Oppose College+
Upper Middle
] College Middle
Non-Coll Middle
Undec./DK 7% Working/Lower
Northeast
. . | | Midwest
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% South

West

Oppose
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Test the plan and the technology in key
cities to make sure it works before

expanding it nationwide

Provide an immediate credit to consumers
reducing the $ of vehicles to offset the
additional initial $ of an electric vehicle

Provide tax credits to people who
purchase and install home charging

equipment for electric vehicles

Goal that 75% of miles traveled by cars
/other passenger vehicles in the U.S. are
powered by electricity instead of gasoline

Provide tax credits that cover 50% of the
cost of building recharging stations for

electric cars

Create a competition where communities

would submit plans for supporting initial
deployment of electric vehicles, w/ best

plans chosen to receive federal tax credits

Provide government loans to auto

___companies to retool manufacturing ..
facilities to mass produce electric vehicles*6
and their components

Ranked by % Favor

<+— OpposeFavor
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60%

0%

30%

60%

90%

Net

84% +69

+45

+42

+36

+31

+30
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Proposal Support Over Time

100% -

0%

B Favor
E Oppose

Initial

Post Provision

After Hearing Provisions

Favor  Oppose
Democrat ID

Independent ID

Republican ID

Liberal

Moderate

Conservative

Young Women

Young Men

Older Women

Older Men

HS or Less

Some College

College+

Upper Middle

College Middle

Non-Coll Middle

Working/Lower

Northeast

Midwest

South

West
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If Congress passed the plan to use tax credits) loa
guarantees and other incentives to create a syste
for building and recharging electric vehicles sath

Democrat ID

75% of miles traveled by cars and other passenge
vehicles in the United States are powered by

Independent ID

1099 electricity instead of gasoline would you feel that

Republican ID

Congress had taken a very important step, a
somewhat important step, not too important a step

80% or not an important step at all?

64%

60%

40%-

20%
5%

19%
Not at all Q

Liberal

Moderate

Conservative

Young Women

Young Men

Older Women

Older Men

HS or Less

Some College

College+

Upper Middle

College Middle

Non-Coll Middle

Working/Lower

Northeast

Midwest

South

Important Not Important Don't Know

West

Important

\[e]
Important

19%
35%
42%
18%
22%
47%
24%
26%
35%
37%
36%
38%
25%
26%
24%
37%
36%
27%
35%
32%
29%







Candidate Smithsays gas powered cars have worked just fine foaaks; yet
those who are pushing this proposal want to spéinohis of dollars on an
unproven scheme that is just another bailout few aoampanies that already
received $85 billion dollars in government handauitdle the country is already
deeply in debt. Moreover, we don’t even know istproposal will work. For
example, the first commercially available electars will only go 100 miles
before having to be recharged. Changing our whialgsportation system over
to electric cars is just too complicated, too exgpamand should not involve the
government anyway. If electric car technology usytiviable in the real-world,
American entrepreneurs will find an economical waynake it work using the
free market without government hand-outs.
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ONE THIRD OF THE SAMPLE WAS READ:

Candidate Jonesays moving to electric vehicles will create milboof clean energy jobs and whole new industries
here in the U.S., reduce our dependence on for@igand reduce the air pollution that makes our dangerous to
breathe and causes global warming. Studies estithatemoving to this technology will create ovanalion jobs
while allowing us to stop importing oil, becaus@tihirds of the oil we use goes into our gas takksl electric

cars give off no tailpipe pollution. Fortunatelyettechnology already exists to build safe, highliualectric cars

that can go 100 miles without recharging and tdduharging stations that will recharge them coneertly.

Reducing our dependence on oil, reducing polluéiasreating jobs is a win, win, win we cannot affdadpass up.

100%0,

809% @

59%
609%0
34%
40%
209%0 7%
O%_ - -
Jones Smith DK/Neither

Italics indicate split sample
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ONE THIRD OF THE SAMPLE WAS READ:

Candidate Jonesays we can never break our addiction to MiddletBdsinless we transition to electric cars.
Over 70% of the oil America uses goes into ourtgaks. Instead of sending billions to countried ggpport
terrorism and entangling the U.S. with unstableimegs in the Middle East, we should use Americanvkmow to
build the cars of the future that don’t need oibrttinately the technology already exists to budteshigh
guality electric cars that can go 100 miles withoetharging and to build charging stations thatlwadcharge
them conveniently. Reducing our dependence orgfori is vital to our national security and we canly
accomplish that by using new technologies to mowectric vehicles.

100%0,

80%

54%
609%0
35%
40%
11%
209%0 q
O%_ - -
Jones Smith DK/Neither

Italics indicate split sample
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ONE THIRD OF THE SAMPLE WAS READ:

Candidate Jonesays this proposal will create jobs, help the ecopoand save consumers money. This proposal
will create over a million jobs and whole new intties that will export American products to the Vaoinstead

of having the Chinese and others create these indagor themselves. And moving away from gas@imggnes

will increase disposable income for the typical Aigan household by $3,600 by 2030. The resultirapemic
impact will add $4.6 trillion dollars in aggregatecome to the American economy by 2030, reducingdtienal
debt by over $300 billion dollars by 2030 — morerthiuble the cost of the program. Fortunately #ahhology
already exists to build safe, high quality electrars that can go 100 miles without recharging &mtuild

charging stations that will recharge them convetlierWe just can’t pass up the opportunity to samesumers
money, create good paying jobs and build the intessof the future right here in America.

100%0,

809% @

50%
609%0
37%
40%
13%
2% q
O%_ . .
Jones Smith DK/Neither

Italics indicate split sample



Jones
(Supports)

Which of these candidates do you think is...

...more likely to have a positive vision for Amerisa’
future?

... more likely to change the way things are done i
Washington?

... more likely to be focused on creating good jobs

... more focused on maintaining America’s nationa
security?

Italics indicate split sample

Smith Jones
(Opposes)| Margin
28% +28
25% +25
26% +28
29% +13




5 % @

maintaining America’s national security?

Jones (Support) Margin Overal
Which of these candidates do you think is more

likely to have a positive vision for America’s +28
future?

Which of these candidates do you think is more

likely to change the way things are done in +25
Washington?

Which of these candidates is more likely to be 198
focused on creating good jobs?

Which of these candidates is more focused on +13

Sec/Jobs
/Env

Italics indicate split sample

Natl Jobs/
Security Econ
+24 +26
+19

+28

+11







% very convincing mean

| | 429 310
Electric cars don’t pollute our air and don’t makeReasons To Support

it dangerous to breathf proposal: Top Tier

Chinese companies are already investing heayj
to produce the electric car. If we don’t produ
the electric car here, the manufacturing, and jo
will go to China

41% 2.98

We currently send billions overseas to counttie
that don't like us. Because Middle East
always have more oil than we do, we nee

break addiction in order to reduce dependenc
protect our natl sec, & transitioning to electr
cars is big step in that directi

We currently send billions overseas to count
entangling the US w/unstable regimes in
Middle EastBecause ME will always have mo
oil than we do...

39% 3.00

38% 3.01

The oil spill in the gulf demonstrates the risks
take as we deplete easily accessible oil res 38% 2 95
and must take greater risks to access oil th '
miles below the surface. Electric cars will red
the need to take such risks to extract plil.

T T T T T T 1
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Italics indicate split sample



% very convincing

This proposal allows us to try out electric carag
number of communities before we invest billion
setting up charging stations and other infrastme

nationwide

36%

Reasons To Support
Proposal: Second
Tier

Electric car tailpipes emit none of the carbon ytadin 36%

that causes global warmi

> 70% of the oil we use goes into our gas tanksnamak
than half of the oll we use is imported from ot
countries. We will never be able to reduce our de
foreign oil unless we stop using gasoline engimek
move to electric vehicles that are powered by ards
variety of domestic fuel source

35%

. . . 0
Electric cars are the cars of the future, with Ghieno 35%

India already beginning production. If we don'tilol
them in America, China and India will build theneté

~ This proposal will create tens of thousands of g
paying manuf jobs in struggling communities throug
the countr

35%

The technology already exists to build safe, higality
electric cars that can go 100 miles without recimar@ng
to build charging stations that will recharge t
convenientl

32%

2.96

2.92

2.92

2.89

2.87

| | | | | |
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Italics indicate split sample

60%
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% very convincing

This proposal will reinvigorate the American cadurstry,
creating tens of thousands of good paying manufagfyobs

in struggling communities throughout the coum

An independent economic study concluded that ttipgsa
wld create 1.9 mil jobs & whole new industries in B¥2030

31%

Reasons To Support
Proposal: Third Tier

31%

This proposal gives no money to auto companiggyés tax

incentives to consumers to make electric vehiclese
affordable until the country changes o

Dramatic increases in oil prices have caused reness th

ver 31%

&

past. Decreasing our dependence on oil by encimgy
Americans to drive electric cars would help prev@htause(
recessions from happening ag

Gas-powered engines are terribly inefficient cotimgrless
than 20% of the energy created to turning the vehdesting

80% to friction and heat. Electric cars are mucien

efficient, converting over 90% of energy to turnthg wheel
This proposal lets communities around the coundgidk how

they want to implement the program and makes tedity

available to the communities that develop the pkst
instead of having Washington impose stand

Moving away from gasoline engines will save thadgf
American household $3,600 by 20

Because of the billions consumers would save byrdy
electric cars and because of the jobs that wittheated b
manufacturing electric vehicles, this plan will @ity reduce
the federal debt by over $300 billion dollars by3@8-morg

_ 31%
aln

30%

|

29%

@

0
)30 26%

24%

:

than covering the cost of the p

an

2.83

2.80

2.86

2.83

2.67

2.62

0% 10%

Italics indicate split sample

T T T T
20% 30%

40%

T
50%

60%



Top Reasons To Support The Proposal

(% very convincing) Total

Electric cars don’t pollute our air and don’t makdangerous to

breathe 42%

Chinese companies are already investing heavipréouce the
electric car. If we don’t produce the electric dzare, the 41%
manufacturing, and jobs, will go to China

We currently send billions overseas to countried ton't like
us. Because Middle East will always have moré¢haih we do,
we need to break addiction in order to reduce ddpene & 39%
protect our natl sec, & transitioning to electricrsas big step in
that direction

We currently send billions overseas to countrigamgling the
US w/unstable regimes in the Middle E&scause Middle East
will always have more oil than we do, we need takraddiction| 38%
in order to reduce dependence & protect our nat| gec
transitioning to electric cars is big step in tiditection

The oil spill in the gulf demonstrates the riskstalee as we
deplete easily accessible oil reserves and mustgedater risks
to access oil that is miles below the surface. titecars will
reduce the need to take such risks to extract oil.

38%

Italics indicate split sample
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Regardless of your opinion on the proposal, whicthe following do you think is the best reasorstpport it?

It will help the environment by reducing the carlpmwilution that causes global warming
It will increase our national security by reducimgr dependence on foreign oil

It will reduce air pollution

It will create jobs and improve the economy

If we don’t do it, China or some other country will
It will save consumers money

00000

25%

24%

0% 10% 20% 30%

Italics indicate split sample






Mean
The free market, not the government, should dewiu 34% 5 83
ideas and technologies America purs Reasons To .
One study estimates it would cost several billmbuild Oppose
infrastructure for electric cars, most paid by @ygrs. Fed 33%
L , 2.79
already out of control, deficit larger than evdust can
afford to spend billions to support deployment leceic cars
We’'re not even sure this will work. We need moregb 33% 2.79
before investing billions of dollars of taxpayer me
Supporters say it will help the env, but relyingedectric-it 29% 2 75
means burning more coal, 1 of dirtiest energy sesr& '
nuclear power creates mils of tons of radioactiaste
A study by Natl Research Council concluded tech e 28% 2 73
electric cars affordable for consumers won’t enisil at
least 2030, meaning gov will have to pay until thenmin
Wr/out a government subsidy, there is no markeaf 27% 263
electric car. This is just another give-away ttoatos tha
could be even larger than the 2009 auto b Pu
Most early electric cars can only go 100 miles befmaving 27% 2.73
to be recharge
Gas-powered cars have worked just fine for decattgsst 19% 2.31
isn't worth the hassle to switch to electric g
I ! ! ! ! ! 1
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%
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Reasons To Oppose The Proposal
(% very convincing)

The free market, not the government, should desttk ideas 34
and technologies America pursues v

One study estimates it would cost several billmbuild the
Infrastructure for electric cars, most of whichlvisave to be paic
by taxpayers. Federal spending is already out ofrob& deficit | 33%
IS larger than it's ever been. We {ust can't afftr spend

billions to support the deployment of electric cars

We’'re not even sure this will work. We need moregb before 330
investing billions of dollars of taxpayer money 0

Supporters of electric car say it will help the gbwt relying on
electricity means burning more coal, 1 of dirtiesergy sources 290
& nq[clear power that creates millions of tons afioactive v
waste

A study by the Natl Research Council concluded teahwould
make electric cars affordable for consumers waxigteuntil at 28% | 21% | 30% | 33%
least 2030, meaning gov will have to pay until thEminimum

Without a government subsidy, there is no markeafoelectric
car. This is just another %lve-away to auto congmthat could | 27% | 16% | 32% | 35%
be even larger than the 2009 auto bailout

Most early electric cars can only go 100 miles befoaving to
be rechar)g/]ed v g 27% | 20%

Total

27% | 33%

Gas-powered cars have worked just fine for decatigsst isn’t 19%

worth the hassle to switch to electric cars 15% | 21% | 22%




% very convincing

Electric cars don't pollute our air and don’t make 42%

dangerous to breathe Top Reasons To

E Support & Oppose
’ Proposal

Chinese companies are already investing heavil
produce the electric car. If we don’t produce t

electric car here, the manufacturing, and jobs) gd
to China

We currently send billions overseas to countried tk

don’t like us. Because Middle East will alwaysda

more oil than we do, we need to break addiction

order to reduce dependence & protect our natl sec,

transitioning to electric cars is big step in tha
direction

41%

39%

The free market, not the government, should dec 34%

what ideas and technologies America purs

One study estimates it would cost several billm
build infrastructure for electric cars, most of wlhni
will be paid by taxpayers. Federal spending isaalye
out of control & deficit is larger than it's eveeén.
We just can't afford to spend billions to suppo
deployment of electric car

33%

0
We're not even sure this will work. We need mo 33%

proof before investing billions of dollars of taxjes
money
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Electric vehicles are seen as an important
opportunity in which the U.S. should lead

Electrification of transportation is a bi-partisan
means of reducing our dependence on foreign
oll, reducing pollution and creating jobs

Candidates who embrace this proposal not
only have a winning argument, but are judged
as visionary change makers, focused on jobs
and national security

The strongest opposition arguments fail to
derail support






