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Executive summary



In order to understand Reform curious Labour voters - and the
potential for Labour to Reform switching - it is essential to first put
both in perspective. A good amount of commentary in this area is
wide of the mark.

" Historically speaking, Reform voters are not ‘Labour’s lost voters’. About 74%
of 2024 Reform voters have not voted Labour in a single general election
since 2005 (as far back as we have data for). Most are historically anti-
Labour voters who have cycled between voting Conservative, UKIP, non-
voting or even Liberal Democrat. Thisis as true in the ‘Red Wall’ or Labour-
Reform seats as elsewhere.

" Looking forward, about 11% of the 2024 Labour vote is currently open to
voting Reform at the next election. But for Labour this is dwarfed by the
number of Labour voters on the other side of their coalition open to voting
Green (29%) or Lib Dem (41%), who are spread out across Labour-held
seats, including in Labour vs Reform constituencies. Basic MRP analysis
suggests Labour would lose 123 seats if all Reform curious Labour voters
defected, but 250 if all Green curious Labour voters did the same. This
creates a difficult balancing act for the government; they need to hold both
sides to win next time.

" Indeed Labour to Reform switching cannot and should not be dismissed.
It is notably higher in Scotland, while - as a group - Reform curious Labour
voters are more unhappy with Labour and Keir Starmer, less open to voting
Labour next time and less amenable to squeeze messages.

‘Reform curious Labour voters’ are different to the wider Reform
vote in important ways, even if they share similarities. The issues
Labour and Reform use to talk to these voters has to be tailored
appropriately.

" While Reform curious Labour voters are socially conservative in their social
views, they tend to wear these views more lightly than core Reform voters.
For instance, only 16% of Reform curious Labour voters watch GB News -
compared to 37% of all Reform voters.

* Anilluminating case study on the difference between the two concerns




Net Zero. Core Reform voters now find themselves very hostile to the

green transition - but ‘Reform curious Labour voters’ are not. While they
care about it much less than the wider Labour vote, they remain broadly
sympathetic, in line with the public at large. Hostility to Net Zero is therefore
unlikely to win Reform many Labour votes, while diluting ambitions on
climate will not help Labour assuage Reform curious voters either (while
also posing big risks elsewhere in its coalition).

Perhaps most notably of all, Reform curious Labour voters are much more
economically populist than Reform voters overall, backing things like
government regulation and taxation on the richest in far greater numbers.
They are also, for instance, more attracted to ideas like building more
council housing, being more likely to be social renters themselves.

The proximity of Reform to Donald Trump and Elon Musk is an obvious
weakness for Nigel Farage’s party. In general these figures split the Reform
coalition between its most and least radical flanks. Reform curious Labour
voters cite Farage’s friendliness with Trump as a key hesitation in making the
jump over to his party.

However, there are still many similarities between Reform curious
Labour voters and the wider Reform vote - and a couple of key
things pull them towards Reform.

Strong discontent on the issue of immigration is a clear ‘pull’ factor to
Reform. In reality, concerns on this matter are dominated more by the
spectre of asylum, rather than overall migration numbers per se. Among the
66% of Reform curious Labour voters choosing immigration as a key issue,
small boats and asylum hotels are the overwhelming priority..

Beyond policy, Reform curious Labour voters have a broader anti-system,
anti-politician bent - and in many cases are more nihilist than core Reform
voters. For instance, when explaining their attraction to Reform, they are
more likely to say things like ‘we have tried everything else, we might as well
roll the dice’ or even ‘all politicians are in it for financial gain’.

These voters are also demographically similar to the wider Reform vote:
older, more working class, much less university educated. This continues to
be the kind of voter in Reform’s orbit, not younger voters.




In general, Reform curious voters pose a ‘balancing dilemmma’ for
Labour. Its election winning coalition is somewhat split on cultural
issues - with Reform sympathetic Labour voters on one side and
a larger number of socially liberal, Green/Lib Dem curious Labour
voters on the other. This creates a legitimate risk of both under-
reaction and over-reaction to the Reform threat.

" Forinstance, onissues like immigration, human rights, the death penalty
and free expression, Reform curious Labour voters are closer to the Reform
vote than voters on the other side of Labour’s coalition - even if they are less
strongly conservative than core Reform voters.

For Labour, the good news is there is a potential way to thread

the needle, at least in terms of the issue agenda. In our unique
experiment with 1,000 Labour voters, combining moderate
signalling on culture with more confident populist positions on
economic fights - plus positive signalling on Net Zero - saw off both
Reform and the Greens simultaneously. In addition, tactical voting
could yet prove pivotal.

* Inour experiment, adopting the most liberal or conservative postures
on issues like immigration or asylum either lost Labour more votes than
it gained, or else cancelled itself out. More moderate positions were not
spectacular, but held things together.

" However, it's the economic axis which fundamentally unites Labour’s vote,
if lent into properly. Rebuilding public services in particular remains central
to Labour’s mandate, and is by far its most effective potential wedge issue.
This and dividing lines on wealth taxation, for instance, were highly effective
at stopping leakage to both Reform and the Greens.

* Provided noticeable cost and inconvenience to consumersis avoided at a
policy level, unambiguously pro-Net Zero signalling is more or less all upside
within the Labour coalition, being one of the most vote moving positions we
tested. This is not because climate action is highly salient to Reform curious
Labour voters - it isn’t. But rather, it's not unpopular, meaning it helps Labour
stem defections to its left without costing it votes to the right. For the same
reason, in our experiment, reneging on Net Zero was one of the most vote
losing positions Labour could adopt among its 2024 vote.
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Labour in government has already made a set of clearly progressive policy
choices on issues like workers rights, taxation to fund public services,
renting reform and clean energy. It could start by welcoming fights with
opponents on these issues, not shrinking from them. This would have the
double benefit of helping to raise the salience of these issues over cultural
divides, while reminding its coalition of the values of economic justice
which, in the end, still bind it together.

In the event Labour can avoid alienating either end of its vote en masse,
there is some evidence framing the next election as a choice between
Labour and Reform could reap electoral benefits. The party’s tactical voting
advantage against the Conservatives has diminished since the election,
but when voters are asked to choose between Labour or Reform, the
government’s lead over Nigel Farage’s party extends significantly.

For Reform, meanwhile, there is also a clear pathway to winning
more Labour votes, adding these voters to its already energised
base. If they wish to maximise the share of the Labour vote, one
clear path is to combine strong positions on issues like immigration
with outflanking Labour on economic issues.

There remains some anxiety even among Reform curious Labour voters
that Reform represent extreme or racist cultural positions that go beyond
concerns over migration. Reform will need to assuage this, although
provided they can avoid explicitly extreme or prejudiced positioning, these
issues are clearly a net plus for them.

In our experimentation with Labour voters, other scenarios which pulled
Labour over to Reform were when Labour ran to Labour’s left on things like
funding for public services, wealth taxation and strengthening workers
rights.
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Research objectives

Looking in particular at key battleground seats, we set out to examine:

What is the historical relationship between the existing Reform vote and
Labour?

How much of Labour’s vote in key seats is genuinely susceptible to voting
for Reform at the next election?

*  What are the different factors or issues that might drive them there?
*  What might prevent them from doing so?

Looking at the previous two questions, what trade-offs exist across the
government’s electoral coalition?

* Thatis, where does appealing to Reform voters have consequences
elsewhere and vice versa?

What is the best path for Reform if it wishes to maximise its share of the
Labour vote, and what is the best path for Labour if it wishes to retain these
voters in coalition with the rest of its election winning vote.

Methodology

We have undertaken what, to the best of our knowledge, is the most in-depth
look at Reform curious Labour voters and dynamics within the current Labour
coalition that has been freely published to date.

This involved extensive qualitative and quantitative research, assessing
both existing and newly commissioned evidence. In total we undertook the
following:

x4 focus groups with Reform curious Labour voters in January 2025, via
CRD Research. Two of these were in England (Leeds and Birmingham) and
two in Wales (South Wales; Bridgend and Neath). All were held in Labour
held constituencies where Reform is in second place as of the 2024 general
election..




* Analysis of existing data-sets, most notably the British Election Survey (BES)
and, concerning attitudes to Net Zero, data made available to the author
through the Labour Climate and Environment Forum (LCEF), the most recent
of which was commissioned through Opinium in February 2025.

- New polling commissioned by YouGov in March 2025.
A GB-wide survey of 4,531 adults, weighted to be nationally
representative
A survey of 815 ‘Reform curious Labour voters’ (Labour 2024, >5/10
willing to vote Reform at the next election)
A 1,000 person dedicated survey of Wales, weighted to be nationally
representative

* Inaddition, MRP analysis was conducted on every Parliamentary
constituency, quantifying both Reform and Green curious Labour voters at a
seat level. This was conducted by YouGov.

* Finally, two discrete conjoint experiments were commissioned via polling
company NorStat. The firstinvolved 1,000 Labour voters and 500 Reform
voters. The second involved 1,000 Labour voters.

The project was paid for via core funding that Persuasion receives from its
funders. IPPR were not a formal partner on this particular project.
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Section 1: Putting ‘Labour to
Reform’ switchers in perspective
- then quantifying them

Before considering the different factors which might persuade Labour voters
to and from Reform UK it is first important to understand the longer-term
relationship between the two parties’ voter base. We can then look at how this
might change in this Parliament, placing Labour voters susceptible to switching
to Reform within a broader picture of the Labour coalition.

For this we can use existing data and new polling commissioned by Persuasion
via YouGov.

Historically speaking, Reform voters are not ‘Labour’s lost voters’

The British Election Study (BES) data series studies the same survey
respondents over time. In doing so, it allows us to track the voting history of
voters all the way back to 2005. A very large sample of Reform voters in their
post-2024 election wave provides a good basis for analysis, at least among those

for whom historical data exists.’

When we look at Reform voters’ historical voting behaviour in BES’ post-election
survey wave, we find a revealing and slightly counter-intuitive picture. In general,
between 2005 and 2019, Reform supporters show very low levels of Labour
voting during this time, with the Labour share of these voters never breaking
beyond 20% achieved in 2005.

1 In total, Wave 28 of the British Election Study (July 2024) had a total of 3,533 Reform UK voters at the
general election. Past vote data is available for 3,478 (98%) of them from 2019, 3,363 (95%) of them from 2017,
2,933 (83%) from the election of 2010 and 2,372 (62%) from the election of 2005. All data and graphs in this
section of the report exclude 2024 Reform voters we don't have past data for.
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Overall, we see:

In total, about 74% of the 2024 Reform has not voted Labour in a single
general election held between 2005 and 2019 - and these are just the
elections we have data for.

There is some geographic variation to this, but not much. Even in ‘Red Wall’
seats, 69% of Reform voters have not voted Labour this time. That figure

Is 62% in seats where Reform are second and in Wales it goes for 72% of
Reform voters.

Instead, Reform voters have mostly cycled between parties of the right.
The Conservative share of these voters hovered just above or below 40%
for much of 2005-2015, though UKIP surge claimed 33% in 2015. After that,
Brexit saw a large majority of these voters collapse into the Conservative
vote share - first under Theresa May and then more completely under Boris
Johnson - before the Conservative's coalition unravelled in 2024.

For this reason, it is worth thinking of the vast majority of Reform voters as

historically ‘anti Labour voters’ who are simply not, and seemingly never have
been, in the Labour electoral universe.
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Reform 2024 voters and their historical relationship with Labour
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How 2024 Reform voters voted in every general election since 2001
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We see more evidence of this trend in the current Reform vote. As of April
2025, most of the new additions to the Reform coalition have come from the
2024 Conservative vote or non-voters (many of whom themselves are 2019
Conservatives who just sat out 2024).
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Composition of current Reform vote, by seat type
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There is a group of Labour voters open to voting Reform at the next
election - albeit they are just one part of a complicated Labour
coalition

Despite historical trends Labour to Reform switchers do exist - asdo a
wider pool of the Labour electorate who have not yet made the switch but
are susceptible to doing so. Perfectly identifying the total pool of possible
switchers is not straight-forward, but one simple way is to use ‘propensity to
vote’ scores. That s, we ask 2024 Labour voters to rate their willingness to

vote Reform at the next election on a scale of 1to 10, then isolate the fraction

putting themselves at six or above.?

MRP analysis also allows us to see where the share of Reform curious Labour
voters is highest in the country.

On this score, we find:
. About 1% of Labour voters are currently open to voting Reform.

. Thisrises slightly as we go into the electoral battlegrounds of England, but
not much.

. Itisonly notably higher in Scotland, where 18% of Labour voters are Reform
curious - an under-reported phenomenon. Indeed, of the top 10 Labour-
held constituencies with the most Reform susceptible Labour voters, 4 are
in Scotland.

2 This has the benefit of allegedly being the way that Labour themselves identified its target ‘hero
voters’in the 2019-2024 Parliament, in that case being Conservative 2019 voters who put themselves at more
than 5 out of 10 on a scale of willingness to vote Labour.
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% of 2024 Labour voters who are 'Reform curious’
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Itis important, though, to set this in the context of the wider Labour electoral
coalition. As we see below, if we ask a similar propensity to vote question

of Labour voters concerning the Greens or the Liberal Democrats, we find
that Labour voters susceptible to switching to these parties far out-number
Reform.
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% of 2024 Labour voters who are open to voting for other parties, by battleground
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In total, there are nearly three times as many Green curious Labour voters
(29%) as Reform, and nearly four times as many Lib Dem curious Labour
voters (41%).

This changes only slightly once you get into the electoral battlegrounds. In
all seats Labour won from the Conservatives, Green curious Labour voters
outnumber Reform by 3:1, and their Lib Dem equivalents do so by 4:1. Even in
the Red Wall seats Labour won, there are nearly two times as many Labour
voters open to voting Green (21%) and three times as many open to voting
Lib Dem (34%) as Reform.

Using MRP to map this down to a constituency level also illustrates the
point. Holding everything else constant, in the event that every Reform
curious Labour voter defected to Reform, Labour would lose around 123
seats. However, if every Green curious Labour voter likewise defected from
Labour, they would lose 250 - more than twice as many. Behaviour like this
in a complicated electorate is of course highly unlikely, but it underscores
the relative size of these groups and Labour’s vulnerability on its left flank.
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More detail on our MRP analysis is available in the interactive table on the
summary page of this research on the Persuasion website.

The truth for Labour is all these groups matter and the skill will be in keeping
both inside the tent, not trading one off at the expense of the other.

Indeed, the direct threat of Labour to Reform switchers cannot be entirely
disregarded any more than Green or Lib Dem switchers. In current polling,
about 7% of the 2024 Labour vote has switched to Reform - 9% in the Red Wall,
12% in Scotland. In Labour-Reform seats, these votes also ‘count twice’.

Moreover, even though this category of Labour voter are smaller, they are
angrier at Labour. For instance, only 21% of them have a positive view of Keir
Starmer. In addition, about 30% are ‘hero voters’ Labour won directly from the
Conservativesin 2024.

Where have Labour 2024 voters gone? By battleground

% voting Intentian for Labaur 2024 voters, as of early Aprd 3025
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Tactical voting dynamics could prove decisive

Finally, itis commonly said that the UK now functionally has ‘five party national
politics inside a two party system), as partisan loyalty to the two traditional
parties waxes and wanes. But it is less often acknowledged how crucial tactical
voting dynamics therefore become to election outcomes.

Standard voting intention questions can sometimes be limited in this regard.
Itis useful to ask follow up questions to respondents, asking how they would
vote if only party A or B could win in their area. Prior to the general election,
this proved particularly prophetic in surfacing the Conservative’s travails in
the ‘Blue Wall’ especially and the resulting efficiency between the Labour and

Liberal Democrat vote in forming an anti-Sunak coalition.3

Asking these questions again now reveals an interestingly mixed picture

for the government. We can see that making the question ‘Labour or
Conservative?’ - while still giving people the option to stick with another party
if they wish to - actually now net benefits the Conservatives, as (mostly)
Reform voters swing in behind the Conservatives more than left leaning voters
do with Labour. This reveals that Labour’s tactical voting advantage over the
Conservative's has gone, as the ‘anti Labour’ vote makes itself more efficient.

However, making the question ‘Labour or Reform?’ changes this picture

fairly dramatically. It produces a much clearer polling advantage nationally

for Labour, taking their lead over Reform from one pointin a normal poll to
eight points. Looking under the bonnet, this happens partly because it helps
squeeze back 2024 Labour voters who might otherwise flake off elsewhere,
but also because it peels off about half of the 2024 Liberal Democrat and
Green vote, while adding a non-negligible chunk (10%) of Conservative 2024
voters to Labour’s pile. This suggests the higher threat perception surrounding
a Reform-led government - and the polarising nature of Reform generally -
may lead to a greater level of tactical voting, if voters can indeed be convinced
of this as the choice before them.

For Reform, meanwhile, in a head to head with Labour they gain an even bigger
chunk (42%) of Conservative 2024 voters than now (18%). They also take a
slightly higher share of the Labour 2024 vote (10% vs 7% now) - though this is
mostly Labour voters who would otherwise switch to Conservatives making

3 See Persuasion UK report just prior to the election, “The Blue Wall: a primer”, June 2024.
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https://persuasionuk.org/research/blue-wall-primer

their anti-Labour vote more efficient. All told, though, it is not enough for
Reform to overcome the wider flows to Labour in this theoretical scenario.

These effects are a little more muted in marginal seats Labour won from the
Conservatives - owing to more ‘stubborn’ Lib Dem voters in those seats - but
not significantly. They suggest that, for now at least, it is advantageous to
Labour for the next election to be framed as a choice between Labour and
Reform, and less so Labour and the Conservatives. For Reform, it is more useful
for the election to be seen as a three party race.

As a side note, the share of 2024 Conservative voters (42%) who switch

to Reform in ‘Labour or Reform?’ scenarios is much higher than Reform
(24%) voters reciprocate in ‘Labour or Conservative?’ scenarios. Given 2024
Conservative voters also exist in higher numbers, this fluidity suggests that
Reform have slightly more to gain from an informal non-aggression pact
with the Conservatives than the Conservatives themselves. Regardless, any
efficiency between the Conservative and Reform vote without equivalent
efficiency within Britain’s progressive party bloc (Labour, Liberal Democrats,
Greens, Plaid) would be lethal for the government.
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Voting intent in different squeeze scenarios

Labour's tactical voting advantage against the Conservative's has gone, but it remains against Reform for now. This
primarily comes from squeezing don't knows (many of whom are Labour 2024 voters) as well as squeazing the Lib
Dems and Greens
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Section 2: Who are ‘Reform
curious Labour voters’ - and
how do they compare to the
wider Reform vote?

Having isolated Reform curious Labour voters as a group, and placed them in
clearer view, we can start to see how they differ not just to the wider Labour vote
but the Reform vote too.

Basic profile

A basic look at the demographic profile of these voters reveals they actually look
broadly similar to the wider Reform vote - and distinct from the Labour vote.
That is, they are older - much more likely to be part of the Boomer (61-79) or Gen
X (45-60) general - and far more likely to be working class (crudely, C2DE) or
non-university educated. In this area, then, broadly held assumptions about this
group are correct.

That said, there are some interesting differences to the Reform vote at the
margins. Most notably, around 20% of Reform curious Labour voters are social
renters (either in council housing or renting from a Housing Association), around
twice the proportion of Reform voters or voters overall in the electorate who do.
As we see later, this may shape some of their economic values and issue views.

The other thing that stands out is how much more likely these voters are to

live in Scotland. As we saw in the previous section, Scottish Labour’s vote has a
disproportionate number of these potential switchers. This itself is itself likely to
be partly demographic, with Scottish Labour’s coalition being slightly older and
more conservative than the wider UK Labour vote.
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Looking deeper, a large number of Reform curious Labour voters in Scotland
are likely to have been anti-SNP ‘tactical Tory’ voters at the last election.

Demographic profile of Reform curious Labour voters
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Demographic profile of Reform curious Labour voters
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% of political group living in each part of the country
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Media consumption: where do these voters get their news?

While the BBC dominates as with wider votes, Reform curious Labour voters
are disproportionately ‘online’ in terms of where they see or engage with
politics related content. Facebook, where 37% of these voters regularly see
political content, in particular over-indexes by a large amount compared to
both Reform voters overall and voters-at-large. YouTube (25%), TikTok (17%)
WhatsApp (12%) likewise. Broadcast sources like ITV and Sky News remain
disproportionately important too.

Primarily though, it is the news sources they are less likely to consume which is
the most interesting. Despite being Reform leaning, they are much less likely
to consume GB News, the outlet closest to Reform as a party. Only 16% get
news from GB News ((either directly or via online clips), compared to 37% of
Reform voters.

With the exception of The Sun, they are also less likely than wider Reform
voters to read traditional right wing news sources.

This s, in fact, quite a revealing feature of Reform curious Labour voters. While
they are a broadly small-c conservative group of voters, they tend to be much
less intense in their conservatism and generally more moderate in their views.
We will start to see this as we turn to look at their social values.
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Media consumption of Reform curious Labour voters

This group are more likely than Reform voters or voters at large to get their news from online sources,
especially Facebook, while they are also more likely to get news through ITV. They are notably less

likely to get news from GB Mews.

"Throwgh which of thesa media cutlets and platforms, if any, have you seen or heard politics-related contant in the last

few days? This can be contént of any nature. Tick all that apphy”

Reform curious’ Labour
vobers

BBC (online or television)
ITV news (online or television) m
Facebook
Sky News (online or television) m
Rad
YouTube m

GB News (online or television) m
Instagram m
The Sun (print or online) | 13%
WhatsApp | 12%
Guardian {print or online) ﬁ

Daily Mirror {print or online) ﬁ

Podcasts ﬁ

Daily Telegraph {printor '
online)

Financial Times (print or |
online)
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Special focus: looking for so-called
‘fash youth’

The recent hit Netflix show ‘Adolescence’ brought mass attentionto a
longer running discussion concerning the radicalisation of young boys
especially into radical right sub-cultures - in particular violent misogyny.
Donald Trump’s successes with young voters, plus that of some European
far-right parties, has given these debates an electoral edge, leading some
to speculate about the potential for Reform to win votes among young
men in this Parliament. Farage’s profile on TikTok provided as a further
proof point.

However, as we see in the graph below, the actual evidence for such
phenomena turning up in the UK electorate is so far mixed at best.

Propensity to vote Reform - or for a right of centre party generally -
among men is still very strongly correlated with age, with Gen Z overall
currently having the lowest level of such voting intent or propensity.
Meanwhile, Gen Z men are much less likely than older generations to
believe ‘feminism has gone too far’#

One possible leading indicator, however, concerns Nigel Farage’s
popularity. Here we do see - once you split Gen Z into two- the ‘u-shape’ in
age-related attitudes some have sought out: that his popularity is slightly
higher with men aged 18-21than 22-28 or 29-44, bucking the overall age
trend. However, the difference here is only around 5%, and leaves only
around 20% of men aged 18-21 with a favourable opinion of the Reform

UK leader. It will be important to monitor these trends as more young men
come into the electorate, but for now any major generational differences

seem relatively marginal.

4 For further scepticism on this broader thesis, see this thread analysing age-related results from
the 2024 general election.
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https://x.com/SteveAkehurst/status/1837067040454234528

Special focus: looking for so-called ‘fash youth’

How real is the phenomenon of 'fash youth' in the UK? A lock at male
attitudes by age

The swdonce here (s mixad 81 begt, On the one hand, WO Chary 2 risen Bre by more Hoely 10 heva 8 posithie opinion
of Farage than thair older generational courterpats, but both Befonm voting intent and Ir||'=||"|! woting & wary low smang
Gean £ genarally, Gen £ also have the lowest levels of befal in ant-feminist sentimant.
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% tota] “right bloc’ vota

share (Con/Refarm)
#0%
% with itive opinion
of m“mrﬁg-
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3% Reform curious
(=500 willing to vels)
% beleving 'Feminism
S has gone too far'
‘H\"-" % currently planning to
rote Raform
20% i#j“
i\-v—::!'
™
1%

Youliow for Persuasion UK, &pril 20235,

Arti-feminist santinent judged by pared statarment: TWWDre wousd you place Wour view amd

thi wiew of these parties on this scale’ The fght for farminism and women's equality in Britain F FEfﬂ.l-ﬂElﬂ'l"l L*:
has not gone far enough - there are still many battles to be won™ OR "In general, ferninism bas

gone 1o tar i this cauntry and has had negative effects on Britaln
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Section 3: Exploring the social
values of Reform curious Labour
voters

Cultural vs economic axis

While demographically quite similar, when we look at values we start to see
Reform curious Labour voters are somewhat more ‘cross pressured’ than both
Reform voters overall, Labour voters overall and the left end of the 2024 Labour

coalition, with whom Labour need to balance this group with.

How we approached this

To get at this, we asked respondents a range of ‘paired statements’ where they
are asked to choose between two opposing views.® These are designed to
surface respondent’s broad values, with them being asked which of these they
agreed with most, even if none captures it exactly (there was also a ‘neither’ and
‘don't know’ response option).

The full issue set was broken down on what we can broadly think of the ‘cultural
axis’ (liberal to conservative) and ‘economic axis’ (left/egalitarian vs right/laissez

faire). Specifically:

Cultural axis

* These days, white people have more advantages in society than non-white
people OR These days, non-white people have more advantages in society
than white people

5 These are notably more reliable than ‘agree/disagree’ questions which can notoriously create
agreeability bias among less-engaged respondents. They were asked over two waves of research via YouGoy,
one in January 2025 and the other in April 2025.
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We should not reintroduce the death penalty, even for people convicted for
the most serious crimes OR We should reintroduce the death penalty for
people convicted of the most serious crimes

Britain should not leave the European Convention on Human Rights,

and should keep human rights legislation in place, even if it restricts

what government can do to reduce immigration OR Britain should leave
the European Convention on Human Rights and repeal relevant human
rights legislation if it helps to increase what government can do to reduce
immigration

Immigration has enriched society OR immigration has undermined society

Government should take greater action to reduce the UK’s greenhouse
gas emissions, even if that causes some inconvenience or cost to ordinary
people in the short-term OR Government should NOT take action to
reduce the UK’s greenhouse gas emissions if it is going to mean cost or
inconvenience for ordinary people - even if that means missing climate

change targets

The fight for feminism and women’s equality in Britain has not gone far
enough - there are still many battles to be won OR In general, feminism has
gone too far in this country and has had negative effects on Britain

Economic axis

The NHS should remain publicly funded and free at the point of use OR The
NHS should move to an insurance-based model, like that in other countries.

We should tax the wealthiest people in society more OR We should not tax
the wealthiest people in society more

Employers and landlords have too much power over workers and tenants
OR Employers and landlords do not have too much power over workers and
tenants

In general, it is usually in the interests of ordinary people that there is MORE

regulation placed on businesses OR In general, it is usually in the interests
of ordinary people that there is LESS regulation placed on businesses
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The UK should have closer economic ties with the European Union to help
boost economic growth, even if that means giving up ultimate authority
onrules and regulations in some areas OR The UK should NOT have closer
economic ties with the European Union if it involves giving up ultimate
authority on rules and regulations in some areas, even if that involves some
economic cost to the UK

Overall, Britain having more millionaires and billionaires would be a bad sign
for everyone else - they are probably getting rich at other people’s expense
OR Overall, Britain having more billionaires would be a good sign for
everyone else - they are probably getting rich creating something of value
that benefits the wider economy

Right now, the priority should be investing in front-line public services

- even if that means raising taxes on ordinary people OR Right now, the
priority should be cutting taxes on ordinary people - even if that means
cutting spending on front-line public services

Other/populist axis

Most of our politicians go into politics looking to improve society OR Most of
our politicians go into politics mostly for personal financial gain

We should increase military aid and support to Ukraine in their fight against
Russia OR we should decrease military aid and support to Ukraine.

Results

Below first are the results on the cultural axis, looking just at the percentage of
those who agreed with the more conservative statement.®

On cultural values, potential Reform to Labour switchers are definitely more
socially conservative than the average UK voter and the Labour base.

They do, however, wear this social conservatism a little more lightly, being less
intense in their agreement that the UK should leave the ECHR for instance.

6

For ease of visualisation, we are just showing those who opted for the socially conservative response

option. We have excluded from the sample the small number of voters who opted for the ‘don’t know’
response option.
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But they show particular closeness with the wider Reform vote on the classic
cultural divides of immigration, the death penalty and racial discrimination.

Cultural and social values of 'Reform curious Labour voters'

@ Refarm curiows Labour voters @ Reform 2024 voters @ Labour 2024 voters @ Gresn curlous Labouwr voters
Al vaters

Wi Bl r'E'Il'Itl'EIﬂI..G!E" e oieath
penalty for the most sariows crimas

Britamn should |laave the ECHE and
reped hurnan rights legislatoa il it helps E - . [ . | : b
to reduce immigration

immigretion haswedermined soclety @ L § = g s o

These deys, non-white pecgds have
more advaniages in socisty thanwhite a 8 = a & ; -8
peoples

L showdd not reduce greenhouse gas
emiggionail it | going to mean cost or B- » Y i &
INConwenience

The UK shauld NOT hewe clogar

economic thees with L It it involves = ] [~ ]
gevingg up UlEimate suthority on nules

Ingeneral, leminism Fas gone toa far in
this couriry

e L] — &

0% jLE 20% 30 40% 5O B0 TON BO% B0
#* agresing with statemant

i Persuasion UK

Itis on the economic axis, though, where we see the reverse trend. Especially
on questions of power and economic populist sentiment, Reform curious
Labour voters are consistently more left-wing than the Reform vote, being
broadly aligned with the Labour vote on these questions.

One of the few exceptions is tax rises on ordinary people to pay for public
services, where they are more divided - but still far more open to it than the

wider Reform vote.

On closeness to Europe at the expense of sovereignty, they are also evenly
divided, probably because this issue is also strongly culturally coded.
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Economic values of 'Reform curious Labour voters'

il Refarm cunous Labour voters i Reform 2024 voters @ Labour 2024 voters @ Grean curlous Labour voters
Al voters

The NHS should remain publichy fundad

and free at the pont of use *—a—0 L
W'e showusd tax the wealthisst pacplein
ol aty mosa 9
Ermpleyers and landionds Have too much
Powar v workers and henants L L * -0

It's usually in the interests of ordinary

paopla that thene is mare regulation i o8 & &
placed on businesses

Eritain having more millionséras and
billionaires would be & bad gign for & - & e
EvBryone alge - they are prababily..

The priority now shoukd be irvesting in

front=line public services, sven if that & o *—&
means rasng taxes on ordinary peophe

10% 088 0% 405 505 505 T B4 S5 1005
% agreeing with staterment

M Persuasion UK

Looking beyond these values, it's notable that Reform curious voters go
beyond even the core Reform vote. This is a more disaffected and disillusioned
streak to these voters that we will see in future sections, lending itself well to

an anti-system or anti-politics insurgent party like Reform.
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Other values of 'Reform curious Labour voters'

@ Reform curious Labour voters i Beform 2024 voters i Labour 2024 voters @8 Green curicus Labouwr woters
il Al voters

Wi should decrease military aid and
support to Ukraine in thieir fight against §— & - 5
K ussia

Mozt of our politetans gointo politics -
muostly for personal fimancal gain -— »—e . —®

10% 158 20% 25% 30% 35% JA40% J45% 50% S55% B60% BEM TOW
* agresing with statement

|" Persuasion UK

An important question for political parties in seeking to take advantage

of these dynamics is whether target voters credibly see those parties as
representing certain values. A party may wish to capitalise on perceived
closeness on certain issues, or try to change their image if perception gaps are
deemed a problem.

Here we can see that Reform curious Labour voters put themselves to the left
of both Labour and Reform on several questions relating to economic power
and taxation of the richest. They generally are aware that Reform have similar
cultural values as they do. It is more mixed on economics, where on some
populist questions (for instance, regulation of employers and landlords) they
think Reform share their values, but seem to be less sure - or sure they do not -
on other economic questions (NHS, the value of millionaires/billionaires). This
speaks to the fact Reform are clearly defined culturally in these voters minds,

but less so onissues beyond the likes of immigration and Net Zero.
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Where do Reform voters place the values of other parties?

Culteral axis quastions, Oz most liberal position possible, 100 most authoritanan,

B Whare 'Reform curiows Labour voters put their own views
8 Where 'Reform curiows Labour voters place typical Labour MP
@ YWhat Reform curious Labour voters' vobers place typical Reform MP

|rerigratian has erdiched ooty (0 ve &

Imrrigration has underi ied seciety (000

[ mat o= ntrodu ce death penatty (0} ws

rainkroduce pansdty (00 e

Dot bnaves ECHR 10} v beivew ECHR 000 =

Frae spessch under threat fram the right (0]
v froe speech under thneat from left (100]

actiznam clrata eeen if Incomeaniant (0} vs -

3
L
&

o sstion an climate if incormeniant (00)

FPro-feminizm {0} ve arrt-femenizsm C100) i
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0 10 20 &0 44 50 Gl it &0 10 100

To get a 0-100 soore here, we excluded 'don't knows' and neither for both own view and party

viote. \Value represents Sverage score.

Score (0-100)

I Persuasion UK

"W hera would you plece your view and the views of these parties on this spectruni?
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Where do Reform voters place the values of other parties?
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"W hera would you place your view and the views of these parties on this spectrum?”

Who do Reform curious voters like, and who do they want to be tougher on?

This particular group of voters’ slightly cross-pressured, or socially
conservative and economically left-wing, values are on show when we analyse
what groups in society they like and dislike. At the same time, we ask what they
think the view of the average Labour and Reform MP is by comparison.

As predicted by their values, Reform curious Labour voters have generally
negative views of migrants and refugees - but also CEOs of big companies,
especially the major water companies, who are the most unpopular group
tested here. Reform are seen as closer to these voters' views than Labour here.
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Some of the wider brand challenges Labour has come through here. The
biggest difference in perception comes from ‘small business’ and ‘working
class peopl€), both of which Reform curious Labour voters feel Labour have

a more negative opinion on than them . They are also seen as closer to big
business than these voters' own views. We also see the lingering impact of the

anti-semitism crisis within Labour.

Which groups do Reform curious Labour voters like and dislike, and
which groups do they think Labour and Reform MPs like and dislike?

Scale: 1highly unfavourable, 2 faveurable, 3 neutral, 4 favourable, 5 highly favaurable. Score here
represents average on this scale.

B Own view @ View of sverage Lab MP @ View of average Beform MP

Favourability score (low to high)
i 1.5 2 25 3 a5 4 45

CECs of the miajor water companias L & .
Imrrdgrants = = it
Refugees Eoas -
Private landlords - —
CECk of big compariies e
Big busiress - -
bdusfima E——i——————
Fich pacpls -—
Welfare recipients s
Pacpla Bvirsg inLondon -_H—
Landowrners i
Emvronmeantad charities —8—0
Trade Unions =
Jewish paople >
-8
*—5—
e
L

Poor people S
Pubdic sactor wiorkars
Poverty charitles
Middie class pecple
Srmall business L Sl
Wiorking cless pecpbs & “+ &

‘Generally speaking, do vou have a favourable or unfavourable oplnion of thess grougps of
people and organisations?" ¢ "Do you think the avarage MP of the following political parties l" Persuasion UK
has a positive or negative opinion of these groups?. Values repreaant mean scorea.

We see similar patterns when we ask them what groups they would like to
see government be tougher on than they are now, with those arriving in small
boats joined by oil and gas companies at the top of the list.
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Who would Reform curious Labour voters like to see
government be tougher on?

% choosing this group as top 3 groups they'd like to see government get on tough
B
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% saying government is currently "not being tough enough’ on this group

"Barmetimes people talk SBoUt governiments being Tough’ on groups within soeckety, If you had

to pricfitise, which of the below groups would you most like to see the Labour government be

touagh on? Plek select upto three options” [ "And based on what yoar've s2en in the news or 'I Persuasion UK
elsewherg, is the gowernment being too touwgh, not tough enough, or getting sbout the right

balance on the below groups or ot ™
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Section four: The issue agenda
- what is pushing and pulling
these voters to and from
Reform?

In the previous section, we saw that ‘Reform curious Labour voters’ are cross-
pressured in their values: that is, they have socially conservative social values
but are economically populist on economics.

In this section, we can see that it is largely their social values which are currently
more salient to their vote. Although, once again we find the picture slightly more
mixed than with the wider Reform view.

Push factors to Reform

First of all we provided respondents with a list to vote Reform, and reasons not
to. Then we did the same for Labour.

For these target voters, the top two self-reported pull factors to Reform are the

same as for the wider Reform vote: the party’s clear stance against immigration
and ‘wokeness.
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Reasons to vote Reform

Immigration dominates hera but less ntensely than with Beform voters atlarge. Beform cunous Labour voters are more
likely to say 'we might as well roll the dice’ or raise economic issues. They are much kess fikely to be attracted by Reform’s
gtances on Met Zero , trans people of antl gevernment wasie,

“Below are sorme reasons that other people have put forward in favour of woting *for® Reform LK at the next general slection.
Which do you persenally find most comvincing 7 Plesse chooss up to five"

Reform curious Heform 2024
Labour

volers wolers All volers
Reform LIk stand for allowing fewer immigrants into 2
tocony TR = =
Eeform UK oppose wokaness in all forms - ank - BO%, I 8%
Reform LK stand up for working people generally . 28X gl I I 10
Reform UK would relnstate the winter fuel allowance .:ﬁ 0%, I W%
We might & wall roll the dics and try semeathng new . 2% Lot I B
Raform UK would cut wasteful governmant spanding 2t ark ! Eih
Reform LK would stand wp for women againat the ]
trans lobby L 0% I N
Keform UK would cut taxnes for people e me . 85 q 1655 IEH
Wating Beform UK woukd be the bestway toget
Labour out LLi Lt EH
Raform LIK woukd stand up for white pecple over
non-white people . — e E e
I ke that Migel Farege has a good relanﬂnah%:nh l % 2% ! &%
mp
| think Befarm LK would serve well ard competantly .ﬂ : i I B%
Raform LUK stard for :crapping Pt i
daraenvironmental poicias .11'.& K i >
Raform UK's would create more good jols .3‘!: e I 4%,
I just really e Migel Farage Iﬂ; i E | k4
MA - there B o good reason to vate Beform I 5% !n: - 4%
M Persuasion UK

Beyond that, there are some notable differences. There is more of a sense
among the Labour portion of the Reform vote that ‘we might as well roll the
dice, we've tried everything els€e’ - this is the slight anti-political nihilism we
observed in the previous section.
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Perhaps the most striking difference, however, concerns Net Zero. While
Reform’s anti-Net Zero stance is a big vote winner among their base, it simply is
not among ‘Reform curious Labour voters, who tend to be broadly supportive
of Net Zero, even if they prioritise it less than the wider Labour coalition. There
is more on this, including speculation on why, in the ‘issue focus’ part of this
section.

There is something similar, albeit less pronounced, when it comes to Reform’s
anti-trans rights - or gender critical - positions. It is distinctly mid-table with
Reform curious Labour voters, while being in the top 6 reasons for Reform
voters.

In addition, Reform curious Labour voters are less drawn to ‘DOGE-style’
opposition to government waste than the Reform base - something which
generally reflects their more statist values.

In terms of what Labour is doing to alienate these voters, immigration comes
top again, but economic factors are more in the mix than with the wider
Reform vote. The decision to cut winter fuel allowance as well as a general
dissatisfaction with the cost of living and NHS over-index here. This is a sign of
Labour inheriting the anti-incumbency penalty that comes with presiding over
these long-running problems.
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Reasons to NOT vote Labour

Immigration tops this kst although there's somee interasting over-indeaxas vs the broader Baform vote - notably on
econonsc iseues (winter fuel allowance, cost of living. inegquality)

“Belew are some reasons that other peaple have put forvward In favowr of voting *agednst® Labour at the next general election.
Wihlch do you persenally find most comvincing? Please chooss up to five

Reform curious Al 2024 Reform
Labour voters wirkars All voters

They have failed to control
immigration

They removed the winter fuel
allowance

Mot done enough to reduce the cost
of living

T
3
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Put up too many taxes

They have just generally been
incompetent/chaotic
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T Y
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Spent too much money wastefully

Too many Labour ministers/MPs
have behaved in dishonest ways

Labour are bad for businesses
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Their climate change/environment
policies have gone too far

Labour are too close to the Trade
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M/A - there is no good reason to
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| just have a very positive view of a
diffarent party
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sufficiently
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policies have not gone far enough
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Pull factors from Reform

What are the reasons that Reform curious Labour voters might hesitate in
voting Reform?

For 26% of them, they have no hesitations at all - reflecting that a decent
number are already well on their way to permanent defection.

For others, concern is spread over a number of issues but chief among

them are Farage’s proximity - or perceived proximity - to unpopular figures,
first among them Trump. In the same way as this is proving a weakness for
Conservative leader Pierre Polivere, it is a potential liability for Farage with
these target voters. Trump in general is an issue that splits the Reform vote
between its more radical and moderate flank, as we also see below. In reality,
very few British voters have a positive view of him.
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Reasons to NOT vote Reform

The high % for ‘thers (& no good reasan' reflects that many of these voters have already switched ta Beform and are fairly
g2t in thedr views, but Trump and Putin ks 3 clesr weakness as are lingenng doubts abowt rectzm - or et leest far more 8o
than far core Reform voters.

"Below are sorme reasons that other people have put forward in Tavour of voting "against™ Reform LUK at the next genaral election.
Which do you personadly find most convincing T Please choose up to flee™

Reform curious Al 34 Redarm
Labour voters werbern AH voters

M/ - there s no good reason to not
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Viadimir Putin
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Reforrm UK's denial of climate changeis
dangerous
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Theireconomic policies would only
favour the richest

Reform UK would damage the NHS and
public services generally

Reform UK would cut public services
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Views of leadership figures

Reform curous Lebour voters ere much more unamblguousty antl Trump and entl Musk. Trump especially divides the
Eefarm vate down the middie,

Do wosu heve 8 positive or negative opendon of the folleeing politicians? (shaowing nat positive, all those with a positese oplneon minus ali
thosn with a negative opinion)

B Beform curious Labour voters B Reform 2024 voters | Al voters
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Kair Starmer Migel Farage felanskyy Wiadimir Putin Elon Musk Donald Trump
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Part of what we are seeing here is a lingering ambivalence over whether
Reform is an ‘extreme’ party or not, as we see in hesitation number 3. While
these voters show strong discontent on the issue of immigration and asylum,
as Labour voters they do not necessarily explicitly identify as radical right
voters.

Elsewhere, Reform are perceived by some to be pro-Russia, which is perhaps a
legacy of Farage’s previous missteps on the topic of Ukraine.

In terms of dogs that don't bark, while - as we saw in the previous section -
they do not share Reform’s views on the role of the state or public services, this
is not currently showing up as a salient concern with Reform curious Labour
voters.

When asking these voters reasons to vote Labour, a third could not think of
any. Starmer’s performance on Ukraine is an asset, as is Labour’s reputation as
the party of the NHS - but the main thing they have going for here is sympathy
at the situation they inherited from the Conservatives.
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Reasons to vote Labour

A general sense that Labour inherited a mess is about as good as it gets for the party hera - though the kwer propartion
off Labaour curiows Beforrm woters eaying 'thers is no reason’ highlighta again how deeply held anti-Labour sentiment is
arnong Beform vaters at lange companed to this group

"Below are sorme reasons that other peopls have put forvward in favowr of veting *for Labour at the next general election Which
do you persanally find most convincing T Please choose up to fve”

Reform curicus Al2024 Baform
Labaur voters vishere All voters

N/SA - there is no good reason to vote Labour m 35%

Labour deserve a longer period of time to fix the
mess created by the last government

g

Eq

Labour are the party of investing in the NHS

Keir Starmer has done a good job on the issue of
Ukraine

Labour winning would stop the Conservatives
winning/Kemi Badenoch becoming PM
Labour are the party of ordinary workers and
working people

| have always voted Labour

| think Keir Starmer is doing a good job as a Prime
Minister and want to see him continue in that role

Labour will invest in new public transport

I trust Labour to competently manage the
8Conomy

Labour will invest in new schoaols

Labour are making progress on the issue of illegal

; ' : TS

immegration

Labour are the party of action on climate o
change/clean energy -

Labour winning would stop Reform winning and
Nigel Farage becoming Prime Minister

SRR
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Within-issue salience

While the issues that Reform curious Labour voters’ choose as the main
challenges facing the country broadly reflect those we saw above, digging into
certain issues provides some extra insight.

Issue salience: top issues facing the country
“Waors apecifically, which of thess do you think are the most bmportant [ssues facing the UK at this time?™

Emrnigramon & Asylum

Thee gopngmy

Health

Crima

Detence and sesurity

Wedfare benetitz

Haodsng

Tax

Prrsiprs

The emarcnment & cimate change

Britain leaving the EU

Ediscation

Famnidty life & childcare

Transport

Dran't know

L]
2
g

.mi 8%
Iaa»a 4%
Ims 6%
IE&; £
Iﬂ-:. o
]‘.HE %
im 1%

O 0% 60% OO O 0% 60%
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For instance, among those choosing ‘immigration’ as a top issue, this matter is
in practice dominated by the spectre of asylum and undocumented migration,
not legal migration. The issue of small boats and ‘asylum hotels’ (temporary
accommodation for asylum seekers awaiting processing) are the top 3.

Within those choosing health, waiting times of all kinds pre-dominantes.

Interestingly, council housing is the main concern for Reform curious Labour
voters who are worried about the issue of housing. They are about twenty
percentage points more likely to choose this as their top housing concern than
Reform voters overall, and twenty four points more than voters-at-large (in
general, these last two groups tend to opt for ‘affordability of home ownership’
as the top housing issue). This reflects what we saw in the demographics
section of this paper, with Reform curious Labour voters more likely to have
experienced being a social renter.
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What is the meaning of different "top issues' to Reform curious Labour
voters who pick them as priorities for the country?

"And when it comes to [issue previoushly chosen as top issue], which of these are the most important issues

facing the UK? choose up to2”

Innmilgration
"Srrall boats' _ T
Ssyvlum seekers in hotels - 43%
Lagal migraten too high - A%
Lack of integratien . 195

e I-l&l':

Barriers to refugess being too strict I 2%

The owarall amount of legal

rmagration being too low I T

Haalth
Haspital waiting E=ts - 9%
GF waiting tirmes - 34%
ALE waiting times - 29%
staffshorage [
Ageage be dentistry - 21%
Amibukancs wailing Umes . 1
Cluality of care . 12%
Social care costs l &%

Hospital closures [ lack of local
hospital I 6%

Fres prescriplions Ii’ﬁ.
other | 2%

Housing

Aralability of counsil Bousing - T3%
The affordability of home cwnership - 6%
Homalesaness - 5%
High private sector ments - 2K

Theeguality af housing . 3%

Ower-developrment .‘ﬂ?&

Costoring, I &%
Energy costs - 6%
inflation [T 24%
Econarric-groweh [N 22%
Inequadty poverty [ 11%
wages [ 8%
brtorest rates .?ﬁ
Uinemployrment .]"_'.ﬁ'
Rim=down local high streets I T
Cpportunities for youndg peopis I-ﬂE
Lozal job svailabilityfeasurity i %
Other | 1%

I Persuasion UK
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"On the issue of immigration and asylum, which of the following policy
outcomes would you personally most like to see achieved? Choose only

one

Feducing the number of peopleillegally .

entering the UK (eg on 'small boats’)

Procsssing and = whers neadsd -

deporting asylum seekers more guickly

Eediscing the total number of all kinds of
legal migration to the UK

Reducing low skill migration, while

Increasing gh-skill migration

Improving the integration of existing

migrants into LI society

Do T Ko

Imcreasing the num ber of asylum seskers
and refugees we take into the UK

Mone of thezse

Incraasirg migration totha LUK ganarally

Reform curlous Reform 2024 Labour 3024
Labour voters viobers

1% e
™ |'ﬂ£.
5] |‘|!$
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Issue focus: Net Zero

Since Labour’s election victory in July 2024, there has been an escalation
in media scepticism on the topic of ‘Net Zero, the UK’s transition to clean

energy.7 This has prompted some to speculate that the government’s
commitment to the green transition could provide an opening for Reform
to take Labour voters.

We found essentially zero evidence for this in the course of our analysis of
‘Reform curious Labour votes’.

While Reform voters show consistently hostile attitudes to Net Zero,
Reform curious Labour voters do not. It is one of the most notable
distinctions between the two, in fact.

Firstly on the brand of Net Zero itself, Reform curious Labour are positive
while Reform voters are not. This brings them in line with the wider pubilic,
explained mostly by the threat perception of climate change and a latent
environmentalism in most British voters.

This is further evident when we ask voters who they blame for rising
energy bills and low economic growth, which anti Net Zero voices have
pinned on that cause. This shows up with the Reform base, but is nowhere
to be seen among Reform curious Labour voters - who, like the rest of

the public, tend to blame profiteering by energy companies or the UK’s
dependence on imported gas when it comes to rising bills.

These discrepancies are perhaps a function of Reform curious Labour
voters differing news consumption to Reform voters - swearing off
GB News especially - which itself a sign of their less intense social
conservatism.

There is one caveat here, concerning salience. The best way of
understanding Reform curious Labour voters’ attitudes here is one of
passive support; this is not a defining issue either way for them.

7 For quantification of the increase in coverage to this effect, see Carbon Brief, January 2025:
“Analysis: UK newspaper editorials attacked Ed Miliband relentlessly throughout 2024”
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Issue focus: Net Zero

They are less likely than the wider public and Labour vote to pick itas a
top issue. As we saw in the values section, this makes them slightly less
likely to be willing to accept cost or inconvenience as the price of the
clean energy transition. This underscores the political importance of
government avoiding noticeable cost and inconvenience to consumersin
the switch to clean energy.

Top line view of Net Zero

For core Reform wobters, Net Zero has become a dirty word. But this is not true of Refuem curiows Labour voters,
who remain broadly sympathetic to it, even if it is a less salient mswe than for other parts of the Lebour vote
This brings them into lina with the wider electorate,

"The Met Zerotanget is a target set by the governmeent to reach zena greenhouse gas emissions iy 2060 ak the fatest. balancing any
carbon emessons that are produced with carbon-reducing measures. with the aim of regucing the risks from climate change. From
what you've seen of iL do you have 3 positive or regative opinicon of Mol Zeo™

B Positive [l Megative | Dot keow

Allvotars

- tm]  Imj my

Con 24 I | )

Lab2a [ % S "

Lib Dem 24 I T E

~Reform 247 I T o%

Switchers to Labour st GEZ4 - I
Detectors from Labour since GEZ4 I .| bl
Al Red Wall voters I B L

“Reform curicus’ Labour volmrs™ ) TP

Grean curiows Labowr vobars

Opaniurm for LCER April 2026, 3000 LIK adults.

é’
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Issue focus: Net Zero

Explanations for high energy bills

Rafonm curous voters, like the wider electesate, blame profiteering and extormal factiorn on rlaing enengy bilke Theay do nof
blame el Lo or environmenial initizgtaes in large rombers, unlilke core Bedorm wolers.

"Balow is a st of things seme people have suggested might axpdain rising energy bills in the U, Which of these, ifany, do
you find most convincing as reasons for rising enargy bills¥ Choose up to 5"

Frofiteering by energy companies

Fussia'’s invasion of Likraina

Esitaln becoming too depandent on
foremgn gas markats

Failara to reform the anargy rmarkak

Govermiment Rave pust genecally
handied things in an incompeten .

Grpan lavies onenargy bills

HrivatEation of the anargy
CoeTIpanes

Higher IMPMIGrasion pushendg U
darnand for energy

Britain has not moved to renewatils
anargy quickly encugh

Britain not ex panding oll and gas
drilling progects sufficiently

Tiea rrarTy gover nmeernk
errvironmantadl Mat Zaro initistves

Iritain Fang not 1§ riecles
Britain fag not moved fo rieclear
srnargy guickly endugh

The after-effects of the Cowved 18
pandamic

Crpaniurm for LOEF, 3000 LK votars, Spril 2035,

Reform curious Labour
volters F m 202 Al voters
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Issue focus: Net Zero

Explanations for low economic growth

"Below is & st of things some people haes sugnested might aaplain ke sconomic growthin the UK Wiksh of these, i
any, do yau find maost comdncing as reasans for Asing energy bills? Choose upto &7

Reform curtous Labour
vabars

High energy cosis - D

Toa much immigration

Ty many people on welfare
benefitz

Errtain leaving the Eurapesn Uinion

Mismanagement by tha past
Congervative governmant fag Liz,

Tra attar-gifects of the Govid-15
pandemic

Too much profitesring by bag
busnesses

Toe many regulations on business
Toa little RG-SR T QORI Tt
irastment in infrastucture s
1o sy pIERMNG PEETreions on 8%
udding | deseloprment
Aritish paoplo bocoming mona lazy -:M!E
Ta little 5-‘."‘1'!Q-'.I:"'Il'l'lll PaaETTEL Dy %
pef vale COmMganies in ther,
Imtarnationsal! Instabllity deua, Trump!
2rngtna tabllity o a IIJI I'.le: .
Presidancy

Toss FRamy Brnvironmental/bet e . EE

It
Trade Linions are too powaerfu . 155%
it beir | K

Cpinium for LOEF, 3000 LK voters, April 2025,
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Experiment 1: How might
Labour hold its 2024 electoral
coalition together?

Knowing the best way of persuading ‘Reform curious Labour voters' is arguably a
more complex task for Labour than it is Reform. This is because, as we saw in the
values section of this report, Labour’s coalition is divided on the cultural issues
that are salient to these voters. The party has to balance a broader coalition and
thus greater trade-offs exist.

These are some known unknowns here. For instance, would matching Reform
on immigration halt losses to Reform but lead to losses to, for instance, the
Greens? If so, are there any areas where these coalitional trade-offs are less
sharp for the government?

To test these, we did the first of two experiments to try and surface salient vote
moving dividing lines. The aim here is to look beyond whether different groups’
policy views on different topics, and find out which issues - if any - truly drive
vote switching.

Methodology

For this we used conjoint methodology. 1,000 Labour 2024 voters were
recruited into an experiment in April 2025, via the pollster NorStat. They saw
three policy platforms, one Labour, one Reform and one Green. These platforms
were made up of six different policies, one from each of the following areas:
asylum, immigration, Net Zero, welfare, wealth taxation and public services.

Crucially, for each respondent and rotation, Labour policy within these

categories was randomised. For cultural policies, policies varied between very
socially conservative and socially liberal. For economic issues, policies varied
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between economically egalitarian and economically laissez faire. For the sake
of sample efficiency, the Reform and Green platforms were fixed in positions
we know they have, or can be defensibly represented as having. This saw
Reform take up highly socially conservative policies, mixed with moderate and
laissez faire economic policies, and the Greens take up left-liberal positions on
all the key issues.

Respondents were then asked to imagine that the parties stood on these
platforms at the next election, and which party they would vote for in that
instance.

In the analysis phrase, we can see which theoretical Labour policies drove the
most number of Reform curious voters to Reform, and Green curious voters

to the Greens - and trade-offs therein. We can also see which policies, if any,
increase the probability of these voters sticking with Labour. The idea here is to
better get at the ‘balancing dilemmas’ Labour has with retaining both sides of
its winning electoral coalition.

As the left option, we chose the Greens rather than the Lib Dems because
‘Green curious’ Labour voters are similar in number to their Lib Dem
equivalents (indeed about half of them are literally the same voters) but
represent the outer edge of the Labour vote in values terms, so the trade-offs
are more likely to be notable. Generally speaking, the Greens are also more
likely to be attacking Labour in the coming years than the Lib Dems, so we felt
this had more ecological validity.

Indeed, representing all five major parties in the experiment would
theoretically have been possible but would have required both a large amount
of sample - to maintain statistical power - and reading time for respondents
that, on balance, we decided against it.

Likewise, we only recruited Labour voters - not a wider pool of possible Labour
voters - because we wanted to look at tensions within the 2024 coalition and
make sure we had enough sample to do this robustly. Adding vote to this

might theoretical be possible for Labour, but it’'s also a stretch based on current
polling, so we kept it simple.

We accept both of these choices bring slightly limitations to the final results -

which are noted elsewhere in this section also - but believe they do not detract
from the overall findings.
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The platform possibilities are listed below, followed by an example

screenshot - and platform variation - seen by one respondent.

As a quantity of interest in the analysis, we have computed centered
marginal means. This means that we subtracted from each marginal mean
the average of the marginal means in each column. This gives a more easily
understandable way of ordering possible Labour policies from most vote
maximising to least vote maximising, while also allowing us to compare
scores across categories.

to all immigration

Significantly reduce
all immigration,
introducing a hard
cap of 150,000 people
ayear

Keep overall migration
at current levels,

but reduce low-skill
migration

Increase overall
immigration from
current levels

to all immigration

Issue Labour platform Reform platform (fix) | Green platform (fix)
(vary)
Immigration Put a complete stop Put a complete stop Increase overall

immigration from
current levels




Issue Labour platform Reform platform (fix) | Green platform (fix)
(vary)

Asylum seekers Deport all asylum Deport all asylum Liberalise asylum
seekers and seekers and refugees | policy so Britain

refugees with no
exceptions,repealing
human rights
legislation to make it
happen

More quickly process
and deport asylum
seekers without a
legitimate claim, but
allow legitimate cases
to stay

Liberalise asylum
policy so Britain
accepts more
refugees

with no exceptions,
repealing human
rights legislation to
make it happen

accepts more
refugees

Net Zero

Abolish all UK efforts
to limit climate
change

Go slower in the UK’s
efforts to limit climate
change, moving to
renewable energy
more slowly

Go faster in the UK’s
efforts to limit climate
change, moving to
renewable energy
faster

Abolish all UK efforts
to limit climate
change

Go faster in the
UK’s efforts to
limit climate
change, moving to
renewable energy
faster




Issue Labour platform Reform platform (fix) | Green platform (fix)
(vary)

Wealth taxes Introduce a wealth tax | Cut taxes on the Introduce a wealth
on the assets of the wealthiest 1% of the tax on the assets of
wealthiest 1% of the population the wealthiest 1% of
population the population
Keep taxes on the
wealthiest the same
as now
Cut taxes on the
wealthiest 1% of the
population

Welfare Increase the amount | Maintain the current |Increase the

of money that people
on benefits receive

Maintain the current
amount of money that
people on benefits
receive

Reduce the amount of
money that people on
benefits receive

amount of money that
people on benefits
receive

amount of money
that people on
benefits receive

Public services

Significantly increase
funding for the NHS
and other front-line
services

Maintain the current
levels of funding for
the NHS and other
front-line services

Decrease funding for
the NHS and other
front-line services

Maintain the current
levels of funding for
the NHS and other
front-line services

Significantly
increase funding for
the NHS and other
front-line services
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Example dilemma/choice faced by experiment participant

Putting aside your usual party preferences, which party platform do you

prefer the most?

If;!' Vergion: 95
Party

Immigration

‘Wealth
taxos

smakers

Pubilic
Beryicas

Ml Zere

Wellare

Select the |
best
platform

Results

In the end, the experiment replicates quite nicely some of what we have seen

Labour

Put a complete stop o all
immagration

Cut taxes on the
wealthiest 1% of the
population

Dwport a8 asylum seskars
and refugees wilh no
exceplions, repealing

husman nighls legistation
by prae i (e

Decreasa funding for the
MHS and ofher front-line
SBMVICES

Abolish all LK effors o
lirmit elimale change

Reduce the amount of

maney thal peopde on
benafils receiva

O

elsewhere in this report.

Reform

Puta complete stop to all
iImmigration

Cut imxes on the
wiaalthiest 1% of tha
populaticn

Deport all asylum saekers
and refugeas with no
exceptions, repaaling

human rghis legiskation
ko make i hagpen

MAaindain the currenl
ba|s of runding Tar ha
MHS and obver Prond-line

Sy G

Abalish all LK effors o
Emil climate change

Mtaintain the curmenl
amoaunt of maney fhat
paople on benahis
recemG

O.

Green

~ Increase overall
immigration from current
lavals

Introduce a wealth tax on
the assats of the
waalthiest 1% of tha

population

Liberalse asylhem policy
S0 Briladn accepts morne

refugees

S?niﬁi;anll',' inoreasg
funding fior tha NHS5 and
cther froni-line sarvices

50 kasker in the LIK's
effarls bo il climebe
changes, moving ko
renEwable anengy faster

Increase the amount of
monay that people on
bensfits receive

O

Thatis, immigration and asylum divide the Labour vote, but populist
economics - combined with ambition on Net Zero - appear to unite it.

We can look first at what we might call ‘cultural axis’ issues: asylum,

immigration and Net Zero.8

8 We have categorised Net Zero as a cultural issue here simply because it is commonly thought to be
a ‘culture war’ issue, though in reality it tends to operate somewhere in-between culture and economics for

most voters. The pollster James Kanagasooriam called these types of issues ‘culture-nomics’ issues.
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https://www.thetimes.com/article/culturenomics-will-define-new-political-era-fqvx0nvb3

NET IMPACT of Labour adopting policy position on retention of its 2024
voting coalition (with Reform as the alternative on the right, Greens on

the left) - cultural axis

Asylum
Deport all aaylem seekers, repeal ECHE

Qlubcker processing, allow begitimate cases to stay

Libkeraliza asylum rules. allow more refuiee-a

-0
Imrmigration
Camplete stap on Immigration

Reduce migration, implemsent cap of 150k & year

Keep current cwerall migration numbera but reduce low-akill

Incresse overall immi' ration

0% 2%

- &

5%
Met Zero

Serap Met fero
=5%

Go shower on Met Zero
Go faster on Met Zero

- % 2%

“Imagine that, in the next genenal slecton, the Labour party, Baform LUK and the Green party stood on
Lhe bedow policy platforrms. Bearing in mind your views on the issues_which pragram would you choossa '] Persuasion UK

if you had to7", Semiple: 1000 GE2024 Labour votsrs.
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On the first two of these, we find that middle ground positions are safest - with
the most socially liberal and conservative policies in the experiment costing
Labour more of its vote than it gained, or else cancelling themselves out in
gains and losses.

To take asylum firstly, the most liberal position - liberalise criteria to allow more
refugees - saw Labour lose votes to Reform. But ‘deport all asylum seekers,
repeal human rights legislation to do so’ also narrowly ended up a net negative
for Labour. What it gained in retaining Reform curious Labour voters, it lost to
the Greens in their Green curious counterparts.

Turning to immigration, we find something similar. ‘Increase overall
immigration’ sees large Labour defections to Reform’s anti-immigration
platform, but matching Reform’s policies on immigration (‘complete stop’)
does not help Labour, as it again loses to the Greens what it gains from Reform.

A slightly more moderate anti-immigration stance - a 150k cap on net
migration - is advantageous to Labour, but so is a more or less status quo
position (keep overall numbers the same, reduce low skill migration). The pull
of both of these is fairly limited. Overall, this is an issue Labour needs to be
‘safe’ on, but itis quite hard for them to parlay it into a big vote winner.

On Net Zero, though, interestingly we see that none of these coalitional

or cultural trade-offs really exist for Labour. As we touched on earlier, the
environment and fight against climate change is salient to the left part of
Labour’s coalition, but is not unpopular (even if far less important) with the
right leaning part, because Reform curious Labour voters have distinct views
on this area to the Reform base. This makes clear anti-Net Zero signalling one
of the most unpopular Labour policies in this experiment, leading to large-
scale Labour defection to the Greens but gaining Labour nothing in retention
from Reform. Conversely, going further and faster on Net Zero proves a free hit
in this experiment - one of the most successful tested here - because it retains
possible Green switchers without losing any Labour voters to Reform. This is
played out in proxy in the graduate vs non-graduate vote movement on this
topic.

The one caveat here is ‘go slower’ on Net Zero appears to be tolerated as a
position by Labour voters overall. Arguably, then, provided Labour voters did
not interpret soft-pedalling as an explicit rejection of Net Zero, the electoral
risks would be lessened; though it remains a much less electorally optimal
position for them within their coalition.
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NET IMPACT of Labour adopting policy position on retention of its 2024
voting coalition (with Reform as the alternative on the right, Greens on
the left) - economic axis

Public zservices

Incresse spend, NHS & froet-Hne services

Decrase kiErlrJ. MNHS & fresmli=-ling services

10 5% (95 % g8

Maintain current spend, MHS & front-line

Weaalth taxation

Wesalth e o bon 1%

ke taxes on the wealthiest same

Cut waaith taxes on the top 1%

0% 5% 0 5% WK

Wealfare

InGrease benefits

kaintean current benefits

Cut banefits

~105 -3 0 % %

“Imegine that nthe next general election, the Lebour paety, Reform UK and the Green party
gtood an the below palicy plationms. Bearing in mind your views on The Bsues, which program "I Persuasion LK
would you choosa if you had ta7”. Sample: 1000 GEZO | abour vodars,
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It is on the economic axis, though, where the two most positive sum policies
are found for Labour. Previous work by Persuasion has shown that fixing public
services was pivotal to Labour’'s mandate out of the last election.® And here
a pledge to further increase funding for front-line services is the most vote
maximising policy in the experiment, increasing the likelihood that both sides
of the party’s coalition opt for the party again over competitors to their right
and left.

In addition, we can see that a wealth tax on the wealthiest 1% is the second
most vote moving policy in the experiment. This speaks to the economic
populism that unites both Green curious and Reform curious parts of the
Labour vote.

On welfare, a recent controversy, this does not seem a massively vote moving
issue either way, with a slight penalty for an anti-benefits position but no
massive gains for increasing benefits either.

9 See our project with IPPR around the Autumn budget.
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https://persuasionuk.org/research/budget-2024-attitudes

NET IMPACT of Labour adopting policy position on retention of its 2024
voting coalition (with Reform as the alternative on the right, Greens on
the left) - all polices ranked, showing leakage to or retention from
Reform & Greens

The optinmum platform in holdng together the Labour coalition &= moderation on esylurn and immigration combdned with
propulism on economics. Ambiton on climate change & Tree hit a5t prevants Labows leakage to the Greens without
causing ary b Baform.

Hera! to read this graph: the more & policy s net negatiwe, the mone it loaes Lakbowr vwobers to 8 partys pletferm The mora
Ire net poeitive, tha more it wing Labaur vobers B itg platforrm. Thres-party conjoint experimeant, nat imaact of paliey on
protability of Labour voter opting for Labour platform, Reform pletform or Gresan (quantity of interest: marginal maans vs
CHDEONY Avarsge)

Impact on ity
rtae Voling LABGAR.  of sravigeLatsir | | of puarage Lot
vober voting REFORM  voter voting GREEN
i el | B =«
(gt promesings ow B~ = «|]
waeroeigiiey e o -
it~ [ | =
Maintain current vets of NHS and public I“ 4_.,‘I' _ml
alntaln current banefit payments Iﬂ- |m: -ﬂl
Increase banefit payments I'r!- Iu. .ul
Put a complete stop to all immigration im 7% I I:m
ﬂwilllﬂﬂmwmm _Hl _ml Im
Maintain current levels of tax on _HI Iﬂ' |1,,_
Reduce benefit paymernts -HI-I -ﬂl lﬂ
wmmum " In Im
Cut taxes for wealthlest 194 5% I‘rli .-I'.i
Increase overall immigration levels -ﬁi. .I‘H I'IH
Serap et Zero end UK sfforts o imit “.' Iﬂ --.m

nilf decrease funding Tor HHS & '
Sartdeersose tundt e e s [ e B~

MorStat for Perssasion UK, Aprif 2025,
Palicy descriptors truncated to fit on graph legibhy. ' FEI‘ElIﬂt}t‘I UK
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NET IMPACT of Labour adopting policy position on retention of its 2024
voting coalition (with Reform as the alternative on the right, Greens on
the left) - all polices ranked, showing leakage to or retention from
Reform & Greens

ey harah positions on esylum and mmmigration are newtral (or narrowly ret harmful} o Lebour because what they gain in
non-graduste oyalry, they loee in graduste detection. Meanwhibe, mone progressive stances on left-right ‘position issuess
unite both sides. Mat Zero is of kwer salience to non-graduate Labour woters. bat they are not hostila fo it, allowing Labour
fo get the upside with graduates with no downside on the other side of #s coalition,

Thres-party conjolnt experiment, impact of policy on probability of Labour weter opting for d e remt platbor me {guantity
of irderest: ranginal means vs Catedory averadge)

st o Irrpancrk o
Crverall Impact on GRADUATES HON-GRADUATES
Labour voters choosing Labour choosing Labodr
choosing Labour platiorm plakform

Significant increase funding for NHS &
ather frant-line services

Wealth tax on top 1%

Go faster on Met Zerofclimate change

Quicker asylum processing; allow
laﬂﬁmfmutimmm

Reduce immigration, hard cap of
150,000k a year

Keep overall migration numbers, but
reduca low-skill migration

Malntain current levels of NHS and pubdic
servicos funding

Go slower on Net Zerofolimate change
Maintain current benefit payments
Inereass banelit payments

Put a complete stop to all immigrathon
Deport all asylum seakers, repeal hurman
rights begislation

Maintain current levels of tax on
wiealtfiest

Reduce benafit payments

Libaralize asyfum policy, sccept more
refugess

Cut taxes for wealthiest 1%

Increase overall immigrathon levels

Scrap Met Zero, end UK efforts to Bmit
climate change

Signif decreases funding for NHS & other 1%
front-line services ~
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How to interpret these results - and how not to

Demonstrably, elections are about more than just issue divides - or position
issues as social scientists call them. For starters, ‘valence issues’ such as
competence, delivery and trust all matter too, to say nothing of tactical voting
considerations we have seen earlier in the report.

Moreover, this particular experiment can only capture the gravitational

push and pull of position issues within the Labour vote. It cannot tell us what
the trade-offs are within voters who might want to switch to it from other
parties, or what different signalling does to the anti-Labour vote on the right.

It should go without saying that no experiment can perfectly capture all of the
moving parts which influence voter choice.

All that said, we can say with confidence that position issues still matter a great
deal - especially as brand loyalties to political parties frey and voters become
more transactional in their voting.

They matter in part because they help voters understand who parties are
fighting for and against.

For that reason - rather than obsessing too much on the technical specifics of
different policy ideas - this experiment should be read as an insight into the
different signals and dividing lines that are useful for Labour in balancing its
election winning coalition.

The path that emerges is to maintain relative moderation on divisive cultural
topics, but then actively seek populist dividing lines with Reform on the
economic axis. Confident signalling on Net Zero also presentsitself as a
free hit, helping them halt defections to the Greens or Liberal Democrats.

In reality, all of this would need to be about more than adopting certain policies
or even giving speeches. In this experiment, we forcibly show voters the
different possible divides between parties. In the real world, though, given the
modern media environment, voters are unlikely to notice these divides unless
parties actively seek conflict on them.

This would therefore involve the government more actively welcoming fights
and opposition on economic justice and clean energy divides, as a chance
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to convey the differences between competing parties - seeking to shift the
issues of conflict within politics away from cultural divides and on to more
favourable territory.

Given everything going on in the world, this is not an easy thing for any party
to achieve, even one in government. But combining this kind of ‘emotionalism’
with at least a modicum of ‘deliverism’ - tangible progress on public services
especially - is probably the only way through at the next election. If Labour can
orientate its political strategy around these objectives, there remains a clear
path to uniting its coalition.

70




Experiment 2: How can Reform
best win voters from Labour? Is
there anything Labour can do to
win Reform voters?

Having looked at how Labour can balance its coalition, we can turn to look at
how Reform might maximise its share of the Labour vote.

For this, we use a similar methodology to the prior experiment - a conjoint
experimentation - except we limit the choices to Labour and Reform. In this
experiment, we also vary both platforms, both of which have seven issue
categories within them. To keep thing realistic, there were a few issues we did
not assign to Reform (e.g. liberalising on migration and asylum) and Labour (e.g.
reducing the minimum wage).

The issue categories and levels within them, plus an example of what one
respondent saw, is below.

Once again, the quantity of interest is centred marginal means.

However, this time, we add 500 Reform voters to the experiment as well as 1,000
Labour 2024 voters.
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Issue category Positions available to Notes
Labour or Reform
Immigration Put a complete stop to all

immigration

Significantly reduce all
immigration, introducing a
hard cap of 150,000 people
ayear

Keep overall migration at
current levels, but reduce
low-skill migration

Increase overall immigration
from current levels

~do not assign to Reform

~do not assign to Reform

Asylum seekers

Deport all asylum seekers
and refugees with no
exceptions,repealing human
rights legislation to make it
happen

More quickly process and
deport asylum seekers
without a legitimate claim,
but allow legitimate cases to
stay

Liberalise asylum policy
so Britain accepts more
refugees

~do not assign to Reform

Net Zero

Abolish all UK efforts to limit
climate change

Go slower in the UK’s efforts
to limit climate change,
moving to renewable energy
more slowly

Go faster in the UK’s efforts
to limit climate change,
moving to renewable energy
faster

~do not assign to Reform
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Issue category

Positions available to
Labour or Reform

Notes

Wealth taxes

Introduce a wealth tax on the
assets of the wealthiest 1% of
the population

Keep taxes on the wealthiest
the same as now

Cut taxes on the wealthiest
1% of the population

Workers rights

Raise the minimum wage,
abolish zero hours contracts

Keep minimum wage and
zero hours contracts as they
are now

Reduce the minimum wage,
make it easier for employers
to use zero hours contracts

~do not assign to Labour

Public services

Significantly increase
funding for the NHS and
other front-line services

Maintain the current levels
of funding for the NHS and
other front-line services

Significantly decrease
funding for the NHS and
other front-line services

Russia

Increase support for Ukraine
in their fight against Putin/
Russia

Maintain current support for
Ukraine in their fight against
Putin/Russia

Decrease support for
Ukraine in their fight against
Putin/Russia

~do not assign to Labour
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Putting aside your usual party preferences, which party platform do you

prefer the most?

(;!I Varsian: 45

Party
Irnmigration

Waalth
lax@s

Asylum
sRakers

Pubdic

sErelces

Workers
rights

Rissia

Saloct the
bnst

platfarm

Results

Labour
Put a eomplete stop lo all immigratien

Keep taxes on the wealthiesi the same as
Lie

Deport 28l asyium seekers and refugaas
with no excaplions, repealing human rights
legislation b make it happen

Significantly decrease unding Toe the NHS

Reform UK
Pul a complele siop lo all immigration

Infroduce a wealth tax oo the assels of the
wialthies! 1% of the popuiation

hore quickly procese and deport asylum
saakers without a legitimate claim, but
alfiow legitmate cases fo stay

Significantly increase funding Tor e NHS

and cher frond-line services and ather ront-fine senices

Go slower in the LUK's eforts to limd
climate changs, moving io renswabis
anergy more showly

Abolish all UK afforts 1o Bmit climala
change

and zero hours
2y ane now

Keap minirmum
contracts as

Reduce the minimum wage, make it ezsier
for employers 1o uvsa zerg houre contracts

Inerease support fof Ukraine In thalr fight
against PulinBussia

O | O

Maintain curmanl supgser for Ukraing @
twir fighl againsl Pulin/Russia

Justisolating what Reform policies shift Labour voters back and forth, we can
again see the salience of economic left-right positioning to the Labour vote at

large.

Reform’s anti-migration positions narrowly add an advantage, but Reform
more significantly expands the number of Labour voters switching when it
effectively runs to the left of Labour on economics.

For instance, increased funding for the NHS is again salient - it is easy to see
why Vote Leave combined anti-EU stances with pro-NHS positioning - asis
higher wealth taxation and raising the minimum wage.
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What possible Reform policies might win over 2024 Labour voters to Reform?

The higher the soore, the mora it ncreases the probability of Raform voters swilching to Labowr, the lower thé soore the mone it
decreates the chances

Clusantitles of Intersst: contrad manginal means

Whikch Reform policles would pull Labour woters towards Reform?
Sagnificantly Increase funding for MH..

Faise minimism wages, abolish 2ero..

Wiealth tax ontop 1%

hairtain support for Lkraine

Esap Mat Zaro but Qo skeeer

Increase support for Lkraine

fkalrteén funding for NHE & pubsc..

Quicker procasging of stylum cases

0k cap on immigration

Camplete stop to immigration

Deport all asylum seakers, mpeal ECHR
Keep curfent waallh taces -

Cecropse support for Llrane

Scxap Met Jess

{aast taxes for the waalthiest

Redusce minimum wage and wiorkers..

Dracraass funding for MHS and public

[=]
rlllll“‘

I Persuasion UK

In terms of the 500 Reform voters we had in the experiment, around 50% of
them did not prove susceptible to shifting their vote at all - suggesting they
are hardened anti-Labour (or even anti-system) voters, not responsive to issue
positioning.

Looking just at those who did shift, only the most extreme positions on
immigration would tempt them over to Labour - something we saw in the prior
experiment potentially causes Labour issues elsewhere in its coalition, such
that the electoral upside and downside tends to net off against each other.
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What possible Labour policies might win over 2024 Reform voters to Labour?

The higher the score, the more it increases the probability of Eeform voters switching to Labour, the lower the score the mone it

decreates the chances

Cluantities of Interest: centred marginal means

Complets stop e immigraticn
Deport all asylurm seekers, repeal ECHE
hairtedn funding for MHS & pubse..

Raise minimasm wage, abolish aerg,. -
Scrap Met fero -
50k cap on immigration

Go &ower on et Zans -

Oiiicker processing of asylum cases
Sagnificantly incresse funding forNH.-
Wealthtax ontop 1%

Increasa support for Likraine

Keaep ourrent waalth taxes

Mamtain current mimenum wage and..
haintain support for Ukraine

Gio festar on et Jero
Court taxes for the wealthiest -
Erep camrrent magration, just reduce |, -

Dreoranme funding for MHS and publio._ -

R minirm wage and workers..
Inerasss immigration
Accapt e felugees -

Whikch possible Labour policies can pull Reform voters towards Labour vote?

o 'iiiiiiiilI
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Conclusions and recommendations

In precis, our core findings can be summarised as the following:

While the direct threat of Reform to the Labour vote is real, it should be putin
perspective. Historically speaking Reform voters are not ‘Labour’s lost vote.

Reform curious Labour voters are a different kind of voter to the wider
Reform vote. They are socially conservative but less intensely so, and more
economically populist.

They are, however, also a different kind of voter to the average Labour voter -
and especially voters on the left flank of the Labour vote. This coalition finds
itself split on cultural issues in particular..

Itis the salience of these cultural concerns - most overwhelmingly asylum
and small boats - which accounts for a large amount of the pull from Labour
to Reform, insofar as it exists.

Recommendations for Labour

The best strategy for Labour in retaining these voters, without losing too
much elsewhere, likely combines some we can think of ‘deliverism’ and
‘emotionalism’.

As an incumbent governing party, some real world progress on public
services, small boats and cost of living will be essential.

Beyond that, moderate signalling on racially-charged cultural issues
combined with more explicitly populist positioning on economic axis issues
- like public services or inequality - can unite an otherwise fractious vote.
Likewise confident positioning on Net Zero. But the party would need to
actively seek conflict on these issues in order to make the divides salient and
known to voters

If the government can avoid actively alienating its progressive flank, making

the next election a clear choice between Labour and Reform will also help it
leverage tactical voting dynamics among these voters.
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Recommendations for Reform

« Reform’s clear anti-asylum and anti-migration stances continue to be what
holds its vote together, and it is no different with voters it wins from Labour.

. However, to maximise its potential share of the Labour vote, Reform will
need to avoid drifting into positions that can be cast as extreme or overtly
racist. It will also need to avoid obvious cosiness and proximity to figures like
Donald Trump, Elon Musk and, more obviously, Vladimir Putin.

. Ifitcandothe above, then its best bet is likely to combine robust anti-
migration, anti-migration and anti-system positioning with running to the
left of Labour on economics and public services, allowing Reform curious
Labour voters to reconcile their cultural pull to Reform with their economic

or social justice values.
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