LGBTQ+ voters and the 2026 Senate races: what the numbers show
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A striking split in Ohio’s 2026 Senate race has put LGBTQ+ voters’ political influence in the spotlight. Queerty says exit-poll figures showed Sherrod Brown winning LGBTQ+ voters by 70 points, while he and Jon Husted were tied among non-LGBTQ+ voters. The result sits alongside a wider story of strong Democratic support and rising LGBTQ+ representation.
Essential Takeaways
Ohio’s result: The Associated Press and CBS News report that Democrat Sherrod Brown defeated Republican Jon Husted.
The subgroup figures: Queerty cites an SSRS Voter Poll showing Brown ahead by 70 points among LGBTQ+ voters; the supplied reporting summaries don’t independently verify that breakdown.
Maine’s result: The Associated Press reports that Democrat Troy Jackson beat Republican Senator Susan Collins.
A strong 2024 preference: Them reports that 86 per cent of LGBTQ+ voters backed Kamala Harris, according to NBC News exit polling.
Representation rose: The LGBTQ+ Victory Fund says seven new out LGBTQ+ members of Congress were elected in 2026.
The Ohio result is clear, but the demographic story needs care
Sherrod Brown’s return to the Senate is the headline from Ohio, where he defeated Republican incumbent Jon Husted. The Associated Press and CBS News both confirm the result, in a contest that mattered to Democrats’ effort to retake the chamber.
The sharper claim is about who helped deliver it. Queerty cites an SSRS Voter Poll showing Brown and Husted tied among non-LGBTQ+ voters, but Brown ahead by 70 points among LGBTQ+ voters. That’s a striking contrast, though the supplied Associated Press and CBS News reports don’t independently verify those subgroup figures.
So it’s worth separating the confirmed result from the proposed explanation. The election reports establish who won; they don’t show that LGBTQ+ voters alone determined the outcome.
Maine adds another close contest to the picture
In Maine, Democrat Troy Jackson defeated long-serving Republican Senator Susan Collins. The Associated Press says Jackson entered the race late, replacing Graham Platner as the Democratic nominee, and had just over 100 days to introduce himself to voters.
Queerty reports a similar split to Ohio: Collins and Jackson tied among non-LGBTQ+ voters, while Jackson won LGBTQ+ voters by 56 points. The Associated Press summary doesn’t provide that demographic breakdown, so it should be treated as a separate polling claim rather than independently confirmed race data.
Jackson campaigned on everyday economic concerns, including housing and healthcare costs, according to the Associated Press. That’s a useful reminder that election results can reflect a mix of candidate appeal and voter priorities, not just one group’s preferences.
The 2024 figures show a strong Democratic lean
The 2026 claims sit against a broader pattern of Democratic support. Them reports that NBC News exit polling found 86 per cent of LGBTQ+ voters supported Kamala Harris in the 2024 presidential election, while 12 per cent backed Donald Trump.
The same outlet notes that other exit polls showed a similar Democratic advantage, though the precise figures varied. Its account also gives a different 2020 estimate from the one in Queerty’s article, so comparisons across elections depend on which poll is being used.
Still, the overall picture in Them’s reporting is clear: LGBTQ+ voters leaned heavily towards the Democratic candidate in 2024. That context helps explain why the 2026 subgroup figures have drawn attention, even if those particular numbers aren’t independently verified by the supplied race reports.
More LGBTQ+ candidates are heading to Congress
The story isn’t only about how LGBTQ+ people voted. The LGBTQ+ Victory Fund says seven new out LGBTQ+ members of Congress were elected in 2026, helping make the incoming Congress the most LGBTQ+ in history.
GLAAD also describes the new Congress as the queerest in history and lists LGBTQ+ candidates elected to Congress and other offices. Both organisations present the results as a milestone, though they’re advocacy groups rather than independent election analysts.
That distinction matters, but the representation figures still add important context. More out candidates winning office means LGBTQ+ political influence is visible not only at the ballot box, but in who gets to serve.
Big claims deserve precise sourcing
Queerty’s account connects LGBTQ+ voting patterns with key Democratic wins, including Ohio and Maine. The Associated Press confirms both Senate outcomes, but its supplied reports don’t verify the claimed 70-point and 56-point margins among LGBTQ+ voters.
GLAAD says campaigns targeting transgender people were rejected in a number of contested states, while also calling on elected leaders to protect LGBTQ+ people and families. That’s the organisation’s interpretation of the results, rather than proof that a particular voter group caused any one victory.
The most useful takeaway is to hold both points at once: the reported polling suggests a notable LGBTQ+ tilt towards Democratic candidates, while the available race reporting doesn’t establish that this group alone decided the contests. That’s a more careful reading, and a more revealing one.
The numbers point to a politically engaged community, but the polling source matters as much as the headline figure.
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