
SURVEY: TCAVA II - WHAT VETERANS KNOW 
AND WHAT CONGRESS SHOULD DO NEXT

Mission Roll Call’s survey of 1,046 respondents found strong support for the Take Care 
of America’s Veterans Act alongside di�ering views on its funding provisions. Support 
rose from 55% before respondents reviewed the survey’s explanation to 70% afterward, 
while views on Section 108 remained divided. Fifty-nine percent favored advancing 
broadly supported benefits now while continuing negotiations on disputed provisions. 
The findings highlight both a need for clearer information about TCAVA and a desire 
for Congress to deliver veteran benefits despite unresolved disagreements.
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Major Richard Star Act / concurrent receipt for certain
combat-disabled veterans
Community care reforms
Caregiver support
Survivor benefits
Mental health and suicide prevention programs
Traumatic brain injury programs
Rural and senior veteran healthcare
Transition assistance
VA workforce and healthcare reforms
Changes involving disability compensation
I was unsure what the legislation contained
Other

1,046 RESPONSES BETWEEN AUG 1 - SEP 8, 2026

Before taking this survey, how familiar 
were you with the Take Care of 
America's Veterans Act (TCAVA)?

Before taking this survey, which of the 
following did you believe were included 
in TCAVA? (Select all that apply.)
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Major Richard Star Act / concurrent receipt
Community care
Caregiver support
Survivor benefits
Mental health and suicide prevention
Traumatic brain injury
Rural and senior veteran healthcare
Transition assistance
VA workforce and healthcare modernization
Disability compensation protections
Other

Based only on what you knew before 
taking this survey, what was your opinion 
of TCAVA?

Of the policy areas contained in 
TCAVA, which THREE are most 
important to you? 
(Select up to three.)

Before seeing the information above, 
how much of TCAVA's broader scope 
were you aware of?
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I support Section 108 as proposed.
I could support the underlying rating changes, but do
not support using the resulting savings to finance
other veterans' benefits.
I oppose changing future disability ratings for tinnitus
and sleep apnea.
My opinion depends on additional details about how
the changes would a�ect future veterans.
I do not have enough information to decide.
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Passing veteran benefits that have waited years for
enactment
Protecting disability compensation earned through
military service
Allowing VA to update disability ratings when medical
evidence or policy warrants changes
Avoiding additional federal borrowing or deficit
spending
Preventing Congress from establishing a precedent of
using disability-compensation changes to finance
other legislation
Unsure
Other
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Pass the entire TCAVA package, including Section 108.
Remove or modify Section 108 and identify another
acceptable funding solution.
Advance the broadly supported provisions of TCAVA
while negotiating Section 108 and other disputed
provisions separately.
Keep the entire package together until lawmakers
reach agreement on all major provisions.
Do not pass TCAVA.
Unsure.

After reading this explanation, which 
statement comes closest to your view of 
Section 108?

Which concern or principle weighs MOST 
heavily in how you think about Section 
108?

If disagreement over Section 108 
prevents TCAVA from passing in its 
current form, which outcome would you 
MOST prefer?



PAGE 4 of 6

INFO@MISSIONROLLCALL.ORG  |  PO BOX 1373, CLOVER, SC 29710 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

46%

22% 20%
12%

Allow broadly supported provisions to advance
separately.
Keep the entire package together until lawmakers
resolve the disputed provisions.
Decide on a case-by-case basis.
Unsure.
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Pass the broadly supported benefits now and
continue negotiating the disputed provisions.
Keep the package together because separating it
could make some provisions harder to enact later.
Neither approach is preferable.
Unsure.
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Pass the Major Richard Star Act as a standalone bill.
Pass the Major Richard Star Act without any changes
to the proposal.
Pass the Major Richard Star Act without Section 108.
Pass the Major Richard Star Act regardless of how
Congress funds it.
I had not heard the phrase.
I was not sure what "clean" meant.

More generally, when a large veterans bill 
contains provisions with broad bipartisan 
support as well as provisions that remain 
strongly disputed, what should Congress 
usually do?

Before reading the explanation above, 
when you heard the phrase "Pass a 
clean Major Richard Star Act," what 
did you understand it to mean?

If separating broadly supported 
provisions from disputed provisions 
makes it possible for some veteran 
benefits to become law sooner, which 
approach do you prefer?
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Continue pursuing it as a standalone bill until it can
pass.
Include it within a larger veterans package if that
provides the best opportunity for it to become law.
Consider modifications that could allow some or all of
the benefit to become law sooner.
I would support whichever legislative approach is
most likely to result in eligible combat-disabled
veterans receiving concurrent receipt.
Unsure.
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Lawmakers disagree about whether veterans should
receive the benefits contained in TCAVA.
Lawmakers disagree primarily about how expanded
veteran benefits should be funded.
Lawmakers disagree primarily about the proposed
disability-rating changes in Section 108.
Lawmakers disagree about whether broadly
supported and disputed provisions should remain
together in one legislative package.
Partisan disagreement is the primary obstacle.
I am still unsure.

If the Major Richard Star Act cannot 
currently pass as a standalone bill, which 
approach would you prefer?

Now that you have reviewed more 
information about TCAVA, what is your 
opinion of the overall legislation?

After reviewing the information in this 
survey, which statement BEST describes 
what you believe is preventing TCAVA 
from advancing?
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Mission Roll Call’s mission is not to tell veterans what to think—
it is to ensure policymakers know what veterans think.

Mission Roll Call conducts independent surveys to better understand the views, experiences, 
and priorities of America’s military and veteran community. The results help inform 
policymakers, veterans’ organizations, the media, and the public on issues a�ecting those 
who have served and their families.

Surveys are open to individuals who identify as connected to the veteran community, 
including Veterans, Active Duty, National Guard, Reserve, Military Spouses, Family Members, 
Caregivers, and Survivors. Unless otherwise noted, published findings may report results for 
veterans specifically or for the broader military and veteran community, depending on the 
question being analyzed.

Participation is voluntary. Each participant is encouraged to complete the survey only once. 
Mission Roll Call employs technical safeguards and data quality reviews to identify duplicate 
or incomplete submissions before results are analyzed.

To strengthen confidence in the findings, Mission Roll Call may distribute the same survey 
through multiple recruitment channels, including its established participant network, public 
survey links, and partner organizations. Comparing results across these recruitment methods 
helps assess whether findings remain consistent regardless of how participants entered the 
survey.

Mission Roll Call is committed to transparency. Survey reports include field dates, sample size, 
methodology, and questionnaire details whenever practical. Results are reported regardless of 
whether they support or challenge Mission Roll Call’s policy positions.

Frequently Asked Questions:

Who can participate?
Individuals who identify as Veterans, Active Duty, National Guard, Reserve, Military Spouses, 
Family Members or Caregivers, and Survivors.

How is my information used?
Survey responses are analyzed in aggregate and used to better understand the views of the 
military and veteran community. Individual responses are not publicly attributed.

Can I take the survey more than once?
No. Please complete each survey only once. Mission Roll Call uses quality-control procedures 
to identify duplicate submissions.

Are all survey results published?
Mission Roll Call publishes findings based on completed surveys and is committed to 
reporting results regardless of whether they support or challenge the organization’s policy 
positions.


