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1 Summary and Highlights

The United States Studies Centre regularly commissions public opinion polls of Aus-
tralians, measuring attitudes on a variety of matters related to Australia's relationship with
the United States. Occasionally, the Centre also commissions a ``parallel'' poll in the United
States, fielding identically worded questions to a sample of Americans, so as to compare
opinion in Australia and the United States.

In conjunction with the National Summit on the 9/11 Decade, the United States Studies
Centre commissioned polls in Australia and the United States. The surveys have a number of
identically worded items, permitting direct comparisons of Australian and American public
opinion on an array of matters related to terrorism, the ``war against terrorism'' (including
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan) and domestic security measures.

Both polls were conducted over the Internet, using samples drawn from panels of survey
respondents recruited and maintained by reputable survey research firms in Australia and the
United States. Various measures are utilized to ensure the samples are representative of their
corresponding populations. The sample size of the Australian survey is 2,210. The American
survey has 900 respondents. The surveys were fielded in May 2011, after the United States
killed Osama Bin Laden in Pakistan. Further details about the surveys appear in section 16.

Some highlights from the survey results:

1. the historical significance of ``9/11''. The 9/11 terrorist attacks in New York andWash-
ington D.C. are routinely picked as the ``most important event'' from a list of historical
events, generally seen as more important than key events in World War Two, or con-
temporary events such as the global financial crisis or the growth of the Internet. See
section 3.

2. the economy trumps terrorism as a political issue. Terrorism is not seen as a pressing
problem in either country; just 3%or 4%of respondents select ``terrorism'' as the ``most
important problem'' in their respective countries. Economic concerns dominate public
opinion in both Australia and America; see section 2.

3. the cost to civil liberties and freedoms. Americans are more likely than Australians to
report that domestic security measures are ``going too far''. Nonetheless, majorities in
both countries think that the measures are ``just about right'', with generally inconse-
quential partisan differences on this question. See section 11.

4. a bipartisan consensus around anti-terrorism policy and the ``war against terror'': The
extent to which ALP and Coalition supporters tend to agree on matters to do with
terrorism is quite striking. Democrats and Republicans are slightly less likely to agree,
but the tendency towards bipartisanship on terrorism and security issues is nonetheless
striking, and at odds with other issues in American public opinion.

5. Greens and Tea-Partiers? The exceptions to the bipartisanship noted above are support-
ers of the Greens in Australia and Tea Party supporters in the United States. Greens tend
to be less approving of the ``war against terror'' (sections 8, 9), less approving of Aus-
tralia's defence alliance with the United States (section 14), less likely to see 9/11 as a
critical, historical event (section 3), more isolationist than interventionist (section 6 and
so on. Republicans and Tea Party supporters display some distinctiveness on these is-
sues in the United States, typically in the opposite direction, supporting the ``war against
terror'', interventionism, and so on.
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6. fatigue towards the ``war on terror''. In both countries, opinion is almost evenly split
on whether the ``war on terror'' will have been ``worth the costs'' (section 8). Just 20%
of Australians and 30% of Americans think the United States and its allies are ``winning
the war on terror'' (section 9). 63% of Australians say that the ``war on terror'' will
``never'' end (section 10).

7. optimism about Australia's recovery from the ``9/11 decade''. 30% of Australian re-
spondents say that Australia has recovered from the key events of the ``9/11 decade''
(terrorist attacks, the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and the global financial crisis). Com-
pare this to the 6% figure that results when Australians are asked the same question
about the United States. See section 12.
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2 Most Important Problem

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Immigration 22 19 24 16 24

Environment 9 10 3 29 7

Economy 32 35 32 27 30

Budget Deficit 13 7 20 5 10

War in Afghanistan 1 2 1 3 1

Terrorism 4 4 4 4 2

Natural Disasters 14 18 11 13 15

Other 5 5 5 4 10

Table 1: ``What is the most important problem facing Australia today?'' n = 2,210. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 276.0. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

War in Iraq 1 0 2 0 0 1

Economy 38 38 38 39 38 38

Immigration 3 2 3 6 5 3

Environment 3 4 4 0 1 4

Terrorism 3 2 2 7 6 2

Gay rights 4 6 2 6 1 6

Education 7 8 9 3 3 8

Health care 13 18 11 8 7 16

Social security 12 17 9 6 6 14

Budget Deficit 11 3 15 19 27 5

War in Afghanistan 1 1 1 1 1 1

Taxes 3 1 4 4 4 3

Table 2: U.S. survey: ``Which of these is the most important issue for you?'' n = 889. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 122.2. p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 889. H0: no association
with party. 𝜒2 = 136.5. p < .01.

The ``most important problem'' (or MIP) is a staple of public opinion polling. In our
web-based surveys we typically present respondents with a list of ``problems''. Respondents
select their ``most important problem'' from the list, or are free to volunteer their ownMIP by
typing into a text box. In the U.S. survey, respondents were asked to rate ``how important''
a set of issues are, and then, to indicate their ``most important'' problem.

The economy is clearly the most important problem in either country, with other domestic
political issues following close behind: e.g., immigration and ``natural disasters'' in Australia
(22% and 14%, respectively), followed by the ``budget deficit'' (13%). 29% of Greens sup-
porters nominate the ``environment'' as the MIP; just 3% of Coalition supporters and 10%
of ALP supports nominate the environment as the most important problem.
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In the United States, 38% of respondents nominate ``the economy'' as the most important
problem, a proportion that is virtually unchanged across partisan groups; health care, social
security and the budget deficit occupy the next three slots, with 13%, 12% and 11% of
respondents nominating these issues, respectively.

Terrorism is nominated as the most important problem by just 4% of Australian respon-
dents and 3% of our American respondents. The war in Afghanistan is nominated by just
1% of respondents in both countries; the war in Iraq picks up another 1% in the U.S. data.
``Gay rights'' (4%) outperforms ``terrorism'' (3%) in the American data.

The U.S. survey fielded within 24 hours of President Obama announcing the killing of
Osama Bin Laden; this is perhaps one possible explanation for the very low salience attached
to ``terrorism'' and other national security issues, along with long-standing worries about the
state of the American economy.

AMERICANS AND AUSTRALIANS COMPARED: TEN YEARS AFTER 9/11 - P4



3 Historical Significance of 9/11

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour, bringing the
United States into World War Two (December 1941)

14 14 14 15 14

``9/11'' terrorist attacks on New York and Washington
D.C. (Septmber 2001)

43 44 47 32 37

Fall of the Berlin Wall (November 1989) and dissolu-
tion of the Soviet Union (1990-91)

16 15 15 18 19

Atomic weapons used by the U.S. against the
Japanese cities of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in World
War Two (August 1945)

25 25 22 33 28

Assassination of U.S. President John F. Kennedy (Nov
22 1963)

2 3 2 2 2

Table 3: ``Here is a list of some important historical events. Which event is themost important?''
n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 31.4. p < .01.

Australian respondents were asked to rate the 9/11 terrorist attacks against other histori-
cally important events (the order of the events was randomized on-screen, and this item was
administered relatively early in the survey). 9/11 is the most recent of the listed events and is
far and away the ``most important historical event'' on this list, selected by 43% of respon-
dents. The other relatively recent event --- the fall of the Berlin Wall and the dissolution of
the Soviet Union --- is nominated by just 16% of respondents.

World War Two era events are far more likely to be selected as ``the most important'' by
older respondents; see Figure 1. Respondents in their 70s or 80s are more likely to nomi-
nate the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbour, the atomic weapon attacks on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, or the demise of the USSR as the most important than the 9/11 attacks.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

``9/11'' terrorist attacks on New York and Washington
D.C. (Septmber 2001)

31 34 33 23 24

the election of Barack Obama as President of the
United States (November 4, 2008)

5 5 4 7 4

the H1N1 flu pandemic (2009) 2 2 2 3 3

sequencing of the human genome (2003) 6 7 4 10 8

the growth of the Internet (1990s-present) 23 22 21 28 25

global financial crisis (August 2008 - present) 25 21 28 22 26

war in Iraq and Afghanistan (2002 - present) 8 9 7 8 9

Table 4: ``And looking just at the last ten years or so, which of the following events is the most
important?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 49.2. p < .01.

Looking just at the last ten years or so, the 9/11 attacks again dominates the list of im-
portant events, selected by 31% of respondents as the most important event from the list
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Figure 1: Proportion of respondents rating each historical event as ``most important'', by age
(smoothed).
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Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

``9/11'' terrorist attacks on New York and Washington
D.C. (Septmber 2001)

24 24 27 20 21

the election of Barack Obama as President of the
United States (November 4, 2008)

8 9 6 10 7

the H1N1 flu pandemic (2009) 5 5 4 4 6

sequencing of the human genome (2003) 8 7 6 11 10

the growth of the Internet (1990s-present) 17 16 17 21 15

global financial crisis (August 2008 - present) 24 23 24 17 29

war in Iraq and Afghanistan (2002 - present) 16 16 16 18 12

Table 5: ``And which would say is the SECOND most important event over the last ten years or
so?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 39.0. p < .01.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

9/11 selected 1st or 2nd 55 57 60 43 45

9/11 not selected 1st or 2nd 45 43 40 57 55

Table 6: ``9/11 selected from list as 1st or 2nd most important event over the last ten years''
n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 39.3. p < .01.

provided, and by an additional 24% as the second most important event. Only the global
financial crisis can rival the 9/11 attacks in importance, selected by 25% of respondents as
the most important even of the last ten years or so, with another 24% selecting as the 2nd
most important event. Greens supporters are slightly more likely to select the ``growth of the
Internet'' as the most important event of the last ten years or so (28% versus 23% for the
entire sample).
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4 Terrorist Casualties

Australian respondents were asked how many people were killed in the 9/11 and Bali
terrorist attacks. Respondents were offered ranges of answers. Roughly two-thirds of re-
spondents correctly respond in both instances (the 9/11 attacks killing ``between 1,000 and
5,000 people'' and the Bali bombing killing ``between 100 and 500 people''), with no ap-
preciable variation by party support. These results are consistent with the high salience and
vividness of the 9/11 attacks in Australian public opinion described in section 3.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Less than 100 people 1 1 1 1 1

Between 100 and 500 people 6 6 6 7 5

Between 500 and 1,000 people 9 8 8 11 9

Between 1,000 and 5,000 people 68 68 70 60 66

Between 5,000 and 10,000 people 12 13 11 14 12

More than 10,000 people 5 4 4 7 7

Table 7: ``How many people were killed in the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks in New
York and Washington D.C.? Just take your best guess if you aren't sure.'' n = 2,210. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 17.8. p = 0.27.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Less than 100 people 15 15 15 17 16

Between 100 and 500 people 65 64 66 64 63

Between 500 and 1,000 people 12 12 13 10 10

Between 1,000 and 5,000 people 6 6 5 7 9

Between 5,000 and 10,000 people 2 2 1 2 1

More than 10,000 people 0 1 0 0 0

Table 8: ``Andwhat about the terrorist attacks in Bali, onOctober 12, 2002 (the 'Bali bombings').
How many people were killed in those attacks? Just take your best guess if you aren't sure.''
n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 17.8. p = 0.27.
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5 Did the U.S. ``provoke'' the 9/11 attacks?

Respondents in both countries were asked to report the extent to the 9/11 terrorist at-
tacks were ``provoked by the policies of the United States towards the Middle East''. Both as
a group, and by party support group, Australian respondents are substantially more likely to
report that the 9/11 terrorist attacks were ``entirely'' or ``largely'' provoked by the U.S. poli-
cies. 31% of Australian respondents offer these two responses, compared with just 22% of
U.S. respondents. 43% of Greens supporters provide either of these two responses, while ALP
and Coalition supporters are reasonably similar in this regard (33% and 27%, respectively).

About one in four Independents in the United States offer either the ``entirely'' or ``largely''
responses, with a slightly smaller proportion of Democrats (24%) and just 13% of Republi-
cans.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

entirely provoked by the policies of the
United States

7 9 5 7 10

largely provoked by the policies of the
United States

24 24 22 36 20

somewhat provoked by the policies of the
United States

37 39 36 37 39

only in small measure provoked by the
policies of the United States

19 17 21 15 19

not at all provoked by the policies of the
United States

12 11 15 5 12

Table 9: ``Some people say that the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks on New York and
Washington D.C. were provoked by the United States' policies towards the Middle East. Other
people disagree. What do you think? Were the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks...''
n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 54.0. p < .01.
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Figure 2: Respondents saying that the 9/11 terrorist attacks ``entirely'' or ``largely'' provoked by
the policies of the United States towards the Middle East; percentages, by country and voting
intention (Australia) or party identification (United States).
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Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

entirely provoked by the policies of the
United States

4 4 6 1 3 4

largely provoked by the policies of the
United States

18 20 20 12 11 21

somewhat provoked by the policies of the
United States

28 39 23 17 11 35

only in small measure provoked by the
policies of the United States

27 22 33 28 35 23

not at all provoked by the policies of the
United States

24 15 17 41 40 17

Table 10: U.S. survey: ``Some people say that the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks on New
York and Washington D.C. were provoked by the United States' policies towards the Middle
East. Other people disagree. What do you think? Were the September 11, 2001 terrorist
attacks...'' n = 891. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 92.2. p < .01. By Tea Party support:
n = 891. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 96.4. p < .01.
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6 Responding to Countries that Promote Terrorism

Both Australians and Americans split quite evenly on ``isolationism vs interventionism''
as responses to countries that ``promote terrorism''. Again, Greens supporters are distinctive
in the Australian data, breaking 64-36 for `the ``isolationist'' response, in contrast with the
53-47 split we see in the entire sample. This question provides another instance where we
see very little difference between ALP and Coalition supporters.

We see remarkably similar overall numbers in the American data. Republicans break 70-
30 in favor of the ``interventionist'' position; this rises to 74-26 among Tea Party supporters.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

In the long run, Australia will be safer from
terrorism if it confronts the countries and
groups that promote terrorism

47 47 52 36 41

In the long run, Australia will be safer from
terrorism if it stays out of other countries'
affairs

53 53 48 64 59

Table 11: ``Which comes closer to your view?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party.
𝜒2 = 28.0. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

In the long run, the U.S. will be safer from
terrorism if it confronts the countries and
groups that promote terrorism

51 44 47 69 74 42

In the long run, the U.S. will be safer from
terrorism if it stays out of other countries'
affairs

49 56 53 31 26 58

Table 12: U.S. survey: ``Which comes closer to your view?'' n = 892. H0: no association with
party. 𝜒2 = 37.8. p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 892. H0: no association with party.
𝜒2 = 71.7. p < .01.

Younger voters are much more ``isolationist'', particularly in Australia. At the upper end
of the age distribution the ``isolationist/interventionist'' split falls to 40-60, perhaps because
these cohorts of respondents lived throughWorldWar Two, the Koreanwar, the VietnamWar,
and the 1st Gulf War (all conflicts in which Australian and the United States were allies).
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Figure 3: Proportions of respondents reporting that their respective country ``will be safer from
terrorism if it stays out of other countries' affairs'', by age (smoothed).
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7 Perceptions of Threat of Terrorist Attack

Almost all (94%) Australian respondents think that a terrorist attack ``against Australia
in the next twelve months'' is less likely than more likely. 38% rate the chances of a ``terrorist
attack'' as ``somewhat likely'', which we defined in the response options as between 10% and
50%.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Very likely (more than 50%) 6 5 6 6 7

Somewhat likely (10% to 50%) 38 37 41 35 36

Not very likely (1% to 10%) 38 41 37 41 33

Very unlikely (less than 1%) 13 12 12 14 16

Not sure 5 5 4 3 8

Table 13: ``What do you think are the chances of a terrorist attack against Australia in the next
12 months?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 24.7. p = 0.02.

Australian respondents report that a terrorist attack against the United States in the next
twelve months is much more likely than an attack against Australia. While just 6% report
that an attack against Australia is ``very likely'', 41% make the same assessment about a
terrorist attack against the United States. There is no relationship with party support for
these survey items.

American respondents are much more sanguine about the prospect of a terrorist attack
against the United States. Just 22% rate a terrorist attack in the next 12 months as better
than a 50-50 proposition (``very likely''). Note that 41% of Australian respondents give this
response. In sum, Americans feel safer than Australians think they should.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Very likely (more than 50%) 41 39 42 40 42

Somewhat likely (10% to 50%) 45 46 45 47 44

Not very likely (1% to 10%) 9 10 9 9 8

Very unlikely (less than 1%) 2 2 2 2 3

Not sure 2 3 2 2 3

Table 14: ``What do you think are the chances of a terrorist attack against the United States in
the next 12 months?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 4.1. p = 0.98.

In contrast with the findings reported above, just 14% Australian respondents think a
terrorist attack ``as deadly as the September 11, 2001 attacks''. This compares with the 41%
who think a ``terrorist attack in the United States in the next twelve months'' (without regard
to magnitude) is ``very likely''.
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Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

Very likely (more than 50%) 22 16 22 31 31 18

Somewhat likely (10% to 50%) 44 41 47 50 51 42

Not very likely (1% to 10%) 17 22 20 11 11 20

Very unlikely (less than 1%) 4 5 5 1 3 5

Not sure 12 15 7 7 4 16

Table 15: U.S. survey: ``What do you think are the chances of a terrorist attack against the
United States in the next 12 months?'' n = 899. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 45.9.
p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 899. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 48.1. p < .01.

Very likely
(>50%)

Somewhat
likely
(10%-50%)

Not very likely
(1%-10%)

Very unlikely
(<1%)

Not sure

Very likely
(>50%)

13 1 0 6 4

Somewhat
likely
(10%-50%)

58 29 9 21 2

Not very likely
(1%-10%)

22 53 50 6 13

Very unlikely
(<1%)

4 13 38 62 6

Not sure 2 4 2 6 76

Table 16: Assessments of likelihood of terrorist attack on Australia (row variable) by assess-
ments of likelihood of terrorist attack on the United States (column variable). n = 2,210.
𝜒2 = 1323.2; p < .01.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Very likely (more than 50%) 14 15 14 15 14

Somewhat likely (10% to 50%) 39 37 38 40 44

Not very likely (1% to 10%) 33 32 35 31 28

Very unlikely (less than 1%) 10 11 10 9 6

Not sure 4 4 3 5 8

Table 17: ``And what about a terrorist attack as deadly as the September 11, 2001 attacks?
Over the next few years, do you think a terrorist attack in the United States as deadly as the
September 11, 2001 attacks is ...'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 27.2. p < .01.
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8 Success in the War on Terrorism

A majority of Australians (54%) credit ``luck'' as the reason there hasn't been a terrorist
attack in Australia. Just 25% credit the efforts of ``the government''. By way of contrast,
45% of Australian respondents credit ``the United States government'' as the reason there
hasn't been a terrorist attack in the United States since the 9/11 attacks. ``Luck'' is cited by
38% of respondents. Greens supporters are more likely to cite luck (42%) over efforts by
the government (33%) in accounting for the absence of a major terrorist attack in the United
States.

Australians see the government of the United States doing a better job than do Americans
themselves, in protecting the United States against terrorist attack. 39% of our American
respondents credit the United States government, compared to 45% in the Australian data.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

the government is doing a good job protecting the
country

25 29 24 23 17

Australia is a difficult target for terrorists 22 22 21 21 24

Australia has been lucky so far 54 49 55 56 59

Table 18: ``There hasn't been a terrorist attack in Australia since the 2001 attacks in the United
States. Is this mostly because ...'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 16.1. p = 0.01.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

the United States government is doing a good job
protecting the country

45 47 50 33 33

the United States is a difficult target for terrorists 17 16 16 25 16

the United States has been lucky so far 38 37 34 42 50

Table 19: ``So far, there has not been another terrorist attack in the United States since 2001.
Is this mostly because ...'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 51.6. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

the United States government is doing a good job
protecting the country

39 47 33 41 41 39

the United States is a difficult target for terrorists 23 21 20 24 18 25

the United States has been lucky so far 38 31 47 35 41 36

Table 20: U.S. survey: ``So far, there has not been another terrorist attack in the United States
since 2001. Is this mostly because ...'' n = 890. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 18.0.
p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 890. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 4.9. p = 0.09.

Australians split 43-57 on whether the ``war on terror will have been worth the costs to
the United States''. Americans split 54-46, a 10 point shift in the direction of accepting the
costs of the war on terror. Only 1/4 of Greens supporters think the war on terror will have
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been worth the costs to the U.S.; only 1/4 of Republicans think that the war on terror will
not have been worth the costs.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

will have been worth the costs to the
United States

43 45 50 24 33

will not have been worth the costs to the
United States

57 55 50 76 67

Table 21: ``When all is said and done, do you think the war on terror...'' n = 2,210. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 71.8. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

will have been worth the costs to the
United States

54 48 44 74 74 45

will not have been worth the costs to the
United States

46 52 56 26 26 55

Table 22: U.S. survey: ``When all is said and done, do you think the war on terror...'' n = 889.
H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 50.1. p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 889. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 61.5. p < .01.

When Australian respondents are asked if the war on terror is worth the costs to Australia,
we recover an identical distribution of responses to the question about the costs to the United
States: 57% of Australian respondents think the war on terror will not have been worth the
costs. This percentage increases to 75% among Greens supporters.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

will have been worth the costs to Australia 43 44 50 25 32

will not have been worth the costs to Aus-
tralia

57 56 50 75 68

Table 23: ``And what about Australia? When all is said and done, do you think the war on
terror...'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 67.9. p < .01.

AMERICANS AND AUSTRALIANS COMPARED: TEN YEARS AFTER 9/11 - P17



9 Winning theWar on Terrorism?

Respondents in both countries were asked if they think ``the United States and its allies''
are winning the war on terror, losing the war on terror, or neither winning nor losing the
war on terror. More American than Australian respondents offer the ``winning'' response,
30% to 20%. Just 11% of Greens supporters offer the ``winning'' response; as many as
44% of Republican identifiers in the United States offer the ``winning'' response; a graphical
summary appears in Figure 4.

The modal response in both countries and for all party support groups is ``neither win-
ning nor losing the war on terror'', chosen by 70% of Australian respondents and 62% of
American respondents.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

winning the war on terror 20 22 23 11 11

losing the war on terror 11 9 10 13 13

neither winning nor losing the war
on terror

70 69 67 77 76

Table 24: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the United States and its allies have
been conducting military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as increasing security and
surveillance in public places and making greater use of wiretapping. These measures are part
of what is sometimes called the `war on terror.' Are the United States and its allies...'' n = 2,210.
H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 35.8. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

winning the war on terror 30 26 25 44 43 25

losing the war on terror 8 7 8 5 8 8

neither winning nor losing the war
on terror

62 67 67 51 49 68

Table 25: U.S. survey: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the United States and
its allies have been conducting military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as increas-
ing security and surveillance in public places and making greater use of wiretapping. These
measures are part of what is sometimes called the `war on terror.' Are the United States and
its allies...'' n = 887. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 25.4. p < .01. By Tea Party support:
n = 887. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 29.8. p < .01.

Figure 5 reveals that pessimism about ``winning the war on terror'' varies modestly over
the age distribution of our respondents. In both countries, younger voters are less likely to
report that the United States and its allies are winning the war on terror.
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Figure 4: Respondents reporting that ``the United States and its allies are winning the war on
terror,'' by country and voting intention (Australia) or party identification (United States).
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Figure 5: Proportion of respondents reporting that ``the United States and its allies are winning
the war on terror,'' by age (smoothed).
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10 An End to the War on Terrorism?

Australian respondents were asked when they thought the war on terror would end. We
offered a ``never'' response option, which was chosen by over 60% of our respondents. Two-
thirds of Greens supporters chose the ``never'' response option. Younger voters are more
likely to offer the ``never'' option, and up to 70% of respondents in their 40s report this
opinion (see Figure 6).

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

In the next 3 years 3 2 2 5 3

Sometime in the next 3 to 5 years 6 7 7 6 2

Sometime in the next 5 to 10 years 10 12 11 8 6

Sometime in the next 10 to 25 years 11 11 12 8 9

More than 25 years from now 7 7 6 6 10

Never 63 62 61 67 70

Table 26: ``When do you think the war on terror will end?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with
party. 𝜒2 = 32.7. p < .01.
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Figure 6: Proportion of respondents reporting that ``the war on terror'' will ``never'' end, by age
(smoothed).
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11 Security and Civil Liberties

We asked two questions about the encounters with domestic facets of the war against
terror. First, we asked about heightened security measures in airports and at ``large public
events'', inviting respondents to consider how these measures might ``go too far and restrict
our basic civil liberties''.

Just 14% of Australian respondents think these measures are going too far, and 25% think
that these measure are ``not going far enough''. 22% Greens supporters choose the ``going
too far'' response.

Americans are considerably more likely than Australians to report that security in airports
and at large public events is going too far, perhaps reflecting the fact that airport security
in the United States is more intrusive than in Australia. 29% of Americans report these
security measures as ``going too far''; compare the 14% figure we observe in the Australian
data. 38% of Tea Party supporters choose the ``going too far'' response. Among Republican
identifiers, 22% think airport and public security has ``gone too far'', the same proportion
we record among Greens supporters; we conjecture that the ``civil liberties'' cue in the stem
of this question is the source of this rare agreement between Australian Greens and American
Republicans.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

going too far 14 12 12 22 16

just about right 62 63 61 60 60

not going far enough 25 25 26 18 24

Table 27: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, there is more security and surveil-
lance in public places, especially at airports and large public events. Some people say that
these measures go too far and restrict our basic civil liberties. Are these increased public se-
curity and surveillance measures ...'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 23.6.
p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

going too far 29 28 39 22 38 25

just about right 56 60 48 59 45 60

not going far enough 15 12 13 19 17 15

Table 28: U.S. survey: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, there is more security
and surveillance in public places, especially at airports and large public events. Some people
say that these measures go too far and restrict our basic civil liberties. Are these increased
public security and surveillance measures ...'' n = 895. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 22.2.
p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 895. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 18.2. p < .01.

Figure 7 reveals how the belief that airport and public security measures are ``going too
far'' varies by respondent age. Younger respondents are considerably more likely to report
that these types of security measures are ``going too far'', although again we see that trend
line in the United States is shifted upwards relative to the age trend in the Australian data.
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Figure 7: Proportion of respondents reporting that each country is ``going too far'' with ``security
and surveillance in public places'', by age (smoothed).

AMERICANS AND AUSTRALIANS COMPARED: TEN YEARS AFTER 9/11 - P24



We asked similar questions about the increased use of electronic surveillance such as wire-
tapping phone lines and monitoring Internet traffic since the 9/11 terrorist attacks. Again,
the stem of the question cued a ``civil liberties'' dimension.

Americans are more likely than Australians to report that these measures are ``going too
far'': 37% to 21%. Greens supporters resemble American respondents in this regard, with
39% selecting the ``going too far'' response. Just 21% of Republicans think wiretapping and
Internet monitoring is ``going too far'', the same overall proportion we observe in the Aus-
tralian data. Half of Democratic identifiers select the ``going too far'' response. Recall that
``domestic wiretapping'' was a controversial Bush-era policy: in the United States, partisan
identification still strongly colours opinion around this issue.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

going too far 21 20 16 39 23

just about right 60 62 61 52 60

not going far enough 19 18 23 9 17

Table 29: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the government has been given
more ``wiretapping'' power (for instance, listening to phone conversations and monitoring In-
ternet traffic). Some people say that these wiretapping measures go too far and restrict our
basic civil liberties. Is the increase in the government's wiretapping power ...'' n = 2,210. H0:
no association with party. 𝜒2 = 77.0. p < .01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

going too far 37 48 42 21 23 43

just about right 51 47 46 62 57 48

not going far enough 12 6 12 17 20 9

Table 30: U.S. survey: ``Since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the government has
been givenmore ``wiretapping'' power (for instance, listening to phone conversations andmon-
itoring Internet traffic). Some people say that these wiretapping measures go too far and re-
strict our basic civil liberties. Is the increase in the government's wiretapping power ...'' n= 890.
H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 50.0. p < .01. By Tea Party support: n = 890. H0: no asso-
ciation with party. 𝜒2 = 39.6. p < .01.
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12 Is the 9/11 Decade Over?

Respondents in both Australia and the United States were asked if the United State has
``recovered'' from the 9/11 attacks, the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan and the 2008 global
financial crisis.

There is remarkably little variation across countries or party affiliation in the responses
to this item. Less than 10% of respondents say that the United States ``has recovered'' from
these events; 14% (Australia) and 16% (U.S.) say that United States ``will never recover''.

Greens supporters are slightly less optimistic than the rest of the Australian sample; 18%
say that the United States ``will never recover'', compared to 13% of ALP supports and
11% of Coalition supporters. Republicans are slightly more optimistic than the rest of the
American sample, with 83% reporting that the United States ``is yet to recover'', compared
to 77% in the entire sample.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Recovered 6 7 6 5 4

Is yet to recover 80 80 82 76 78

Will never recover 14 13 11 18 18

Table 31: ``Over the last ten years, the United States has had to deal with the September 11,
2001 terrorist attacks, the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and the 2008 global financial crisis. Has
the United States recovered from these events, is yet to recover, or will the United States never
recover from these events?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 15.9. p = 0.01.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

Recovered 7 6 8 5 7 7

Is yet to recover 77 78 76 83 78 77

Will never recover 16 16 16 12 15 17

Table 32: U.S. survey: ``Over the last ten years, the United States has had to deal with the
September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and the 2008 global
financial crisis. Has the United States recovered from these events, is yet to recover, or will
the United States never recover from these events?'' n = 895. H0: no association with party.
𝜒2 = 4.3. p = 0.37. By Tea Party support: n = 895. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 0.6.
p = 0.74.

On the other hand, when asked about Australia, 30% of Australian respondents say that
Australia has recovered from the 9/11 decade; compare this to the 6% figure that results
when Australians are asked the same question about the United States.

The belief that either country ``has recovered'' tracks age, as shown in Figure 8. Younger
Australian respondents seem especially keen to see the events of the 9/11 decade as in the
past: as many as 40% of our youngest Australian respondents select the ``has recovered''
response. We see a similar age gradient in the American responses, albeit coming from a
much lower baseline level of belief that the United States ``has recovered'' from the events of
the 9/11 decade.
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Figure 8: Proportion of respondents in reporting that each country ``has recovered'' from ``ter-
rorist attacks [terrorism], the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and the 2008 global financial crisis,''
by age (smoothed).
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Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Recovered 30 34 30 31 24

Is yet to recover 66 63 67 60 71

Will never recover 4 3 4 9 5

Table 33: ``And what about Australia? Australia has also had to deal with terrorism, the wars in
Iraq and Afghanistan, and the 2008 global financial crisis. Has Australia recovered from these
events, is yet to recover, or will Australia never recover from these events?'' n = 2,210. H0: no
association with party. 𝜒2 = 27.4. p < .01.

AMERICANS AND AUSTRALIANS COMPARED: TEN YEARS AFTER 9/11 - P28



13 Contact with Military Service in Iraq or Afghanistan

Just 7%of Australian respondents report either serving in themilitary in Iraq or Afghanistan,
or having an immediate family member who has served in the military in Iraq or Afghanistan.
This figure rises to 19% in the data from the United States.

Figure 9 shows the breakdown in the two countries by party; military families are slightly
over-represented among Republican identifiers, and slightly under-represented among Demo-
cratic identifiers.

These numbers almost surely reflect vast over-reporting, but the relative differences be-
tween the two countries is probably more accurate. That is, the ``war on terror'' has touched
proportionally many more American families than Australian families.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

No 93 93 93 95 94

Yes, someone in my immediate family 6 6 6 4 5

Yes, myself 1 0 1 0 1

Table 34: ``Have you or someone in your immediate family served in the armed forces in Iraq
or Afghanistan?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 4.6. p = 0.6.

Party Identification Tea Party Support
All Dem Ind Rep Yes No

No 81 86 81 77 73 84

Yes, someone in my immediate family 16 13 16 20 23 13

Yes, myself 3 1 3 2 4 3

Table 35: U.S. survey: ``Have you or someone in your immediate family served in the armed
forces in Iraq or Afghanistan?'' n = 897. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 9.0. p = 0.06. By
Tea Party support: n = 897. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 15.3. p < .01.
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Figure 9: Respondents reporting that they or an immediate family member have served in the
armed forces in Iraq or Afghanistan; percentages, by country and voting intention (Australia)
or party identification (United States).
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14 U.S. Alliance

The United States Studies Centre has polled on views about Australia's defence alliance
with the United States several times. As in previous polls we find overwhelming majorities of
Australians supporting the defence alliance with the United States.

There is little cross-party variation in support for the U.S. alliance. Even among respon-
dents supporting the Greens, support for the U.S. alliance is as high as 70%.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Yes 86 86 91 70 78

No 14 14 9 30 22

Table 36: ``Do you support Australia having a defence alliance with the United States?''
n = 2,210. H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 86.2. p < .01.

Despite widespread and high levels of support for the U.S. defence alliance, fully one-third
of respondents believe the alliance makes an attack on Australia more likely. Only 1/4 believe
the U.S. defence alliance reduces the risk of an attack on Australia. The modal response to
this question --- as in previous surveys commissioned by the United States Studies Center ---
is that the U.S. alliance makes ``no difference'' to the risk of attack on Australia (42%).

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Likely to reduce the risk of an attack on Australia 25 27 30 17 12

Likely to increase the risk of an attack on Australia 33 32 28 45 41

Makes no difference to the risk of attack on Australia 42 41 43 38 47

Table 37: ``Do you think that Australia's defence alliance with the United States is...'' n = 2,210.
H0: no association with party. 𝜒2 = 64.0. p < .01.

Nine out of ten respondents believe that the U.S. is either ``extremely'' or ``somewhat''
likely to come to Australia's aid if ``Australia's security was threatened by some other coun-
try''. 20% of Greens supporters report that the United States would be ``somewhat'' or
``extremely'' unlikely to come to Australia's defence.

Voting Intention
All ALP LNP Green Other

Extremely likely 47 51 54 28 33

Somewhat likely 42 39 39 52 49

Somewhat unlikely 9 8 6 16 14

Extremely unlikely 2 1 1 4 5

Table 38: ``If Australia's security was threatened by some other country, how likely is it that the
United States would come to Australia's defense?'' n = 2,210. H0: no association with party.
𝜒2 = 108.4. p < .01.

Older respondents (aged 60 and over) are almost twice as likely as our very youngest
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respondents to report that the United States is ``extremely likely'' to come to Australia's de-
fence. Over the age distribution in our data we see support for this proposition range from
the mid 30% range to about 60%. Younger respondents are much more skeptical about
the United States defending Australia in the event of Australia's security being threatened by
some other country.
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Figure 10: Proportion of Respondents reporting that the United States would be ``extremely
likely'' to defend Australia if ``Australia's security was threatened by some other country'', by
age (smoothed).
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15 Political Support

Vote intentions in the Australian data were asked in a standard format, shown below.
There is a slight under-representation of ALP supports relative to other, roughly contempo-
raneous Australian public opinion polls, and perhaps a slight over-representation of respon-
dents giving an ``Other'' response to this question.

The Labor Party 30
The Liberal Party 42

The National Party 3
The Greens 12

Other (please specify) 13

Table 39: Percentages, vote intentions. ``If a Federal election was going to be here in Australia
next weekend would you vote for...'' n = 2,210.

Political support in the U.S. survey was asked via party identification; this was asked with
the standard question wording ``Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as Democrat,
Republican, Independent or what?'', yielding the following distribution of responses. These
results suggest a slight over-representation of Democratic identifiers, but within sampling
error of the estimates produced by many other polls in the United States.

Dem 37
Rep 26
Ind 29

Other 1
Not sure 7

Table 40: U.S. survey: Percentages, party identification. n = 900.

Tea-Party support was measured by simply asking respondents if they ``support the Tea
Party'', with an ordinal set of responses made available to respondents, generating the fol-
lowing distribution:

Strongly support 17
Somewhat support 16

Neither support, nor oppose 20
Somewhat oppose 8

Strongly oppose 27
Not sure 12

Table 41: U.S. survey. Percentages, Tea Party support. n = 828.
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16 About the Surveys

Australian Survey: The Australian survey was administered by ResearchNow.com. The
survey was administered over the Internet, to a set of respondents recruited from a panel of
respondents recruited and maintained by ResearchNow.com. The respondents were recruited
using target quotas to ensure that the survey respondents are representative of the target pop-
ulation, namely, the adult, resident population of Australia. The target quotas were defined
with respect to gender, age, state and metro/rural as shown in Table 42.

The sample size is 2,210. For a simple random sample of this size, the ``maximum margin
of error'' is plus or minus 2.1 percentage points.¹

The survey was fielded between May 11² and May 18, 2011, inclusive, with the start of
the field period roughly a week after President Barack Obama announced that the United
States had captured and killed Osama Bin Laden in Pakistan. Figure 11 shows the rate at
which respondents completed the surveys over the field period. Roughly half of the sample
completed the surveys in the first 48 hours of the field period.

Quota Actual
Gender Male 50 48.1

Female 50 51.9
Age Bands 18-24 13 12.0

25-34 18 18.1
35-44 19 19.5
45-54 18 18.3
55+ 32 32.1

State NSW 33 33.1
VIC 25 24.9

QLD 20 20.1
WA 10 10.2
SA 8 8.0

TAS 2 2.0
ACT 1 1.0
NT 1 0.7

Metro/Rural Metro/City 75 74.6
Rural/Regional 25 25.4

Table 42: Target Quotas and Outcomes, Australian survey data.

U.S. Survey: Data from the USA come from a survey administered by YouGov/Polimetrix.
Like the Australian survey, this survey was also administered over the Internet, to a set
of respondents randomly chosen from a panel of respondents recruited and maintained by
YouGov/Polimetrix. YouGov/Polimetrix uses a matching algorithm to ensure representative-
ness of its survey data: (1) a target sample is randomly drawn from a data source known to
be representative (e.g., the American Community Study); (2) for each member of the target
sample, the nearest match in the set of survey respondents is selected, where the matching is

¹Suppose a survey of size 2,210 yields .5 (or 50%) as its estimate of a proportion in the target population.
A 95% confidence interval around this quantity ranges has half-width of 2.1 percentage points, ranging from
47.9% to 52.1%. 95% confidence intervals are smaller for sample estimates other than .5; e.g., with this sample
size, a 95% confidence interval around an estimate of 10% ranges from 8.7% to 11.3%.

²12 respondents completed their surveys late on the evening of May 10, 2011.
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Figure 11: Australian survey, completion times
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with respect to a lengthy set of demographic variables, using a mix of ``exact'' and nearest-
neighbor matching; (3) a final round of post-stratification weighting is performed to improve
representativeness.

The U.S. survey has 900 respondents. The post-stratification weights range from 0.38
to 7.12 and have a mean of one and a standard deviation of 0.87. These weights generate
a small loss of statistical precision, roughly equivalent to a ``design effect'' of about 1.33;
in other words, the data set of 900 respondents has less statistical precision than a simple
random sample of the same size. Given these weights, the ``effective'' sample size for these
data is about 678. Accordingly, the ``maximum margin of error'' for estimate from the U.S.
survey data is plus or minus 3.8 percentage points.³

The U.S. survey was in the field from the evening ofMondayMay 2nd 2011 until about 12
noon, Wednesday, May 4, 2011 (Pacific time), about a week prior to the Australian survey.
President Barack Obama announced that the United States had captured and killed Osama
Bin Laden in Pakistan, on Sunday night, May 1, 2011. Figure 12 shows the rate at which re-
spondents completed the surveys over the field period. Roughly half of the sample completed
the surveys in the first 18 hours of the field period.

³With these data and weights, the 95% confidence interval for a proportion estimated to be 10% is 7.7% to
12.3%.
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Figure 12: U.S. survey, completion times
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