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In the followingarticle, we develop a portré of America in turbulent times. Our portrait is
based on an analysis of thenericanLJdzo f A O Q&  bdbriNaDcSLditd idcliding F
terrorism, war, and environmental disasters as well thgactof these perceptions othe

LJdzo fags€3Shient of govement policies in response tihose events.Our portrait is

motivated bytwo sets of questions: First, how do different psychological and societal factors
affect individual perceptions of traumatic events and their assessment of government
responses taghose events? Second, how do tbectsof these factors vary over time? Or

put another way whoseperceptions and policy assessmenitishin democratic society are

likely to varymore than others over time?

. Context and Overview

Since the terrorisaittacks ofSeptember 11, 20Qh voluminouditerature has emerged itoth

the United States and Europe that explores the particular security challenges facing the world
at the dawn of the 2% century.This flurry of intellectual and policy activity hasumy

precedents. In the past century, for example, similar levels of concern can be dated to 1918,
1945 and 1989. Following World War I, both the field of international security studies and the
League of Nations were created in response to the brutal, ttgagbat Europe had

experienced a consequence of misperception and miscalculatiormediately after World War

Il, a new enemy was quickly identifibgt the West and the intense memory of what needed to
be avoided another world war was bolstered dramatidly by thegrowingthreat of a nuclear
holocaust. The academic field of security studies blossomed around concepts such as
deterrence; the United Nations was createdpromote human dignity and world peacand

world changing processes of economic glatsion, decolonization and demodizationwere

set in motion. While institution building, like the celebration, was mutethe aftermath ofthe
Cold War, wideganging academic and policy discussionghe 19909ocused on the challenge

of rethinking ®curity, broadening the concept to include issues that confront humanity as a
whole, such as environmental degradation

Although in a statistical sense the events of September 11, 2001 are of a different order
than the 20" century events noted above, ése terrorist attacks have nonetheless catalyzed
considerable intellectual and policy effort, and have served as an entry point into the larger
domainof interrelated,interactive andtransnational security threatthat issmergingas the
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particular burden of ourcontemporary eraSchematically, the key elements of this domain
include

e terrorist networks capable of implementing legost, highvalue attacks;

e theincreasinglyuncertainrealm of nuclear weapons proliferationan uncertainty
reflected in the ollapse of Test Ban Treaty Negotiations after 1996, revelations about
nuclear trafficking originating from Pakistan, and uncertainty about the status of
nuclear programs in Iran and North Korea,;

e the problem of fragile and failed states, which are fertiteuqds for recruitment and
training by terrorist networks, and towards which much of Africa along with pivotal
countries like Pakistan and even Saudi Arabia couliebeled

e the complicating factors of climate change and environmental scarcity, placing
enormous pressure on fragile and failed states but also taxing the economies of the
most developed countries;

¢ the threat of infectious disease which, given the impact of-ANINS, has led analysts of
the potential for global catastrophe latent in zoonotiseases such as SARS and Avian
Flu to sound alarms; and

e Formanyobservers KAY | Q& rideRY R AWdzL & A | Q& wddd goedIi | Ay NP

The turbulence we are experiencing today has many souttesibodies great potential for
human tragedyas suchit merits being compared to those earlibistoricalmoments that we

now know wereessentiain shaping security theory and policy for the United States and its
allies.Contemporary writing ranges from those who see unprecedented stresses driving
inexorahly toward global catastrophe, to those who see unprecedented opportunities for peace
and progress and both are able to provide compelling arguments, perhaps because this is an
era unique by virtue of the convergence of great capacity and equally greattamtg about

how it will be used.

One of the most striking characteristics of our current situatiahésability ofgovernments in
Europe and the United States to mobilize broad public confidence and support for a range of
domestic and international paly initiatives immediately following traumatic incidents of
terrorism and environmental disaster, followed by @argdoxical ability to continugallying

some groups in society for very long periods of time, while losing the support and trust of
others mut more quickly. Democracies are plural societies, and in many policy arenas it is
difficult to define a position that pleases even a simple majority of the electorate. The



Portrait of America 4

turbulence evident today in the arena of security policy could make this an @amhich it is
especially hard to campaign and to goverResearch we have conducted over the past two
years, funded by the National Science Foundatsuggests that the next government will be
hard-pressed to gain the confidence of a public that in mauays reflects the turbulence of the
times.

Il. TheSurveyData and Variables

Given thepotentially varying responsiveness of different groups withemocraticsociety to

turbulence, combined with theole of the public in selecting their political leadersdan

supporting or undermining the policies those leaders chose in response to these turbulent

events, it is critical to understand how the public views and respontistmnatic events.A

portrait of the America in turbulent timess a critical first s#p in this understanding. Our
LR2NINFAG A& o0FaSR 2y Fy FylLfteara 2F GKS ! YSN&R
including terrorism, war, and environmental disasters as well the impact of these perceptions

2y (KS Lzt A0Qa | adiSes i esHynde tRtioseBRMsS Nd/o¥vslghihis LI
portrait, we analyze how different psychological and societal factors affect

The Perceived Threat of Terrorism by the American Public

The Political Salience of 9/11 and other Traumatic Events toneridan Public

¢CKS tdzofAOQa ! 3aSaayYSyld 2F GKS D2@SNYYSy (!
Public Trust in the Government and the Media

¢CKS tdzofAO0Qa ! 4aSaaySyid 2F GKS D2OSNYYSyi!
Public Acceptance of Personal and &olLhanges

o Public Assessment of Success and Outlook for the Future

Todo this,our team collected data on a nationally representative sample of US adults (N=1613,

73.5% response rate) during angek period (December 28, 20068anuary 18, 2007) arabain

one year later during an-&eek period(N=1157,71.7% response ratdDecember28, 2007 ¢

February 192008). Thesurveys areveighted to reflect the adult population throughout the

United States/ 2 Y 4 S1jdzSy (Gt @ 2 2 dzNJ dza S 2 infeiericSthaliteeNY o ! { L.
distribution of responses in the general public reflects that of our sam@dgarticipants in

the second survey responded to the first survey as witlese panel surveysepresent two of
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four annual surveyfunded bya National Sence Foundation Human and Social Dynamics
grant® The next survey of this group will be conducted in December of 2008.

We assess the impact of psychological factors on individual perceptions and reactions to
traumatic events using a Brief System Imey (BSI) ané?CEPostTraumatic Stress Disorder
index (PGIPTSD) for each participanthe BSI provideselfreported data to help measure
psychological and psychiatric distress in community populatiohse BSI index is the mean
score of eighteen m@al and physical symptoms experienced in the past seven days. The
index ranges on a scale frobto 5 with 1 equal to no distress andegual to high distressThe
PCLEPost Traumatic Stress Disordedex is aseltreported measuredefined as theneanscore
of seventeen symptoms experienced in the past mohffhe PGIPTSD (hereafter PTSD) index
ranges from 1 to 5, with 1 equal to no pagsaumatic stress and 5 equal to extreme post
traumatic stress. In our article, all PTSD symptoms are linked sjgadly to the events of
9/11/2001. There is a weak but statistically significant decline in the BSI2@f7 to 2008,
with the mean decreasing fromh.54 to al.51(sig. chi square = .001, tdw=-.026). In 2008,
85.1% had a BSI score of 2 or lesdicating low levels of distress in the general population.
Similarly, there is a weak but statistically significant declirf@TiBDrom a mean of 1.30 to a
mean of 1.29 (sig. chi square = .000,-baw-.059). In 2008, 91.9% of the population had a
PT® score of 2 or less indicating low levels of gostimatic stress related to 9/11 in the
general population.

! Richard Matthew, George Shambaugh and Roxanne Silver gméncipal investigatorsn a grantentitled

G{20AS0If LYLXAOIGAZ2Y A 27F LbiBRkedFhRoaseof TewfiF S NBSHAASRS R Yy owdS
NationalScience Foundation Human and Social Dynamics graO6R43.65. The research team includes Scott

Blum, Paloma Gonzalez, Bryan McDonald, and Michael Poulin. Our team collected data on a nationally

representative sample of URIults (N=1613, 73.5% response rate) duringveegk period (December 28, 2006

January 18, 2007) and a sample of US aqiit<1157, 71.7% response rate) durarg8-week period (December

28, 2007¢ February 19, 2008)sing an anonymous Wetased survey ethodology. The study sample were adult

members of a nationally representative, Weehabled research panel established by Knowledge Networks, Inc.

(KN) who were randomly selected from those individuals who had been on the panel for under six months and

invited to participate in our research.

% For more information about the BSI and BSI 18, see: http://www.pearsonassessments.com/tests/bsi18.htm.

% For more information about the PCL PTSD index, see:
http://www.ncptsd.va.gov/ncmain/ncdocs/assmnts/ptsd_chdisk pcl.html
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Frequency

Stress
2007 2008

400.005

300.00

| ]
1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.00 G.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.00 G.00

Belief Systems Inventory, mean of 18 symptoms

Cases weighted by Weight
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PTSD related to 9/11/2001
2007 2008

300.005

G00.00

400.00-

Frequency

200.00

0.00- T T T 1 T T
1.00 200 3.00 4.00 5.00 §.00 1.00 200 3.00 4.00 5.00 .00

PTSD PCL Index, mean of 17 symptoms

Cases weighted by Weight

We assess thenpact of different social and political groupg specifyingeach
participant@ political affiliation, gender, race, religioage cohorteducation level, family
income,whether they serve or have served in the armed forees] whether the respondent
livesin the midAtlantic to New Englancegionencompassing Washington,@ and New
York? There are no statistically sidiziant differences irthe distribution ofthese variables
between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square > .0%)s important to recognize that it is possible
that some of the statistically significant associations we find are the result of psychological,
sodal and political variables not considered in our models. With that caveat in mind, our intent

“¢KS OFGSI2NE a. | LIGA&AGE o1 a aSEtSOGSR F2NJ GKS NBfAIAZY R
religion. The midAtlantic to New England region was selected as a regional dummy because of the location of the
9/11 attacks.
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in this paper is to analyze and control for the affects of the demographic characteristics most
commonly used to describe the American publithe summary stéstics for each independent
variable are included in Table 1.

Table 1: ' Independent Variable Value Label Mean Standard Deviation Change from 2007 t
Summaries 2008 Surveys
Scale 1-5: No Distress = 1 to HigH . . . . _
Brief Symptoms Inventory (BSI) [Distress =5 27:0L5 2007: 617 sig. chi square =.00
28:01.5 2008: .614 tau-b = -.026
Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (P Scale 1-5: No PTSD =1to 27:01.3 2007: .528 sig. chi square = .00
PTSD) Extreme PTSD =5 28:01.3 2008: .588 tau-b =-.059
Political Affiliation Republican = 1, Other =0 0.41 0.493 Not significant
Gender Female = 1, Other =0 0.52 0.5 Not significant
Religion Baptist = 1, Other = 0 0.19 0.395 Not significant
- . Active or former Military Service = S
Military Service No Military Service = 0 0.14 0.35 Not significant
. Living in Mid-Atlantic to New -
Regional England = 1, Elsewhere = 0 0.18 0.388 Not significant
1 = Less than High School, 2 = Hig
Education Level School Graduate, 3 = Some Colle 2.66 1.02 Not significant
4 = College Graduate or Higher
Scale 1-19 logarithmic:
Family Income m ' £tSaa GKIFy b 9.61 4.41 Not significant
than $175,000
Scale 1-7: 1 = 18 to 24 years old,
Age Cohort 25-34,3=35-44,4=45-54,5=5 3.59 1.66 Not significant
64,6 =651t0 74,7 = 75+

All of the dependent variables are ordinal with three to five categories unless otherwise
specified. Descriptive statistics and changes between 2007 and 2008 are provided for each
depencent variable. e effects of the independent variables each dependent variabkre
analyzedusing an ordered logit techniques. Each estimate controls for all of the independent
variables as well as the year the survey was takime basic model estiated is:

Equation 1: Y= a&;§ +ByX +Bx(SX) +ui

Where YisS I OK NX a LJ2 y RSy (dépandeniariabi yh &uestian 2éprieder8s all

of the independent variables for each respondgfts a timeor surveydummy variable witt§

=0 for theinitial survey ands = 1 for thesecondsurvey. In this equatior, is the slope
coefficient for Xin theinitial survey wher§ = 0, the sunB;+ B; is the slope coefficient for; X
when § = 1. By is the differential slope coefficient, itdicates how much the slope coefficient
varies between the 2007 and 2008 survey and whether that change is statistically significant.
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[1l.  The Perceived Threat of Terrorism

The public continues to view terrorism as a threat to national secuFityly 77% bpeople
agree that terrorism poses a threat to national security (the difference between 2007 and 2008
is not statistically significansig. chi squared > .05)hose with higher levels of PTSD,
Republicans, older people, and wealthier people are méedylithan others to agree that
terrorism poses a threat to national security. Baptists are less likely than others to do so, yet
the effect of being a Baptist on the link between terrorism and national security declines
between 2007 and 2008 gp< .05). BSI, education, race, gender, military service and region
are not statistically significant, nor do any other coefficients change significantly over time.

At the same timethe perceived likelihood of a terrorist attack &Ssoil has declined,
312% of the population agreed that there was a greater tharbB@hange of an attack in the
next to years in 2007 declining to 21% of the population agreeing that there is greater than a
50-50 change in the next two years in 2008 (sig. chi squared = &80,%-.130). Those with
higher levels of PTSD, whitesid wealthier peoplare more likely than others to predict a
higher probability of a terrorist incident over the next two years than others, yet partisanship
and religion are insignificam predcting the likelihood of an attackNone of these coefficients
changes significantly between 2007 and 2008.

Perceptions on the Threat of
Terrorism

2007

45.0%

2008

40.0% 40.0%

35.0% 35.0%

30.0% 30.0%

25.0% 25.0%

® Threat of Terrorism to the

20.0% Nation

20.0%

u Threat of terrorism to

15.0% personal security

15.0%
10.0% 10.0%

5.0% 5.0%

0.0% 0.0%

Very Low Low Medium High Very Low Low Medium High

10
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Greaterthan 50/50 likeliness that...

0,
There will be a terrorist attack on U.S. soil 30.8%

within the next two years, 2007/2008

Someone close to you will be hurt in a terrorist
attack within the next two years, 2007,/2008

Experience a terrorist attack in your community
within the next two years, 2007/2008

Be hurt in a terrorist attack within the next two
years, 2007/2008

¢KS 101 2F LINIA&AFIYAKALI NB3IFNRAYy3I GKS fA71St
nation will be hurtin a terrorist attack in the next two years is striking given the significant
association between being a Republican and higher assessments of national and personal risk
posed by terrorism (as well as partisan differences in many of the questions distesseq).
This distinction may be driven by similar factors that drive the distinction between personal and
national risks> Overall, the public assigns a much higher level of risk from terrorism to the
nation than to themselves. The lower risk to onésedy well be related the low probability
people assign to an event actually taking place even though the threat is considered credible.

{88y DS2NHS {KIYoldzZaAKE GLYRADGARIZ f @GSNEdIzAa bl GA2y It t S
Forthcoming.
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ThelJdzo fpérc@@idn ofthe riskterrorism poses tgersonal security is much lower than
the perception of natioal risk and it, too, declirlebetween 2007 and 2008The percentage of
peoplewhot ANBS GAGK GKS adlrdSYSyid GKFIG GGSNNBNRAY
declined from 35.8% to 31.2% between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square =T@27f)roportion
of people who agreed that there is a greaterthan1n  OK | y3S GKI 0 aa2YS 2yS
gAtt 0S8 Kdz2NI Ay | GSNNBNRAG FdalrO1 Ay GKS ySE
square =049, taub =-.025). People with PTSD, Republicansnvem, wealthy people and
those who serve or have served in the military are more likely than others to agree that

GSNNRNARAY Ll2asSa || GGKNBIFG G2 Yeé LISNazylf asSodz
service declines between 2007 and 2008.05)° Youngempeople join those with PTSD,

g2YSY>S YR ¢SIfGKe LIS2LXS Ay LIFOAYy3 I INBIFGS
Ot 2asS (2 @2dz gAfft 06S KdzNIG Ay | GSNNBNRalG AyOA

partisanship is insigndant in predicting the likelihood of an attack (along with education, race,
military service, religion and regipnNone of these coefficients vary significantly over time.

Psychological

PERCEIVED THREAT OF TERRORIS . Political & Social Characteristics Personal Characteristics
Characteristics
Slgr.n.ﬂcant Relan.onshlps are noted as eithe BSI PTSD Party.: Mllltaw Rel|g|t_:>n =DC to.NY Gender = Rac.e = Age Education Family
positive or negative Republican Service  Baptist Region Female White Income

-, declining

Terrorism is a threat to national security + + . + +
impact
How great do you believe the threat of . . . . .
terrorism will be to the US in the next decad
Probability there will be a terrorist attack on . . .
soil in the next two years
L . +, declining
Terrorism is a threat to personal security + + . : + +
impact
How great do you believe the threat of - . -
N 3 L +, declinin -, declining +, declinin
terrorism will be to the you or your family in . + + X + .
impact impact impact

the next decade?

Probability someone close to you will be hur
a terorrist attack in the next two years

+ + - +

In sum, a large majority of the public continues to consider terrorism ta thereat to
national security, yet the public believes that the likelihood of an attack is declining and that
the threat terrorism poses to their personal security is much less than to the nation. General
psychological distress (BSI) did not affect theseceptions;higher levels of postraumatic
stress related to 9/11 increased the perception of risk to national and personal seandts

® None of the other coefficients change significantly over time.
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greater likelihood of a future attack against the natidPartisanshi@and wealthalso played
significant role, with Republicangnd wealthier peoplalso perceiving higher levels of risk to
the nation and themselvesAge increasgthe perception of risk to the nation, but did not
affect the perception of personal risk; gender did not affect the perception otaitke nation,

but women were more likely to perceive a higher level of personal risk from terrorism; Baptists

perceived a lower threat to the nation, but religion had no effect on the likelihood of future
attack or level of personal risk. Only the impatmilitary service changed over time and its
effect on the perception that terrorism posted a threat to personal security decreased.
Whether or not one lived ithe highpotentialtarget area of the miéAtlantic to New England
region of the country dighot affect these perceptions.

V. The Political Salience of 9/11 and other Traumatic Events

The political salience of 9/11/2001 declined significantly betw2@®7 and 2008 (sig. chi
square = .000). In 2007, almost two thirds (64.2%) of people survayethst the terrorist
attacks of 9/11 affected their political viewdt is not surprising that as we get more distance
from the events of 9/11 that its salience will diminish. Consistent with tlyi20®8, that
number had dropped to less than halftbie popuation (46.5%).people with higher levels of
PTSDelated to 9/11, Republicanbgtter educatedandwealthier are more likely than others
to say that 9/11 affects their political viewslder are less likely to do s@hemarginalimpact
of ageand income, howevedecline between 2007 an2007 (sigBy; < .05 for each variable).
Thus, 9/11 remains politically salient for those with higher levels of PTSD, Republicdns, an
those with moreyears of education, but is likely to vary less acrodsmint age or income
groups over time.

The factors that drive political salience also affectlikelyimportance ofterrorismrelative
to other issues and as a determining factor in the next electiGuir survey shows a significant
AKATO AVMYLRNIGYZadh aadzS FFrOAy3a GKS ! yAGSR
2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square = .000), with the situation in Iraq becoming increasingly
important and the war on terrorism less s@Qur2008 surveyalso shows tha62.9% of the
overall populatiorsays thaterrorismwill be animportant factorin making their voting
decisions in 200&/hile 49.6% of the populatiosays thanuclear proliferatiorwill be an
important factor.” In both instances, higher levels of PTB&nga Reptblicanand ageare
associated with giving terrorism and nuclear proliferation greater degreeteoforal
importance higher levels of education are associated with decreasing importance of these

" Questions about the 2008 election were not asked in 200&hsmge over time is not assessed.

(G
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factors While the electoral importance of terrorism is @ gender issue, women were more

likely than men to consider nuclear proliferatipoliticallysalient. These effects are
independen of race, income, military service, religious preference, and region.

Most Important Issue Facing the
United States

Other

Healthcare

Moral Issues

Economy/Jobs

2007

Situation in Iraq m 2008

War on Terrorism

Education

Taxes

0.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 20.0% 25.0%

Important in Determining Your 2008 Voting
Decisions

Climate Change
Immigration
Economy/Jobs
Iraq
Terrorism
Nuclear Proliferation

0.(;% 10;0% 20.I0% 30.I0% 40.I0% SO.IO% 60.I0% 70.0% 80.0%

NonterrorismNB f G SR A aadzSa INB |faz2z KAIKE

in the 2008 election.The economy iBkely to be adriving issue, with 69.7% of the population

f A1 St
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ARSYGATE@AY3I Al & dljdzAadS | oAGé 2ddatastBely G NBY STt &
will vote for in the upcoming election. This was followed by Iraq with 64.2%, immigration with
cCMPE>T YR OfAYIGS OKFIy3aS gAGK Hpodm: 2F1&6§KS LI
2N GSEGNBYSt eé AYLR NI I pedple are in@reiBely thanyotRers¥®2 NBE S R
give electoral salience to Iraq, but unlike all other issues noted, the salience of Iraq is not a

partisan issue.

Notably, nore peoplesaid that the economy be important in their voting decisions than
issues oterrorism or weapons proliferation.As withterrorism and weapons proliferationhé
political salience of the economy, immigration, the environmeralissignificantly associate
with party affiliation and age. When controlling for the other psychological demographic
variables, Republicans are less likely to assign importance to the economy or the environment
and more likely to consider immigration to be important than members of other political
parties. Older people are more liketp consider the eonomyandimmigration to be decisive
issues, but aréesslikely to be concerned about the environmemore educated peoplare
more likely to be concerned about the environméatl of these coefficients are significant with
Pe1< .05). The saliencedfK Sa S A &dadzSa F2N GKS ySEG St SOlGAazy
psychological profiler other demographic characteristics (including gender, race, income,
military service, religion, and region). It is interesting to note that only age had a significant
impact on the importance given to Iraq, with older people more likely to consider it important
than younger people.

PERSONAL AND POLITICAL SALIENCH Psychologlgal Political & Social Characteristics Personal Characteristics
TERRORISM Characteristics
Significant Relationships are noted as either] Party = Military  Religion= DC to NY( Gender= Race = . Family
" . BSI PTSD " ) . ) i Age Education

positive or negative Republican Service  Baptist Region Female White Income
How much did the terrorist attacks of -, declining +' declining
September 11 affect your political views? + + impact + impact
How important are the following issues in
determing which candidates you wll vote for;

Nuclear Proliferation + + + +

Terrorism + + +

Iraq + +

Economy - +

Immigration + +

Climate Change - - +

V.'aaSaaAy3d U0UKS D2OSNYyyYSyuQa t2ftA0e wSall2yas

Thepubli@ 2OSNItf lFaasSaaySyu 2F¥ uUKS | { 3I20SNYYSyl

envirormental disasters is pooil.ess than one third of the population (29.7%) said that they
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are satisfied with the way the national government responded to 9/11. Party affiliation, age

and race are significantly associated with this assessment when corgrfalipsychological

and demographic characteristics, with Repuduhs; older people, and whites more likely than
20KSNE (2 SELINBaa al GAaTl Qps/k20y. Thehinpkct ditkeSe 32 3 S N.
variables did not change over time, as noné¢haf interaction terms in the estimates are

statistically significant.

Satisfaction with National
Response to 9/11

Democrat :
Republican

H Notat all
u A little bit

= Not at all

m A little bit
Somewhat Somewhat
= Quite a bit ® Quite a bit
u A great deal u A great deal

2007-2008, no significant change between surveys 17

Public perceptions of the intensity of the response to security threats are more
favorable. In 2008, more than half of the public (54.3%) now consittees 2 S NY YSy (. Qa
response to 9/11o be appropriaten intensity, a slight small increase from 2007 (51.7%, sig.
chi square =.09). The percentage of people who consider the intensity of the Iraq campaign to
be appropriate also increased significanthpm 28.8% to 35.0%, but an increasing number of
people also argued that the response in Iraq was too aggressive (sig. chi square = 008, tau
.016) In both instances the responsesughly symmetrical with theame proportion of critics
who argue theresponses weréoo passive or too aggressiven contrast, KS LJdzo f A OQa
FaaSaaySyid 2F GKS 3I2@SNYYSy i admed degddwiatls G2  YI
68.8% of the public claiming that thegponse to Katrina was tquassive

Peoplewith higher levels oPTSD, Republicans, those who serve or have served in the

military, and Baptists are more likely than others to argue thatgpegd SN YSy (1 Qa NB a LJ2y
9/11 and Iraq were too passive. In contrast, people with higher levels of educationoaee m
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likely to argue that the response was too aggresgpse< .09. Age, race, gender, income and
regionare insignificant.While PTSD remains significant, its marginal impact ogéivernment
response to 9/11 decreased from 2007 to 2008 &p.05);its marginal impact on the

32 @S NY réspohse@draq did not.

Assessment of Government Policy

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

® Much too Passive
m Too Passive

About Right

30.0%

m Too Aggressive

= Much too Aggressive
20.0% -

10.0% -

0.0% -

Response to 9/11 in 200" Response to 9/11 in 200i Response to Irag in 200 Reponse to Iraq in 200 Response to Katrina 200

18

Some of the same groups were more likely to conside@ @ S NJ/ réspghse @
the Hurricane Katrina to be too aggressive. For example, people sgffeoim PTSD,
Republicans, and those who serve or have served in the military are more likely than others to
argue that thed 2 @ S NJ/ réspoh& @ Katrina was too aggressiE: < .09. In contrast,
those with higher levels of education and namiteswere more likely to argue that the
response as too passives( < .09. These views did not vary as a function of age, gender,
income, religion or the region of the country in which one lifes.

t S2LJ SQa | 4aSaay 8yise ofdliplomady, Bsofda2ce) Sdh¥nges in
domestic legislatiomn response taddress 9/11 did not change significantly between 2007 and
2008 (sig. chi squared =.670, .527, and .191, respectively). In all areagstr@ommon
response wasabout rightg with 47.8%of the population saying the use of diplomacy was
about right, 43.6% saying that the use of force was about right, and 54.8% saying that the

8 This question was asked only in the 2007 survey.
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I2PSNYYSYyiQa R2YSAGAO0 NBalLlRyaS oAyOtdzZRAy3 (KS
of the Department oHomeland Security) was about right.

9SSy (K2dzaAK &l 62dzi N BiKheéassasdmant of &ighrer 2 Rl £ NS
strategies the dispersion of public attitudes varied. For example, the responses to the use of
diplomacy are highly skewed with 42.7%F JS2 L)X S al &Ay3a GKIFG aid22 f.
FYR 2yté& odooep: FNBdZAY3I GKFG & 2 assedsomdkoétheduded dza S
of force and domestic political change are mexeenly dividedvith 31.1% saying that was too
little use d force, and 25.3% saying that too much force was yaed23% of people saying
domestic changeswere i 2 2 £ A G Gt S ¢ thdy widRetoa mudhss™> & @ Ay 3

tER)

Republicans, Baptists and those with military service are more likely than others to
argue too much ghlomacy and too little forcevere used in response to 9/11. In contrast,
those with higher levels of education were more likely to argue that too little diplomacy and
too much force were used. People with higher BSI scores are also likely to argtomtlitdie
diplomacy was used. The marginal impact of these variables did not change significantly
between 2007 and 2008. PTSD, age, race, gender, income, and region are insignificant.

In terms of the domestic response, those with high levels of PT8Wamen joined
Republicans, Baptists and those with military service in arguing that too little had been done. In
contrast, those with higher levels of education are more likely to argue that too much had been
done. The marginal impact of these variabtikd not change significantly between 2007 and
2008. Age, race, income and region are insignificant.

Fully 49.4% of the public agree that the U.S. should act preemptively to prevent Iran
from acquiring nuclear weapond.he public, however, favors @tbmatic strategy for doing so
with 66.5% agre@g with the use of diplomacy to prevent Iran from acquiring nuclear weapons;
35.1% agreimgwith use of forceand 28.4% disagraeg with the use of force to do so
RepublicansBaptistswomenand whitesare more likely than others to agree that the U.S.
should act preemptively against Iran; more highly educate people are likely to dispgree (

.05). Those with PTSD, Republicans, and Baptists are more likely than others to support doing
so with force. @ler, more educated and wealthier people are more likely than others to favor
diplomacy, while Republics are less likely to do so.
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In sum,althoughthe public gives the government a mediocre assessment of its policy
responses since 9/11it gives more favorable assessments to government actions at home and
in nonterrorist-related areas Also, though favoring preemption when necessary, more of the
public favors the use of diplomacy than the use of forB&I, PTSD, paanship, age, race,
NEft AFA2y> ISYRSNIFYR YAfAGFENE aSNBAOS Ittt FFF
response to 9/11/2001, though the marginal impact of PTSD and gender decrease over time.
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Psychological

o Political & Social Characteristics Personal Characteristics
Characteristics

ASSESSING POLICY RESPONSES

Significant Relationships are noted as either| Party = Military  Religion= DC to NY( Gender= Race = . Family
" . BSI PTSD . . . . B Age Education
positive or negative Republican Service  Baptist Region Female White Income

How satisfied are you with the way the natio
government responded to 9/11?

With regard to the terrorist attacks of 9/11,
how would you characterize the national
government's response?*

With regard to the War in Iraq, how would yo
characterize the national government's - - - - +
response?*

With regard to Hurricane Katrina, how would|
you characterize the national government's + + + +
response?*

How would you assess the national
government's use of diplomacy in response - + + +
terrorism since 9/11?”

How would you assess the national
government's use of force in response to - - - +
terrorism since 9/11?”

+ + +

-, declining
impact

How would you describe the national
governments domestic response (including |
passage of the USA Patriot Act and the creg - - - - - +
of the Department of Homeland Security) to
the events of 9/11?"

The US should act preemptively to prevent |
from acquiring nuclear weapons.

The US should use force to prevent Iran frol
acquiring nuclear weapons.

The US should use diplomacy to prevent Ira
from acquiring nuclear weapons.

* - =too passive, + = too aggressive
~-=too little, + = too much
‘Questions about Katrina were asked in 2007 only. Questions about Iran were asked in 20

VI. Trust in Governmentnd the Media

The public iglistrustful of its governmenand the media Onlyl5.%% of the public
agrees with the statement that information provided by the national government about 9/11 is
objective and can b&usted, 49.86 disagregsand the remainder is necommittal.
Repubicans,those with military service, Baptists antter people are more likely to trust the
information provided by the national governmentg( .05). PTSD, BSI, Gender, race,
education, and region of the country are insignificabtical government farlittle better, with
only 22.7% agreeing that the information it provides about 9/11 was objective and can be
trusted and 35.7% disagreeiigRepublicans and older people are also more likely than others
to trust the information provided by their locabgernments about 9/11 (@ < .05). In addition,
half of the public (49.8%) agree that national politicians exploited 9/11 for political purposes.
Republicans, Baptists and women are more likely to give them the benefit of the;doubt

° Questions about trust in government related to 9/11 were not asked in 2008.
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wealthier and more ducated people are more likely to believe that politicians were
exploitative(pg1< .05).

Trust Information Provided by the
National Government
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40.00% —
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20.00% —
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About 9/11 in 2007 About Katrina in About Iraq in 2007 About Iraq in2008 About Iran in 2008
2007
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Publc trust about informatiomprovided bythe nationalgovernment about Iraq
improved between 2007 and 20@8 a meager 15.1%sig.chi square = .000, tal = .058).The
percentage of people who do not trust information provided by the government declined from
57.2% to 51.5% between 2007 and 20882 a i a U NRA { Ay It &> GKS ydzyo SNJ
disagreed that the informatiors objective and can be trusted declined from 31.4% to 23.6%
Republicans and those with military service are more likely to trust the information provided by
the National Government about Iraq, although the affect of military service decreased between
2007and 2008 (p2< .05). hose with more education are less likelyttast this information
(pe1< .09. BSI, PTSD, age, race, gender, incogligjon and region are insignificant.

Also, althoughn 2008more than half $5.4%)of the public stilbeliewes that the
nationalpoliticians are exploiting the situation in Iraq for political advantaygprisinglythis
represents a small yet statistically significant improvement over 2007 (sig. chi squared = .018,
tau-b =-.008). Republican8aptists andvomen are more likely to maintain their faith in
national politicians. People with a high BSI score, and those whehate, older, andbetter
educated are more likely to distrust thremotives(pg1 < .05). The marginal impact of these
variables does notary significantly between 2007 and 20@8,> .05). PTSD, income, military
service and region are insignificant.
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Public trust about information provided bgediaabout Iraq is also lowln 2008, aly
10.9% of peoplagreethat information provided byhe mediaabout Iraq $ objective andan
be trusted more than half (53.9%) disagr&&Republicans arkesslikely to trust the
information provided by the mediabout Iragthan others. No other variablesasignificant.

Public distrust extends to iafmation about Iran, with only 15% of the public agreeing
that the information provided by the US governmasiobjective and can be trustednly 9.9%
trusting the information from the media, and 47.1% of the public agreeing that national
politicians areexploiting Iran for political purposefkepublicans, older and wealthier people
are more likely to trust the information from the media about Irag than others, while those
with higher levels of PTSD are less likely to d{pgp< .05) Older and more edcated people
are also more likely than others to agree that national politicians are exploiting Iran for political
purposes; women are less likely to agreg; (p.05).

Public trust in the information provided about Karina was slightly better. Abo&t on
fifth, 20.4%, of the public agreed that the information provided by the national government
about Katrina was objective and could be trusted; while 20.7% of the public felt the same way
about the information provided by their local governments. That séhey gave less credit to
their national politicians as more than half (50.8%) of the public agreed with the statement that
national politicians exploited the situation for electoral or partisan advantage, and 40.1% felt
that their local politicians dithe same.Republicans are more likely than others to trust the
information provided by the national and local governments about Katrina, people with higher
BSI scores and older people are less likely to doga<(j©5). Whites are also more likely than
others to trust information provided by local governmentg(p .05). Republicans, older,
better educated, and wealthier people are more likely to agree that national politics exploited
Katrina for political purposes; women are less likely to agrge<{p05). Republicans are also
more likely to think that local politicians exploited Katrina for political purposes; women, again,
are less likely to agreegp< .05).

In sum, high levels of PTSD, partisanship, age, religion, gender, education targt mili
service all affect the level of trust in information provided by national governments, local
governments, and the media. Republicans and Baptists tend to be more trustful of information
provided by national and local governments, though Republicemslao less trustful of
information provided by the mediaThose with high BSI, more education, and greater age are
less likely to trust information lessomen are also less likely than others to agree that
politicians are exploiting traumatic eventsrfpolitical purposes.

% Questions about Iraq and the local media were not asked in 2007.
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TRUST IN GOVERNMENT, POLITICIANS &
MEDIA

Significant Relationships are noted as either]
positive or negative

Psychological
Characteristics

BSI PTSD

Political & Social Characteristics

Party = Military
Republican  Service

Religion = DC to NY¢
Baptist Region

Gender =
Female

Personal Characteristics

Race =

White Education

Age

Family
Income

Information provided to the public by the
national government I 6 2.dzi X A&
can be trusted

9/11/2001

Katrina

Iraq

Iran

+ + +

+, declining
impact

Information provided to the public by thecal
government  62dzi X Aa 2062
trusted

9/11/2001

Katrina

bldA2ylf LI2tAGAOALIY A
for electoral orpartisan advantage

9/11/2001
Katrina

Iraq

Iran

+ o+ + +

Information provided to the public by the
media  62dzi X A& 202S0i

Iraq
Iran

+

Questions about 9/11 were asked in 2007 only. Questions about Iran were asked in 2008 only.

VIl.Assessing the Justification for Government Actions

Torture

The public is divided about the use of torture to protect national security. Almost half,
46.7%, of the population disagrees that the United States is justifiednig tsiture to protect
national security, 32% agree that torture is justified, with 30.1% neither agreeing nor
disagreeind! People with higher levels of PTSD, Republicans, those with military service,
Baptists, and wealthy people are more likely than oth® agree that torture is justified. In

contrast, people with higher levels of education are less likely to agree. Age, gender, race and

region of the country do not have a significant impact on the response.

" This question was askexhly in the 2008 survey.
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The United States is Justified in using
Torture to protect National Security

W Strongly Disagree
m Moderately Disagree
Neither Agree nor

Disagree

m Moderately Agree

m Strongly Agree

Intervening in Afghanistan and Iraq

Thepublic remains convinced that the United States was justified in entering Afghanistan,
remains divided about the justifications for entering Iraq (there is no significant difference
between 2007 and 2008 for either policy, sig. chi square = .284, .58@ateely) . 58.4% of
the population agrees that the U.S. intervention in Afghanistan was justified. Republicans,
thosewith military service, whitedQighly educated and wealthy people are more likely than
others to accept this justification; women dig®e (1< .05). BSI, PTSD, age, religion or region
of the country in which one lives altered this relationship and no coefficients changed
significantly over time (sig.B> .05).

The public is much more divided about US intervention in Iraq. Abwaitlurd (37.6%)
agree, one third (39.4%) disagree, and the remainder neither agreeing nor disagreeing that U.S.
action in Iraq was justified. Those suffering from PTSD, Republicans, those with military service,
Baptists and women are more likely to actée justification of invading Iraq than others. In
contrast, highly educated people and those living initantic to New England region of the
United States (including Washington and New York), are less likely to accept the justification
(pe1< .05).Age and income are insignificant. No coefficients changed significantly over time
(sig. B> .05)
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m Attacking Afghanistan after 9/1:
Attacking Iraq after 9/11

29

Staying in Afghanistan and Iraq to Promote Democracy

In contrast to the stable attitudes regarding the justification thS. intervention,
increasing numbers of the public support staying in Afghanistan and Iraq to promote

democracy between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square = .092, .016, respectively). The proportion

of people agreeing that the United States is justifiedtiaying in Afghanistan to promote

democracy rose from 43.5% in 2007 to 47.7% in 2008; the proportion of people agreeing that

the United States was justified in staying in Iraq to promote democracy rose from 32.5% to
35.8%. With regard to Afghanistaregrblicans, those with military service and whites are

more likely than others to accept this justification.

In contrast, those with a high BSI and

women are less likely to do sogfp< .05). The marginal impact of these variables did not
change signif@ntly between the two surveys (sig;B 0). PTSD, age, income, religion, and

region are insignificant.
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With regard to Iraq, higher levels of PTSRepublicans, military servicéand Baptists are
more likely than othes to agree that the United States is justified in staying in Iraq to promote
democracy; those with a high BSI index are less likely to agsee (@5). The marginal impact
these variables did not change significantly between the two surveys {s0B Age,
education, race, gender, income, and region are insignificant.

In sum, PTSD, BSI, partisanship, gender, race, military service, income, religion and region all
FFFSOO GKS Lzt A0Qa FaaSaavySyid 27| thésdwitl2 ISNY Y
higher levels of PTSD, Republicans, higher levels of income, and Baptists are more likely than
20KSNAR G2 FOOSLII GKS 3I20SNYYSyidiQa 2dzaGAFAOI (A
education are less likely to do so.

2p < 06

Bp<.06
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ASSESSING JUSTIFICATIONS FOR G PSyChOlogmfal Political & Social Characteristics Personal Characteristics
ACTIONS Characteristics

Significant Relationships are noted as eithe Party = Military  Religion = DC to NY( Gender= Race = X Family

i . BSI PTSD " ) - : i Age Education
positive or negative Republican  Service Baptist Region Female White Income
The US is justified in using torture to protect

X 5 + + + + +
national security
The US was justified in attacking Afghanistal

+ + + + +
after 9/11
The US was justified in attacking Iraq after 9/11 + + + + + +
The US is justified in remaining in Afghanistg + . .
to promote democrcy
The US isjustified in remaining in Iraq to
+ + + +
promote democrcy
VIIl. Personahnd Pdicy Changes
Civil Liberties

The proportion of people willing to sacrifice civil liberties for the sake of national security
declinedbetween 2007 and 2008In 2007, 42.6% moderately or strongly agreed to do so, by
2008, that number had fallen to 39.0%g(schi square = .000, tau=-.031). Those withigher

levels ofPTSD, Republicans, older people, women, wealthier people, and those with military

service are more likely than others to be willing to sacrifice civil libengs<(.03, though the
impact of partisanship and age declines from 2007 to 20@8<{p05). BSI, education, race,
religion, and regiomre insignificant
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Willing to sacrifice Civil Liberties
for Security
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25.0%
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Strongly Disagree Moderately Dlsagree Neither Agree nor Moderately Agree Strongly Agree
Disagree

Immigration

A large proportion of the public supports a more restrictive immigrationcgoliFully 68.8%
of the public agrees that a more restrictive immigration policy is beneficial to the national
security of the United States, and 53.7% of the public agrees that it is beneficial to personal
security’* RepublicansBaptistswhites, oldempeople,andwealthier people are more likely
than others to agree that a more restrictive immigration policy is beneficial to natanl
personalsecurity, while those with more education are likely to disagme< .09. PTSD, BSI,
gender, military srvice, and regiomre insignificant.

This question was not asked in 2007.
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Leaving Iraq due to Financial Costs

The public continues to be evenly divided about whether US policy in Iragq should be
altered due to high financial costs. About one third (34.684he population believes that the
policy should be altered due to high financial costs, about one third (31.5%) believes it should
not, and about a third (33.7%9 norcommittal. This distribution of responses distribution
does not change significanthetween 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi squard36) Those with
higher levels oPTSD and Republicans are more likely than others to agree that policy in Iraq
should not be altered due to fancial costsmore educated people ammore sensitive to
financial osts(ps1< .05). BSI, age, race, gender, income military service, religion and region
are insignificant. None of the coefficients vary significantly between 2007 and 2008.

Casualty Sensitivity

The public is becomingesensitized to the number afsialties in Iracand the intensity
of public sentiment about this issue is declin{sgy. chi square = .024, tdu= .033). While
roughly one thirdof the (30.2%) of the public remasrundecided the proportion of people who
GaldNRy3Ifeé¢ RdcasuatiésBHuldinkt bditakiNghiriolaccount dased from
25.8%in2007t02¢:2 AY HANny ® Ly LI NFEtftSts GKS LISNOSyl
casualties should not be taking into account decreased from 13.6% to 12.8%. Republicans,
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thosewith military serviceand Baptistare more likely than others to agree that casualties
should not be taken into accountgp< .05). PTSD, B&gye, education, race, gender, income,
and region are insignificant. The marginal effect party affiliatioligimn and military service
remain unchanged across the two surveys (.05).

Time Sensitivity

The public is also increasingly willing to not alter policy in Iraq based on the time it takes
to accomplish the US objectives (s1gi square = .040atrb = .022between 2007 and 2008
In aggregate, the proportion of people who support not altering the policy due to time
increased from 28.9% to 32%. In additide,3 LINB LR NI A2Y 2F LIS2L}X S 6K2
with this strategy declinedvhile theLINR LI2 NIiA 2y 2F LIS2LX S 6K2 daY2RS
GY2RSNIGSteé¢ aANBS AYyONBFaSR FTNRBY unannt (2 wnn
with military service are more likely than others to agree with not altering the policy in Iraq due
to time constrains (ps1< .05) None of these coefficients varied significantly over timg,
0). BSI, age, education, race, income, religion and region are insignificant.

Should not leave Iraq due to:

In 2007 In 2008

40.0% 40.0%

35.0% 35.0%

300%+—m@m—— 0 0.0%+—pgpgp————————— ——
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Unilateralism v. Multilaterism

Half of the American publicontinuesto disagree that the US benefits from acting alone
when responding to security threats. The proportion of the U.S. public that disagreed declined
from 54.5% to 50.5%etween 2007 and 20Q8&vhile the proportion that agreed increased from
10.8%to 13% (sig. chi squared = .071,4ae .048) Republicans and Baptists are more likely
than others to agree that the US benefits from acting alone; older and more educated people
are more likely to disagree.

On the other hand65.5% of Americans cdntie to agree that the US benefits from acting
in cooperation vith others; only 7.2% disagreehdre is no significant change between 2007
and 2008 Older people, those with more education, and wealthier people are more likely to
agree that the US benddifrom acting with othersthough the impact of education decreases
over time. Wmen and Baptists disagreegfx .05), though the impact of gender decreases
from 2007 to 2008 (g < .05). Interestingly, while partisanship has a significant impact on
support for unilateralism, it does not affect support for multilateralis®SI, PTSD, partisanship,
race,and military serviceare insignificah

Slightly more than half of the public agrees that people have an obligation to help others in
other parts of he country recover from terrorist incidents. Between 2007 and 2008, the
percentage that agreed increased from 54.0% to 55.3% (sig chi square = -D60GA).

Baptists and women were less likely than others to agree that US citizens have a responsibili
to help those in other parts of the country recover from a terrorist attack. In contrast, older
and more educated people are more likely to agree that such an obligation eSigyhtly more

than half (52.4%) agreed that such an obligation also exikir environmental disasters. This

did not change significantly between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square = R&8)blicans and
Baptists are also less likely than others to agree that US citizens have a responsibility to help
others recover from envinemental disasters, though the impact of religion decreases from

2007 to 2008. In contrast again, older and more educated people are more likely to be helpful.
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PERSONAL and POLICY CHANGES Psychologlgal Political & Social Characteristics Personal Characteristics
Characteristics

Significant Relationships are noted as either] Party = Military  Religion= DC to NY( Gender= Race = . Family
. . BSI PTSD . . . . s Age Education
positive or negative Republican Service  Baptist Region Female White Income

I am willing to sacrifice personal liberties for +, declininc . +, declining
the sake of security in response to terrorism impact impact

+

A more restrictive immigration policy is
beneficial to the national security of the US

+ + + + - +

A more restrictive immigration policy is
beneficial to my personal security

US policy in Iraq should not be altered by ris!
financial costs

US palicy in Irag should not be altered by ris:
numbers of casualties

US policy in Irag should not be altered by thq
increasing length of time it takes to achieve + + +
objectives

The US benefits from acting alone when
responding to security threats

The US benefits from acting in cooperation
with others when responding to security
threats

US citizens have a responsibility to help tho{
in other parts of the country recover from a - - + +
terrorist attack

US citizens have a responsibility to help tho{
in other parts of the country recover from
natural disasters

-, declining . +, declining
impact impact

+

-, declining
impact

* Questions about immigration were asked in 2008 only.

IX. Assessment of Success and Personal Outlook
Turbulence

The majority of Americansontinue toconsider changgtaking place to be turbulent
and disorderly, but the proportioof people who do s@s declining (sig. chi square = .005,-tau
=-.035). The percentage of Americans who feel that change taking place today tends to be
turbulent and disorérly declined from 59.5% in 2007 to 55% in 2008. People with high BSI
scoreswho are white, older, have more education and highmomes tend to see more
turbulence and disorder than otherghough the impact of race and incond@ninish between
2007 and2008 (2 < .05).Republicans and Baptistsee lessurbulence(pg: < .05).

Given the perception of turbulence, it is not surprising that only about one fifth of the
population agrees that they amonfident in predicting what is likely to happennte and my
FLYAET & Ay OKSuUnike tieambderath$ geicdptdrpaf turbulence, however,
confidence in predicting the future declindégtween 2007 and 200&ig. chi square = .001,
tau-b =-.013). The percentage of peom@&pressing confidende predicting the futurestayed

¥p<.075
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about the same, droppinffom 22.6% to 22.4%, while the proportion expressing disagreement
grew from 31.9% to 35.4% between 2007 and 2008. Women and those with higher levels of
education were less likely to express confidetitan others (p1< .05) The marginal impact of
these variables does not change significantly between 2007 and ZB8B.PTSD, political party,
age, race, income, military service, religion and region are insignificant.

The World is Turbulent and Confident in Predicting what
Disorderly will happen to me and my

family
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Economic Outlook

¢CKS LlzofA0Qa LISNE2YIf YR yIFidA2ylf SO2y2YA
(sig. chi square =.013 and.000; 4aw-.036 and-.126, respectively). The percentage of
LIS2LX S 6K2 FINBSR GKIFG (KISANI GABNGE 2R Of SYORK 21
nnow:T (KS LISNOSydGr3IS 2F GK2aS gK2 aANBSR (K|
even more, dropping from 28.2% to 18.1%. Republicans, better educated and wealthier people
are more likely to be optimisticheut their personal economic prospects than others; those
with high BSI scores, whitéand womeri’ are less so ¢ < .05). None of these coefficients
change significantly between 2007 and 2008 ¢p.05). Older people join Republicans as being
more optimistic about the national economy than others; people with high BSI scores, Whites

¥p = 001
Y'p =062

¥p=.082
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and women are less sodp< .05).The marginal impact of these variables does not change
significantly between 2007 and 2008.

Economic Outlook

1998

35.0%

m Personal m Personal

® National u National

39

SecurityOutlook

¢ KS Lz f A OQa drodpecssdodiMBoying natidnal 8euBity did not change
significantly between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square = .29&)roximately 55.7% of the
populationagreeshat national security will improve in the next dedeis high 44.3% say it is
low. In comparison, the proportion of the population that considered the likelihood that their
personal security will improve in the next decade rose from 43.4% to 52.4% between 2007 and
2008(sig. chi square = .000, tdu= .085). Those with PTSD and Republicans are more likely
than others to be optimistic about the improvement in national security, those with high BSI
scores and higher levels of education are less gp{05). The impact of BSI, however,
declines ovetime (ps2=.092). Republicans are also more optimistic about the impnevé in
their personal security; while thodggher levels of B&ind higher levels of educatiare less
SO (1< .05) The marginal impact of these variables does not changed®12007 and 2008
(ps2> .05). The other variables are insignificant.
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Likelihood that Security Outlook
Will Improve in Next Decade
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Successfuture Defense and Responsiveness to Traumatic Events

Public assessment of the effectiveness of the War on Terror and 8adbility to
prevert and respond natural disasters have begamerally positive. Ironically, despite a large
public outcry in response tdS actions followingurricaneKatrina, the publi® assessment of
US preparednesagainstenvironmental disasters improved between 20&7d 2008, while its
assessment of US preparedness regarding terrorism has remsiiatc

American assessments of teéfectiveness of thé { 3 2 @ S NamM¥sHofesidase
to terrorism did not change significantly between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chiesgudi61). On
average, 41.1% of Americans agree that U.S. actions at home since 9/11 have decreased the
threat of terrorism, 27.9% disagre®epublicans, older people, and those with military service
are more likely to assess the US domestic responsiiyalg; those with high BSI scores are
less likely to do soThe marginal impact of these variables does not change significantly
between 2007 and 2008PTSD, education, race, gender, religion, and region are insignificant.

¢ KS Lldssdssiménfai theffectiveness ofhe USA 2 @ S NJ/ iMt&nyaiioaé
response to terrorism improved slightly (sig. chi square = .086htau081). The proportion of
people who agree that US actions abroad since 9/11 decreased the threat of terrorism rose
from 30.6% td34.1%, while the number who disagreed declined from Bt@ 33.7%.
Republicans and those with military service are more likely than others to assess the US
international responséavorably those with more education are less likely to do s& €.05).
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The marginal impact of these variables does not change significantly between 2007 and 2008.
BSI, PTSD, age, race, gender, income religion and region are insignificant.

TRS Lidzo f A OQa | & abflity ta defend itselPagaindt K8 respondtaororist
attacks did not change between 2007 and 2008 (sig. chi square = .353 and .518, respectively).
Almost half of the public agrees that the US is better able to defend itself against terrorism
(44.6%)and is better able to respond to an attack (4%pBthan it was before 9/11 (25.8% and
22.8% disagree, respectively). Republicans and older p€apkemore likely than others to
agree that the US is better able to defend itself against terrorism, and Republics, older people
and whites are more likeljntan others to agree that the US is better able to respond to terrorist
attacks (p1< .05). Those with high levels of BSI are more likely to disagree on both isgues (p
.05). The marginal impact of these variables does not change significantly be®@@&hand
2008. PTSD, education, gender, income, military service, religion and region are insignificant.

{ A& o0SddSNI LINJ

Defend AgainsiTerrorism Respond to TerrorisAttacks

| Strongly Disagree
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¢KS LlzofAO0Qa laaSaaySyid 2F G4KS '{ loAatAade
environmental disastereemains low, buimproved between 2007 and 20@8ig. chi square =
.019 and .000; tadp = .043 and .060, respectivel\Between 2007 and 2008, the percentage of
people who agree that the United States is better able to protect itself from environmental
disasters than befie Katrina increased from one fifth (20.4%) to one fourth (25.0%), while the

¥p = 085
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percentage who disagree decreased from 41.4% to 38.9%. Similarly, the percentage of people
who agree that the United States is better able to respond to natural disasters gettdeom

just over one quarter (28.6%) to more than one third (34.3%), while the percentage who
disagree declined from 35.3% to 31.0%.

Republicans and those with military service are more likely than others to assess US
defensive and responsive capabilitissnatural disastersptimistically(pg1< .05). Women are
also more likely than others to consider the US better able to respond to environmental
disasters than before Katrin@s; = .09). In contrast, those with highdevels of education are
less likely to agree that the US ability to protect itself from natural disasters has impraoyed (p
.05). The marginal impact of these variables does not change significantly between 2007 and
2008. BDI, HSD, age, race, incomeligion, and region are insignificant.

Overall Trajectory of the Country

The majority of the population continues to feel that the country has gotten off track
and is generally going in the wrong direction. This feeling did not ch&igg#icantlybetween
HAntT YR Hanny 6&dA3Id OKA alda NB I omMpnood Cdzf f
O2dzy UNE KI @S 3200Sy 2FF (NI O1Z¢ YR 2yt& Hy O
R A NB O Répablitans are more éky than others o feel thatthings are genally going in



