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Introduction 
This technical report presents the methodology and findings for the Attitudes to Authority 

during COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey (herein referred to as the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey). The 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was fielded via Facebook in November 2020, six months after the 

first wave survey was completed (see Murphy, Williamson, Sargeant, & McCarthy, 2020a). 

The follow-up COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey sought to gauge participants’ attitudes to authorities 

and their handling of the COVID-19 pandemic months after the pandemic started in March 

2020 and when work and life routines in the states and territories in Australia, with the 

exception of the state of Victoria, were returning to normality. The COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey 

enabled change in attitudes from early in the pandemic to be tracked. In addition, and due to 

increasing traction from conspiracy theories relating to COVID-19, a series of new questions 

were included in the second wave survey to assess the prevalence of conspiracy beliefs in the 

Australian population and how these were associated with attitudes toward the authorities.  

 The following sections of this report present: (a) the background literature informing 

the project, (b) the aims of the project, (c) the methodology used to collect the COVID-19 Wave 

2 Survey data, and (d) a summary of the main findings obtained from the survey. Following 

this, the items used to construct key measures in the survey are presented. The actual survey 

instrument used for the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey is then presented at the back of this report, 

with a detailed breakdown of participant responses provided to each survey item. 

Background: The COVID-19 Pandemic 

Australia reported its first confirmed case of the novel coronavirus (COVID-19) in 

Sydney on 26 January 2020. In the weeks following, the number of confirmed cases across the 

country rose dramatically, spurring a decision by the Australian Government to close national 

borders on 20 March 2020. This was followed by a closure of internal state and territory 

borders, and the introduction of a series of restrictions that limited public gatherings and 

freedom of movement. During the most restrictive nationwide lockdown period (15 March to 

1 May 2020), travelling to and from medical appointments or work (if work could not be done 

at home), shopping for ‘essential’ supplies, and exercise in one’s local area, were the only 

activities allowable outside the home. People were also forbidden to socialise with friends or 

family in their own homes. 
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The enforcement of COVID-19 social distancing restrictions within Australia, in addition 

to its swift closure of internal and national borders, contributed to its success in curbing the 

spread of the virus (approximately 7,400 confirmed cases and 102 deaths as of June 2020). 

However, as restrictions began to ease, a surge in cases in Victoria created a significant public 

health concern for Victoria. At the beginning of July 2020, the state of Victoria went into a 

second lockdown after a series of virus outbreaks across quarantine hotels, schools, hospitals 

and public housing apartment blocks led to a surge in case numbers in Melbourne. Victoria 

was the epicentre of Australia’s second wave of COVID-19, with daily infection rates in 

Victoria rising from less than 20 in June to over 700 by the end of July 2020 (Mercer, 2020). 

Victorians remained in lockdown for 112 days, with restrictions finally easing in October 2020 

(the time at which the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was fielded). 

The second wave of coronavirus in Victoria accounted for approximately 90% of 

Australia’s total death tally (n=820), which as of 27th January 2021 sits at 909 deaths and 

28,780 cases. However, the strict enforcement of social distancing measures and travel 

restrictions has meant Australia has been able to contain the spread of the virus. Nonetheless, 

the prolonged enforcement of social distancing measures has also seen reductions in 

compliance with restrictions (Murphy, Williamson, Sargeant, & McCarthy, 2020b), defiant 

behaviour toward police directives seeking to enforce restrictions (McCarthy, Murphy, 

Sargeant, & Williamson, 2021), and public support for conspiracy theories pertaining to the 

COVID-19 pandemic (Imhoff & Lamberty, 2020; Miller, 2020; Murphy, 2020).  

The ‘Attitudes to Authority during COVID-19 Survey’  

 The Attitudes to Authority During COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey (i.e., COVID-19 Wave 2 

Survey) is an online survey developed to gauge Australians’ attitudes towards mandatory 

restrictions introduced to limit the spread of the COVID-19 pandemic, to examine participants’ 

feelings towards COVID-19 and its impacts on participants’ lives, to understand public 

attitudes toward authorities during a pandemic outbreak, and to gauge participants’ attitudes 

towards conspiracy theories pertaining to the pandemic. The survey captured participants’ 

attitudes towards authorities generally, before examining perceptions specific to their handling 

of the COVID-19 pandemic response. Questions pertained to attitudes towards state and federal 

government authorities, health authorities, and police. Participants were also asked how the 

COVID-19 pandemic had impacted them personally, as well as their beliefs about COVID-19 

and conspiracy theories related to the pandemic. To ascertain how Australians’ attitudes have 
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changed over the course of the pandemic, the findings from the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey can 

be compared directly to survey results from the Attitudes to Authority during COVID-19 Wave 

1 Survey (see Murphy et al, 2020a). The COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey canvassed the attitudes of 

adult participants (i.e., 17+ years) from all states and territories in Australia.  

 This technical report is divided into four parts. Part 1 outlines the methodology of the 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey, including the sampling strategy, response rates, sample 

representativeness, and an overview of the key concepts and how they were measured. Part 2 

summarises the preliminary findings from the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. Part 3 details the 

items used to construct the scales that represent each of the key concepts outlined in Part 2 of 

this report. Finally, Part 4 presents the codebook, which outlines all of the questions in the 

survey, as well as a breakdown of participant responses to each question and any missing data 

for each item. Several appendices containing data from the survey are also presented.
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Part 1: Survey Methodology 

Overview of the Survey 

 The COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was designed to gauge participants’ perceptions of 

mandatory restrictions introduced to address the COVID-19 pandemic, participants’ reflections 

on how the pandemic had affected their lives, participants’ general attitudes towards authorities 

as well as their attitudes towards how authorities have handled the COVID-19 pandemic. The 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey also included a series of questions that asked participants’ about 

their beliefs about COVID-19 and various conspiracy theories related to the pandemic. The full 

survey included 201 questions, was administered online via Facebook, and took approximately 

30 minutes for participants to complete. 

 There were five sections in the survey, each section containing multiple questions. 

Section 1 of the survey included a range of demographic background questions. These were 

included to ascertain how people in different situations or from diverse backgrounds respond 

to the pandemic. Section 2 asked about general thoughts regarding police and government in 

Australia. Section 3 included a range of questions that asked participants about their opinions 

of powers granted to police and government personnel in Australia to address the COVID-19 

pandemic. Section 4 comprised a series of questions gauging the extent to which COVID-19 

had impacted participants’ lives (e.g., physical health, mental health, employment, etc). The 

fifth and final section of the survey included a range of new questions not asked in the Wave 1 

survey that asked participants’ their beliefs about the COVID-19 pandemic and various 

conspiracy theories related to the pandemic.  

Survey Procedure 

Limesurvey was used to design and construct the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. Participants 

were recruited through Facebook (see Appendix A for the advertisement and further 

information) and surveys were completed online by directing Facebook participants to the 

provided Limesurvey weblink in the advertisement. Eligibility criteria were placed on survey 

respondents, with only Australian Facebook users and those aged 17+ years being eligible to 

participate. A convenience sample of 1,435 participants was recruited during the survey 

fielding period. However, after removing participants who had not completed the survey in full 
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(n=548), or who had answered a validity check question incorrectly (n=108), this resulted in a 

final useable sample size of 779 participants.  

Data collection began at 5pm Australian day light saving time on Thursday 22 October 

2020 and the recruitment advertisement published on Facebook closed at 5pm on Thursday 12 

November 2020 (thus, the survey was fielded through Facebook for a total of 21 days). At the 

conclusion of the survey, participants had the option of entering into a prize draw to win a $100 

gift voucher. Those wanting to enter the prize draw were directed to a separate website to 

collect their personal details. As the survey was advertised as an anonymous survey, this 

ensured identifying information was not linked to survey responses.  

Limesurvey enables users to download data in a variety of formats. A CSV file containing 

all survey responses was exported from Limesurvey. It was subsequently cleaned and 

converted to an SPSS data file to conduct the analyses presented in this report.  

Sampling Design and Creation 

As previously mentioned, the survey was conducted through Limesurvey, which is an 

online survey platform, and participant recruitment occurred through an advertisement 

published on Facebook. Facebook is becoming a well-known platform for conducting research 

(Samuels & Zucco, 2013) and has been used to recruit participants across disciplines including 

health (Pedersen & Kurz, 2016), education (Forgasz, Tan, Leder, & McLeod, 2017) and social 

science (Brickman Bhutta, 2012).  

While using Facebook meant that a convenience sampling approach was utilised, 

Facebook was the most practicable option to collect the data for several reasons. Firstly, it was 

cost-effective. Secondly, recruiting participants through Facebook may have alleviated the 

potential for certain biases. For example, using a platform such as Qualtrics, where people 

register to complete surveys in exchange for money, may mean that survey results are biased 

because participants may be motivated by the monetary gain rather than the value of the 

research. Facebook may attract a range of potential participants from diverse backgrounds to 

complete the survey. Prior research shows that surveys advertised through social media sites 

such as Facebook are also more likely to attract younger participants (Ramo & Prochaska, 

2012). This overcomes the problem of many other survey methods which tend to over-represent 

older participants. Moreover, as Facebook is not traditionally used to conduct research, it may 

have attracted participants more genuinely interested in the study. Thirdly, Facebook is the 

dominant social media platform in Australia, and almost 60% of the Australian population are 
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active Facebook users (SocialMediaNews.com.au, 2020). Also, when initiating a survey 

advertisement on Facebook, the advertisement is automatically promoted on Instagram. As 

Instagram is the third most used social media platform in Australia (SocialMediaNews.com.au, 

2020), utilising Facebook (and Instagram) as a conduit to collect data may have enabled the 

net to be cast more widely than other sampling methods, and thus attracted a more 

representative sample of Australian participants to complete the survey. 

The Facebook Ad Manager 

Facebook has an Ad Manager feature which enables a user to create their own 

advertisement for potential participants to click on (see Appendix A for a visual depiction of 

the advertisement used for the present study). The advertisement was featured through Griffith 

University’s Griffith Criminology Institute Facebook page. The process to recruit participants 

was as follows:  

à If a Facebook user was interested in finding out more information about the study or 

if they wished to complete the survey they could click on the “sign up” button on the 

advertisement. 

à Upon clicking the “sign up” link, potential participants were taken to a Limesurvey 

website where the landing page of the survey was. Here they read through an 

information sheet and electronically consented to participate in the study before being 

directed to the survey questions. 

The Facebook Ad Manager provides estimated sample sizes that might be yielded based 

on the length of time the survey will be fielded and the specified budget. When specifying a 

21-day duration and a budget of $1000, the estimated daily results were predicted to be 121-

800 clicks of the advertisement by Facebook users. The aim was to gauge how many people 

on average were participating in the survey over a one-week period and adjusting the budget 

accordingly to ensure the minimum desired sample was achieved.  

Survey Qualification  

 Facebook draws on a set budget amount and bids on behalf of the researcher for 

advertising space. Advertising space is selected based on the location most likely to attract the 

desired participants (e.g., based on demographic parameters set by the researcher). For the 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey, parameters included any person over the age of 17 living in 

Australia. The parameters in the Facebook Ad Manager can also be manipulated during the 
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data collection phase. Key demographics such as age, gender, and the location of the participant 

can be altered to target more specific groups. For example, partway through data collection for 

the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey, the sample was skewed towards females. Thus, the parameters 

were altered so the advertisement was targeted solely to males for a period of time to rebalance 

the gender profile. Once the gender ratio evened out, the parameters were again reset to target 

both male and female adults living in Australia. 

On October 28th, 2020 at approximately 7pm ADST, the survey team received an email 

from Facebook Ad Manager advising that the survey advertisement had been removed from 

Facebook for breaching their advertising policy. After liaising with a Facebook representative, 

the survey team ascertained that the survey advertisement had been removed because it 

referenced COVID-19. Facebook have put in place restrictions around what can be advertised 

that relates to COVID-19. The survey team was provided a link that detailed the COVID-19 

related content that has been prohibited to advertise through Facebook 

(https://www.facebook.com/business/help/1123969894625935). However, the COVID-19 

Wave 2 Survey was found not to breach these rules. The representative reviewed the 

advertisement and the survey was reactivated. The survey was not active on Facebook for 

approximately 1.5 hours due to this issue.  

As the Facebook advertisement enables users to post comments, a range of comments 

were received throughout the duration of the survey fielding period. Users were advised that 

all comments would be moderated by the research team. If the comment included a question 

relevant to the study, it was answered, otherwise it was hidden from view.  

Survey Response Rate  

 Facebook provides information on the outcomes of the advertisement. Firstly, it 

provides the impressions of the advertisement, which show the number of times that a 

Facebook advertisement was on-screen (across Facebook and Instagram on a computer, tablet, 

and mobile device). The reach of the advertisement represents how many Facebook users 

viewed the advertisement at least once. Finally, the results show how many Facebook users 

clicked on the advertisement to go to the survey landing page. There were a total of 2,004 clicks 

on the Facebook advertisement during the time it was live. From here, 1,435 consented to 

participate in the survey after reading more information about the study and were subsequently 

directed to the survey instrument on Limesurvey. This represented an 71.6% response rate 

(1,435 consents / 2,004 clicks on the Facebook advertisement). However, upon analysis of the 
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data, participants who had accessed the survey but not completed the survey (n=548) were 

removed. A total of 887 participants completed a survey in full. Of these, 108 had incorrectly 

responded to a validation check question and were also removed, leaving a total useable sample 

size of 779 participants. The validation check question was used to ascertain if participants 

were reading the survey questions carefully. The usable sample of 779 represents a 38.9% 

adjusted response rate. This final adjusted response rate represents the proportion of people 

who correctly completed the survey in full after clicking on the survey link (N=2,004; see Table 

1).  

 

Table 1. Response Rate for the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey 

Facebook Response Rate  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Total N 

Impressions from the Facebook Advertisement 123,560a 

Reach of the Facebook Advertisement 68,368b 

Results from the Facebook Advertisement  2,004 

Surveys Fully Completed 887 

Surveys Partially Completed 548 

     Initial Response Rate 71.6%c 

Participants who Incorrectly Responded to Validation Check Questions  108 

Final Usable Surveys 779 

     Final Response Rate  38.9%d 

a Impressions are the number of times the advertisement was shown on the user’s screen either via Facebook or 

Instagram. This figure may include numerous views of the advertisement by the same individuals; b The reach 

represents the number of people who viewed the advertisement at least one time; c Surveys Fully Completed as a 

proportion of Results from the Facebook Advertisement; d Final Usable Surveys as a proportion of Results from 

the Facebook Advertisement. 
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Sample Representativeness  

 While the survey relied on a convenience sample of Australian Facebook users, the 

representativeness of the survey sample was ascertained by comparing key demographic 

variables provided by respondents with Australian population data on the same measures. 

Survey response demographics were compared with the most recent 2016 Australian census 

data. Table 2 highlights a slight over-representation of females in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey 

(by 2.2%; see Table 2).  

 

Table 2. Comparison of Gender between COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey and 2016 Census 

Sample group Sample 

% 

Census 

% 

Absolute 

difference 

% 

Male 47.1 49.3 -2.2 

Female  52.9 50.7 +2.2 

Total 100.0 100.0  

  

 There were some slight differences in age group when comparing the COVID-19 Wave 

2 Survey with census data (see Table 3). Specifically, in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey there 

was a substantial over-representation of participants in the 55-64 age groups and a slight over-

representation of those in the 45-54 age group, while participants in all other age groups were 

slightly under-represented. We expected that our sample would under-represent the 15-19-year 

age group because the COVID-19 Survey only recruited participants aged 17+ years. 
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Table 3. Comparison of Age between COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey and 2016 Census 

Sample group Sample 

% 

Census 

% 

Absolute 

difference 

% 

15-19* 0.6 7.5 -6.9 

20-24  1.0 8.2 -7.2 

25-34 5.7 17.7 -12.0 

35-44 13.5 16.5 -3.0 

45-54 25.3 16.3 +9.0 

55-64 30.3 14.5 +15.8 

65+ 23.5 16.8 -6.7 

Total 100.0 100.0  

* Note: ABS census data only provides figures for the 15-19 age group. We expected our sample to under-

represent the 15-19-year age range because our survey only recruited participants aged 17+. The youngest 

participant in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was 18 years old.  

 

As can be seen in Table 4, there was no difference amongst respondents who completed 

the COVID-19 Survey who were born in Australia when compared to census proportions. 

Specifically, 73.7% of the survey sample reported that they were born in Australia, which 

mirrors officially recorded rates of country of birth status in the 2016 Australian Census. 

 

Table 4. Comparison of Australian-born vs. Overseas Born Participants between 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey and 2016 Census 

Sample group Sample 

% 

Census 

% 

Absolute 

difference 

% 

Australian born 73.7 73.7 - 

Overseas born  26.3 26.3 - 

Total 100.0 100.0  
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When comparing sample proportions of educational attainment from the COVID-19 

Wave 2 Survey with census data, there were some differences (see Table 5). In the COVID-19 

Wave 2 Survey, participants who had a bachelor’s degree or higher were substantially over-

represented when compared to census proportions. Those who had not completed high school 

were correspondingly underrepresented.  

 

Table 5. Comparison of Educational Attainment between COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey and 

2016 Census 

Sample group Sample 

% 

Census 

% 

Absolute 

difference 

% 

No educational attainment 0.1 0.8 -0.7 

Did not complete high school 5.8 23.7 -17.9 

Completed high school  11.4 15.7 -4.3 

Trade/technical certificate or diploma 13.7 24.7 -11.0 

Bachelor’s Degree and above  48.5 22.0 +26.5 

Total 100.0 100.0  

 

Finally, participants were asked which Australian state or territory they resided in. From 

here, the proportion of people living in each state/territory was compared to census data. As 

outlined in Table 6, participants who reported that they lived in Victoria and Queensland were 

over-represented in the survey. The former over-representation may be due to the fact that at 

the time of fielding the survey, participants in Victoria were emerging from a 112-day 

lockdown period to curb the spread of the virus. The latter over-representation could be 

attributed to the fact that the survey was initially disseminated through Griffith University’s 

Facebook page; researchers at Griffith University, which is a Queensland-based University. 

Overall, the sample was not representative of the overall Australian population.  Highly 

educated and older Victorians were more likely to participate in the research.  This is not 

unexpected given that many Australian general population surveys tend to over-represent those 

who are older and those who are more highly educated (e.g., Murphy, Murphy, & Mearns, 

2010). 
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Table 6 Comparison of States and Territories of Residence between COVID-19 Wave 2 

Survey and 2016 Census 

Sample group Sample 

% 

Census 

% 

Absolute 

difference 

% 

Northern Territory 0.6 1.0 -0.5 

New South Wales 12.6 32.0 -19.4 

Australian Capital Territory  1.2 1.7 -0.5 

Queensland 24.4 20.0 +4.4 

Victoria  47.2 25.7 +21.5 

South Australia 4.0 7.0 -3.0 

Western Australia 7.1 10.5 -3.4 

Tasmania 3.0 2.1 +0.9 

Total 100.0 100.0  

 

 

Item Non-Response  

Item non-response in the COVID-19 Survey was low. Limesurvey enables users to 

download all responses, completed responses only, or partially completed responses only. Only 

completed responses were downloaded and formed part of the final dataset (n=779) to be 

cleaned. A missing data analysis was conducted but the majority of the items excluding skip 

questions returned a missing value count of 0 (0.0%). Only one item had a high missing value 

result. This can be explained by the fact that respondents were not eligible to answer those 

particular questions. Specifically, the one question containing high levels of missing data asked 

participants to identify how long they had lived in Australia (if they were born overseas) 

(73.7% missing). Non-response to this item was due to the fact that 26.3% of the sample was 

not born overseas and thus the follow-up question was not applicable to them.  
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Part 2: Preliminary Survey Findings 
 Part 2 of this technical report presents the findings from each of the five sections of the 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. The results presented here are descriptive only and do not seek to 

make any generalised conclusions about relationships between variables or measures. More 

detailed analyses using the data will be conducted at a later date and will be used to prepare 

academic publications. Note that Part 3 of this report will outline the items used to construct 

scales used in the analysis in this current section.  

Survey Section 1: Participant Background 

Demographic Composition of Sample 

 The first section of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey included demographic information 

about each participant. Some of these variables were compared to census data to determine 

their representativeness to general population statistics (these comparisons are outlined in Part 

1 of the technical report – see Tables 2 to 6).  

 As can be seen in Table 7, 46.6% of the survey sample were male, while 52.4% were 

female (1% identified their gender as ‘other’). Participants ranged in age from 18-83, with the 

average age being 54.3 (SD = 12.5) and the median age being 56. The majority of participants 

were born in Australia (73.7%). Of those who were not born in Australia (n=205), the majority 

of this sub-sample had lived in Australia for more than ten years (92.7%). The remaining sub-

sample had lived in Australia for 5-9 years (4.4%), followed by those who had lived in 

Australia for less than five years (2.9%).   

 In terms of race and ethnicity, the vast majority of the sample reported being Caucasian 

(94.4%), followed by Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander participants (1.2%), and Asian 

(e.g., Chinese, Japanese) participants, who represented 0.8% of the sample. The remaining 

sample comprised of South Asian (e.g., Indian, Pakistani) participants (0.3%), and those who 

reported being Black African (e.g., Sudanese, Kenyan), Middle Eastern (e.g., Lebanese, Syrian, 

etc.), and Pacific Islander (e.g., Tongan, Fijian, Maori) participants who represented 1.0% of 

the sample respectively.  

 For educational attainment, almost a quarter of the sample had a bachelor’s degree 

(24.3%). Those with a diploma or advanced diploma comprised another 20.4% of the sample. 

Participants who completed a postgraduate degree and those with a trade or technical certificate 
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both represented 13.7% of the sample. With respect to employment status, the majority of 

participants reported that they worked full-time (34.5%), were retired (23.4%), or worked part-

time (19.0%). Participants were also asked if they had lost their jobs because of the COVID-

19 pandemic. Just over thirteen percent (13.2%) stated that they had.  

 Participants were asked to report the state or territory that they resided in. The majority 

of the sample reported residing in Victoria (47.2%) followed by participants from Queensland 

(29.4%) and New South Wales (12.6%). Figure 1 presents the proportion of survey respondents 

from each state and territory of Australia (see Figure 1). 

 

Figure 1. Number and Percentage of Participants Living in each Australian 

State/Territory  

  

 Finally, participants were asked about their political orientation in Section 1 of the 

COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. In Australia, political affiliation is described as either left leaning 

(socialist e.g., the Australian Labor Party (ALP); the Greens) and right leaning (conservative 

55 
7.1% 

5 
0.6% 

31 
4.0% 

190 
29.4% 

9 
1.2% 

23 
3.0% 

368 
47.2% 

98 
12.6% 
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e.g., the Liberal National Party (LNP); Family First). This item was measured on a 1 (left) to 

4 (centre) to 7 (right) scale. On average, the majority of participants reported being more 

centred than left-leaning or right-leaning on the 7-point scale. As shown in Table 7, over thirty 

per cent (32.3%) of the sample reported being in the middle of the scale, 5.8% identified as 

very left-leaning (i.e., more liberal), and 4.7% reported being very right-leaning (i.e., more 

conservative). 

 

Table 7. Summary of Demographic Background Variables 

Variable  % N 

Gender 

Male  46.6 363 

Female  52.4 408 

Other 1.0 8 

Race/Ethnicity  

Caucasian  94.4 735 

Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander 1.2 9 

Asian (e.g., Chinese; Japanese) 0.8 6 

South Asian (e.g., Indian, Pakistani) 0.3 2 

Middle Eastern (e.g., Lebanese) 0.1 1 

Black African (e.g., Sudanese, Kenyan) 0.1 1 

Pacific Islander (e.g., Tongan, Maori) 0.1 1 

Other 3.1 24 

Educational Attainment 

Did not have any/much formal schooling   0.1 1 

Primary school 0.3 2 

Junior secondary/intermediate/form 4/year 10 5.5 43 

Senior secondary/leaving/form 6/year 12 11.4 89 

Trade/Technical Certificate  13.7 107 

Diploma or Advanced Diploma 20.4 159 
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Variable  % N 

Bachelor’s Degree 24.3 189 

Graduate Certificate/Graduate Diploma 10.5 82 

Postgraduate Degree 13.7 107 

Employment Status 

Working full time  34.5 269 

Working part-time or casually 19.0 148 

Retired 23.4 182 

Unemployed but seeking work 6.2 48 

Unemployed but not seeking work 1.7 13 

Home duties 3.7 29 

Studying 2.3 18 

Studying and working 2.3 18 

Other 6.9 54 

State/Territory of Residence   

ACT  1.2 9 

NSW 12.6 98 

NT 0.6 5 

QLD 29.4 190 

SA 4.0 31 

TAS 3.0 23 

VIC 47.2 368 

WA 7.1 55 

Lost your job because of COVID-19 

Yes  13.2 103 

No 86.8 676 

Born in Australia 

Yes  73.7 574 

No 26.3 205 
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Variable  % N 

Length of Time in Australia for overseas-born participants 

Less than 5 years  2.9 6 

5-9 years 4.4 9 

10+ years 92.7 190 

Political Orientation  

1 

very left-wing 

2 3 4 

centre 

5 6 7 

very right-wing 

5.8 10.1 11.8 32.3 21.1 14.1 4.7 
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Survey Section 2: Your Attitudes toward Authority  

 Section 2 of the survey included a range of questions that asked participants about how 

they viewed themselves, as well as their general attitudes towards authorities, including police 

and the government.  

2.1 Law-abiding Identity  

 People can be members of various groups in society and may identify with one group 

more so than another and identification with particular groups can shape how people perceive 

authorities or social issues (Huo, 2003). Groups that people can identify with might include 

their ethnicity, their citizenship, or the nation in which one lives (e.g., Australia or being 

Australian) or being a law-abiding citizen. Given the aim of this research was to understand 

how individuals perceive authorities and to understand compliance with social distancing 

restrictions, Section 2 of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey used a number of different statements 

to measure participants’ level of identification as law-abiding citizens (e.g., ‘I identify strongly 

as a law-abiding person’). People who see themselves as law-abiding are more likely to 

comply with laws and rules (Braithwaite, 2009).  

 Each statement contained in the law-abiding identity scale was followed by a 1 (strongly 

disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) response scale, with higher scores on each indicating stronger 

identification as a law-abiding citizen. An examination of the mean scores of the law-abiding 

identity scale (see Table 8) shows that participants identified positively with their law-abiding 

identity (Scale Mean = 3.97; SD = 0.92). 

 

Table 8. Descriptive Statistics for Identity 

Identity Scales 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I identify strongly as a law-abiding citizen 4.30 0.96 

Being a law-abiding citizen is important to the way I think of myself as 

a person 
3.91 1.13 

It is important for me to be seen by others as a law-abiding person 3.72 1.10 

Law-abiding Identity Scale 3.97 0.92 
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2.2 General Attitudes towards Authorities 

One of the key aims of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was to gauge respondents’ 

attitudes toward authority during the COVID-19 pandemic. To do so, a series of items was first 

included to measure general attitudes towards the police in Australia. Included items were 

designed to measure concepts such as identity/solidarity with police, trust and confidence in 

police, and perceptions of police use of procedural justice in general. Survey participants were 

also asked about their level of general defiance and compliance toward police and the law in 

Australia, as well as their general level of support for various strategies police use to implement 

their authority. In the following sections, measures regarding authorities generally will be 

covered first, followed by those pertaining to government and those relating to police. 

2.2.1 General Respect for Authorities  

Table 9 presents descriptive statistics for the extent to which Australians said they 

respected and felt a duty to obey authorities in general. Surprisingly, participants were not in 

agreement that authorities should always be treated with respect or obeyed (Scale Mean = 2.55; 

SD = 1.26). The average of the 2-item general respect for authorities scale was below the 

midpoint of the 5-point scale. 

 

Table 9. Descriptive Statistics for General Respect for Authorities 

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)  

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

We should treat authorities with respect because they are in the best 

position to know what is good for our country 
2.64 1.33 

Authorities should be obeyed because they are in the best position to 

know what is good for our country 
2.46 1.28 

General Respect for Authorities Scale  2.55 1.26 

 

 

The COVID-19 Wave 12 Survey also included a variety of questions designed to assess 

Australians’ general attitudes toward their own State/Territory government. Questions 

measured general trust in authorities and confidence in government and assessed how morally 

aligned the Government was perceived to be with Australian values. Questions about the 



 20 

State/Territory Governments were included as State/Territory Governments in Australia were 

responsible for creating, amending, and easing restrictions in response to the COVID-19 

pandemic in their respective jurisdiction.  

 

2.2.2 Trust and Confidence in State/Territory Government  

Two items were included to measure participants’ trust and confidence in their 

State/Territory Government (e.g., ‘I have trust and confidence in my State/Territory 

Government’). A higher mean score on this scale suggests participants are more trusting and 

confident in their State/Territory Government. Results in Table 10 demonstrate that on average, 

participants were not very trusting of their State/Territory Government (Scale Mean = 2.29; 

SD = 1.50).  

 

Table 10. Descriptive Statistics for Trust and Confidence in State/Territory Government  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)  

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I have confidence in my State/Territory Government 2.34 1.55 

I trust my State/Territory Government to act in the best interests of all 

Australians 
2.24 1.51 

Trust and Confidence in State/Territory Government Scale  2.29 1.50 

 

2.2.3 Moral Alignment: State/Territory Government  

Two survey items were included to measure how much participants felt their 

State/Territory government was morally aligned to the values of most Australians (e.g., ‘I 

generally support the decisions made by my State/Territory Government’). To be morally 

aligned with the public means that the authority shares the same sense of right and wrong as 

the public, and also shares the same values as the public they serve. Items comprising the moral 

alignment scale were measured on a 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) scale. Higher 

mean scores indicate that participants felt the State/Territory government was more morally 

aligned with the public. As can be seen in Table 11 participants did not generally believe their 

own State/Territory government was morally aligned with the public (Scale Mean = 2.37; SD 

= 1.35).  
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Table 11. Descriptive Statistics for Moral Alignment: State/Territory Government  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)  

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I generally support the decisions made by my State/Territory 

Government 
2.49 1.44 

My State/Territory Government usually acts in ways that are consistent 

with my own ideas about what is right and wrong 
2.25 1.36 

Moral Alignment: State/Territory Government Scale   2.37 1.35 

 

2.2.4 General Trust and Confidence in Police 

 Public trust and confidence in police is crucial to ensuring people perceive police as 

legitimate. It is also important for promoting adherence to rules and laws (Jackson & Bradford, 

2010). A police agency that is distrusted and lacks legitimacy will struggle to gain the willing 

cooperation of members of the public (Murphy, Mazerolle, & Bennett, 2014). Two survey 

items were included to measure participants’ general trust and confidence in police (e.g., ‘I 

have confidence in police’). Again, statements were answered on a 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 

(strongly agree) scale, and a higher score on the trust scale is associated with stronger trust and 

confidence in police. The mean scale score suggests that participants were neither distrusting 

nor trusting of police in general (Scale Mean = 3.04; SD = 1.36; see Table 12).  

 

Table 12. Descriptive Statistics for General Trust and Confidence in Police  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

I have confidence in police 3.07 1.38 

I trust police to act in the best interests of the community  3.01 1.42 

General Trust and Confidence in Police Scale  3.04 1.36 
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2.2.5 Moral Alignment: Police   

 Research finds that the more morally aligned people feel the police are with their 

community, the more legitimate they are perceived to be by the public (Hough, Jackson, 

Bradford, Tilley, & Sidebottom, 2017). To be morally aligned with the public means that the 

authority shares the same sense of right and wrong as the public, and also shares the same 

values as the public they serve. If moral alignment is low, then authorities will struggle to win 

the support of the public. Hence, moral alignment is an important aspect to gauging the 

perceived legitimacy of police. Three items were adapted from Hough et al. (2017) to measure 

moral alignment in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey (e.g., ‘The police share the same values as 

people like me’). A higher score on the moral alignment scale suggests participants were more 

likely to agree that police are morally aligned with the views of the public. A moral alignment 

scale was created from the means of the three individual items. Overall, participants felt 

somewhat positively that police were morally aligned with the community they serve (Scale 

Mean = 3.17; SD = 1.26; see Table 13). 

 

Table 13. Descriptive Statistics for Moral Alignment: Police  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

I support the way the police usually act  3.27 1.29 

The police usually act in ways that are consistent with my own 

ideas about what is right and wrong  
3.08 1.31 

Moral Alignment: Police Scale  3.17 1.26 

 

2.2.6  Identity/Solidarity with Police 

 Three items were included in the survey to measure participants’ levels of identification 

and solidarity with the police (e.g., ‘I feel a sense of solidarity with police’). Research suggests 

that when people feel more identified with and more solidarity with police they are more 

willing to cooperate willingly with police (Murphy, Bradford, Sargeant, & Cherney, 2021). 

Higher scores on the 3-item ‘identity/solidarity with police’ scale indicated that participants 

identified more strongly with police. The combined scale showed that participants did not 

identify with or feel solidarity with police (Scale Mean = 2.74; SD = 1.17; see Table 14).  



 23 

 

Table 14. Descriptive Statistics for Identity/Solidarity with Police  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

I identify strongly with the police  2.72 1.26 

I feel a sense of solidarity with the police  2.70 1.30 

The values of most police officers are very similar to my own 2.80 1.20 

Identity/Solidarity with Police 2.74 1.17 

 

2.2.7  Police Procedural Justice: General  

 A large body of empirical research shows that police use of procedural justice is crucial 

for promoting trust in police as well as for fostering perceptions that police are legitimate (e.g., 

Hinds & Murphy, 2007; Murphy, Hinds, & Fleming, 2008; Sunshine & Tyler, 2003; Tyler, 

2006). Research also shows that procedural justice assessments are linked to willingness to 

cooperate willingly with police and the law (Murphy et al., 2008; Sunshine & Tyler, 2003). 

Procedural justice denotes the perceived fairness of the procedures and decision-making used 

by authorities and also includes how citizens perceive that police treat citizens (Tyler, 2006).  

Procedural justice assessments can be made in relation to general perceptions of how police 

behave or can assess the perceived treatment an individual experiences during an interaction 

with an authority. Hence, procedural justice can be measured by asking participants about 

actual experiences with police, or via their general perceptions of how they think police treat 

individuals in the community. Procedural justice typically comprises four elements, with each 

element able to be measured via survey items: perceived opportunity for voice; neutrality; 

fairness; and respect (Mazerolle et al., 2014). If police provide citizens with an opportunity to 

voice their side of the story, if they treat citizens respectfully and with dignity, if they 

communicate trustworthy motives, and if they are neutral in their decision-making then police 

will be seen to be acting in a more procedurally just manner (Tyler & Degoey, 1996; Tyler & 

Lind, 1992). The presence of each of these four elements of procedural justice contributes to 

prolonged public commitment to valuing an authority and complying and cooperating 

voluntarily with their rules and decisions.  
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 In the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey general perceptions of procedural justice were 

measured. Each of the four elements of procedural justice were represented by six measures in 

the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey (e.g., ‘Police treat people with dignity and respect’). A higher 

score on the overall procedural justice scale indicates that survey participants view police as 

more procedurally just. The mean score on this scale for the total sample demonstrates that, on 

average, participants did not perceive Australian police to be procedurally just, but the mean 

score fell close to the midpoint of the 5-point scale (Scale Mean = 2.76; SD = 1.13; see Table 

15). Interestingly, these procedural justice findings are somewhat more negative than in other 

general population surveys of the Australian public.  In general, Australians typically perceive 

police as procedurally just (see Hinds & Murphy, 2007; Murphy, 2009). It may reflect the 

sample who opted to complete the survey or the time period in which data was collected (i.e., 

during a pandemic when civil liberties were restricted).  

 

Table 15. Descriptive Statistics for Police Procedural Justice: General 

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

Police treat people with dignity and respect 3.04 1.31 

Police explain their decisions to the people they deal with 2.91 1.28 

Police let people speak before they make decisions 2.73 1.20 

Police make their decisions based upon facts, not personal 

biases 
2.72 1.24 

Police treat people fairly 2.75 1.25 

Police provide the same quality of service to all people 2.42 1.29 

Police Procedural Justice: General Scale  2.76 1.13 

 

2.2.8 Defiance and Compliance  

An important element of civil society is for people to respect authority and comply 

willingly with their decisions, rules and laws. A number of different scales were included in 

the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to assess Australians’ willingness to obey police and to comply 

and/or cooperate with police in informal social control by reporting crimes and victimisation 
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to police. Also measured were two types of defiant attitude people can express regarding 

police: resistant defiance and disengaged defiance. Defiance refers to an individual’s 

psychological position towards an authority and can be a pre-cursor to subsequent compliant 

or noncompliant behaviour (Braithwaite, 2003). Braithwaite (2003) suggests that those who 

hold resistant or disengaged postures toward an authority are less likely to comply or cooperate 

with authorities. These postures are used as a way of expressing defiance toward the authority. 

The following sections present how survey participants responded to these defiant posturing 

measures. Table 16 and Table 17 present the mean scores for these two types of defiance. 

 

2.2.9 Resistant Defiance  

Resistant defiance refers to a doubt that the police will act professionally and 

cooperatively with the public. As such, participants who express resistant defiance are more 

likely to view the police with hostility and may be more inclined to support actions or 

movements to reduce police powers (i.e., by taking a stand against police and resisting the 

power they yield). Four items were used to measure resistant defiance (e.g., ‘As a society we 

need more people willing to take a stand against rude police’). Higher scores on the scale 

indicate greater levels of resistant defiance (see Table 16). When looking at the mean scores 

for the resistant defiance scale, results show that participants were slightly resistant toward 

police power (Scale Mean = 3.84; SD = 0.85). 

 

Table 16. Descriptive Statistics for Resistant Defiance  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

It is important not to let the police push you around 3.84 1.11 

As a society we need more people willing to take a stand against 

rude police 
3.88 1.17 

It is important that people lodge formal complaints against 

disrespectful police 
4.39 0.89 

If police were disrespectful toward me I would not cooperate 

with them 
3.24 1.25 

Resistant Defiance Scale  3.84 0.85 
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2.2.10 Disengaged Defiance  

Disengaged defiance also represents a form of defiance, but the key difference between 

resistant and disengaged defiance is that disengaged defiers disengage from authority; they no 

longer see a purpose in challenging an authority. Instead, they seek to separate themselves from 

the influence of an authority and avoid all contact with them. Here, they might avoid all contact 

with authorities or opt to step outside the system so that authorities do not have reach over their 

behaviour. Disengagers also believe there will be little consequence to them for disobeying 

authorities or the law. The reality in the policing context is that people are unlikely to be able 

to step outside the system of being policed, but they can go about their lives avoiding contact 

with police. Five measures were used to create the dismissive defiance scale (e.g., ‘I don’t 

really know what the police expect of me and I’m not about to ask’). Higher scores on the scale 

indicates greater levels of disengaged defiance (see Table 17). Mean scores show that 

participants did not express much disengaged defiance toward police as the mean score falls 

below the midpoint of the scale (Scale Mean = 2.76; SD = 0.90). 

 

Table 17. Descriptive Statistics for Disengaged Defiance  

 Scale 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly 

Agree (5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

I try to avoid contact with police at all costs 3.25 1.36 

Even if I needed help from police I would prefer to avoid 

making contact with them 
2.51 1.47 

If I find out that I’m not doing what police want, I’m not going 

to lose sleep over it 
3.21 1.20 

In general, I don’t think or worry about how police rules or 

regulations apply to me 
2.76 1.24 

I enjoy thinking about how I can avoid the imposition of police 

rules and restrictions 
2.08 1.18 

Disengaged Defiance Scale  2.76 0.90 
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2.2.11  Willingness to Cooperate with Police   

 The public’s willingness to cooperate voluntarily with police is essential. Police rely 

heavily on members of the community to come forward and report crime and victimisation to 

police. Without members of the public contacting police to report crime or victimisation, police 

will be ineffective in their ability to solve crime (Murphy et al., 2008). Five items were included 

in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure participants’ willingness to cooperate with police. 

A higher mean score on the general cooperation scale indicates participants are more willing 

to cooperate with police. Overall, participants were generally quite willing to cooperate with 

police (Scale Mean = 4.04; SD = 1.00; see Table 18).   

 

Table 18. Descriptive Statistics for Participants’ Willingness to Cooperate with Police   

 Survey Item  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all likely (1) to Very likely (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

How willing would you be to……. 

   Call the police to report a crime you witnessed  
4.03 1.13 

   Report dangerous or suspicious activity occurring near your house to 

police 
3.95 1.14 

   Provide information to the police to help find a suspected criminal  4.13 1.05 

   Call the police if you needed help 4.05 1.15 

   Willingly assist the police if asked 4.04 1.11 

Willingness to Cooperate with Police Scale 4.04 1.00 

 

2.2.12 Support for Police Use of Force  

 Section 2 of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey also asked participants a number of questions 

regarding their support for police use of force. The recent Black Lives Matter movement across 

the globe has brought the abuse of police use of force to the fore.  Three items were included 

in the survey to measure participants’ support for police use of force. As can be seen in Table 

19, the public condones the use of force in certain circumstance but opposes its use in other 

situations. Determining the circumstances by which individuals are more or less likely to 

condone police use of force is a crucial component of evaluations of police legitimacy 

(Bradford, Milani, & Jackson, 2017).  
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 The individual mean scores to the three use of force questions are outlined in Table 19. 

They demonstrate that participants were more supportive of police using force when police 

were dealing with an individual who is attacking a police officer (Mean = 3.36; SD = 1.28). 

Participants were less supportive of police use of force when an individual is handcuffed and 

in police custody (Mean = 1.60; SD = 0.89) or when an individual is unarmed and not violently 

resisting (Mean = 1.38; SD = 0.78). An overall support for police use of force scale was created 

by combining responses to the three survey questions. Overall, police use of force was not 

generally supported by the Australian public (Scale Mean = 2.11; SD = 0.76). 

 

Table 19. Descriptive Statistics for Support for Police Use of Force  

 Survey Item  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all acceptable (1) to Very acceptable 

(5) 
Mean 

Standard 

Deviation 

How acceptable is it for police to...  

   Strike a citizen who uses his fists to attack a police officer? 
3.36 1.28 

   Use physical force against an offender who is handcuffed and in 

police custody? 
1.60 0.89 

   Use force to arrest an unarmed person who is not offering violent 

resistance? 
1.38 0.78 

Support for Police Use of Force Scale 2.11 0.76 

 

2.3  Contact with Police  

 Participants were asked whether they had had any contact with police (police-initiated 

and/or citizen-initiated) in the four weeks prior to completing the survey (see Table 20). A 

small sub-set of the sample had recently been approached by police (police-initiated contact: n 

= 120; 15.4%).  

 

Table 20. Descriptive Statistics for Contact with Police  

 Survey Item  Freq. % 

Yes 120 15.4 

No 659 84.6 
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Section 3: Authority Responses to COVID-19  

A key component of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was to canvas Australians’ attitudes 

towards measured introduced by the Australian Government to respond to the COVID-19 

pandemic. The following sections overview the key findings from a series of questions that 

sought to determine Australians’ attitudes toward the authorities’ handling of the pandemic as 

well as participants’ opinions towards powers granted to authorities (e.g., police) in Australia 

to help deal with the current COVID-19 pandemic. One major finding is of note. Specifically, 

participants were very polarised in how they answered these items. For some participants, they 

strongly supported authorities and how they had handled the pandemic. For other participants, 

there was a complete rejection of authorities and their handling of the pandemic. As such, many 

of the mean scores on key measures centred close to the mid-point of the scale. Part 4 of this 

report details how participants responded to each item in the survey. It provides a richer and 

more complete understanding of how the participants to the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey 

responded to questions contained in the survey. For many of the issues assessed in the survey, 

views were highly polarised.  

3.1  Satisfaction with Authorities’ Handling of the COVID-19 Pandemic 

 Participants were first asked to report how satisfied they were with how police and 

politicians in their State/Territory had handled themselves during the COVID-19 pandemic. As 

can be seen in Table 21, the majority of participants were slightly less satisfied by politicians’ 

in their State/Territory handling of the COVID-19 pandemic (Mean = 2.34; SD = 1.62) when 

compared to participants’ satisfaction with police handling of the pandemic (Mean = 2.65; SD 

= 1.49).  

 

Table 21. Descriptive Statistics for Satisfaction with Authorities’ Handling of the 

COVID-19 Pandemic   

 Survey Item  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Overall, I am satisfied with how police in my State/Territory have 

handled themselves during the COVID-19 pandemic 
2.95 1.59 

Overall, I am satisfied with how politicians in my State/Territory have 

handled themselves during the COVID-19 pandemic 
2.34 1.62 
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3.2 Confidence in Authorities to Handle the COVID-19 Pandemic 

 Eight items were included in the survey to measure how much confidence participants 

had in authorities’ abilities to handle the COVID-19 pandemic. Questions asked about 

confidence in the Federal Government, State/Territory governments, health authorities, police, 

courts and media to handle the COVID-19 pandemic. Higher mean scores on each measure 

suggests that participants had more confidence in each institution. Upon examination of the 

results in Figure 2, participants did not have a lot of confidence in any of the institutions 

included in the survey. All mean scores fell below the midpoint of the 5-point Likert scale. 

However, it can be seen that participants had the most confidence in the National Health 

Department (Mean = 2.68; SD = 1.36) and the police (Mean = 2.67; SD = 1.35), and the least 

amount of confidence in the mainstream media (Mean = 1.52; SD = 0.87). Surprisingly, 

participants had little confidence in the World Health Organisation (see Figure 2). 

 

 

Figure 2. Mean Scores Demonstrating Participants’ Confidence in Authorities to Handle 

the COVID-19 Pandemic 

  

 When examining how participants responded to each item, 67.5% of participants had no 

confidence at all in the media and over half of the sample had no confidence in The World 

Health Organisation (52.5%). In contrast, 18.9% of participants had a lot of confidence in their 
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State/Territory Government, and 18.5% had a lot of confidence in their respective 

State/Territory Health Departments (see Figure 3).  

 

 

Figure 3 Stacked Graph Outlining Participant Responses to Each Item About their 

Confidence in Authorities to Handle the  COVID-19 Pandemic  

 

3.3 Effectiveness of Authorities in Handling the COVID-19 Pandemic  

 As the survey was disseminated six months after the start of the first COVID-19 

lockdown in Australia, authorities nationwide had been dealing with the ever-changing nature 

of the pandemic for several months. As such, a series of questions were included in the survey 

to measure the extent to which participants believed that State/Territory police and government 

officials had been effective in handling the COVID-19 pandemic. Overall, participants neither 

agreed nor disagreed with three of the four statements (see Table 22). Participants neither 

believed that authorities were effective nor ineffective. Further, on average they did not believe 

the authorities had been heavy-handed in their handling of the pandemic.  Interestingly, Part 4 

of this reports presents the breakdown of responses to these items. It can be seen that responses 

on these items (and many other items in the survey) were quite polarized. Specifically, some 

people believe the authorities had been effective while others believed they had been 

ineffective in handling the pandemic. Further some felt strongly that the authorities had been 
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heavy handed, while others felt the opposite. This resulted in mean scores on the measures 

falling close to the mid-point of the scale. 

 

Table 22. Descriptive Statistics for Effectiveness of Authorities in Handling the COVID-

19 Pandemic   

 Survey Item  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

The police in my State/Territory have been effective in containing the 

spread of COVID-19 
2.82 1.35 

The police in my State/Territory have been heavy-handed with people 

who are not complying with COVID-19 restrictions 
3.30 1.45 

My State/Territory Government has been effective in containing the 

spread of COVID-19 
3.00 1.62 

My State/Territory Government has been heavy-handed in how they 

have dealt with the COVID-19 pandemic 
3.43 1.66 

 

3.4 Support for Police During COVID-19 Pandemic  

 A series of questions in Section 3 of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey asked participants 

about their views on official responses to the pandemic and the measures put in place to curb 

the spread of the virus. The following sections detail how respondents replied to a number of 

key concepts, including: support for enhanced police powers during COVID-19, peoples’ trust 

and confidence in police using their power appropriately, and their felt duty to obey authorities’ 

directives relating to the COVID-19 pandemic.  

3.4.1 Support for Increased Police Powers During COVID-19 Pandemic  

 To handle the COVID-19 pandemic, police in States and Territories across Australia 

were given enhanced powers, including being able to issue infringement notices and fines to 

individuals caught flouting social distancing restrictions. Eleven items were included in the 

survey that asked participants the extent to which they agreed or disagreed that police should 

have been given these powers. Table 23 presents how participants responded to each of these 

different powers. As shown in Table 23, on average, participants were not supportive of many 
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of the powers given to authorities to address the COVID-19 pandemic. The most supported 

power was the ability to quarantine individuals and track their movements, as well as making 

it an offence to spread false information about COVID-19.  The power that received the least 

support was making a COVID-19 vaccine compulsory. Again, however, responses were highly 

polarised, with some fully supporting many of the powers, and others rejecting most of the 

powers. The high standard deviation scores support this (see also Part 4 of this report). 

 

Table 23. Descriptive Statistics for Support for Increased Powers During the COVID-19 

Pandemic   

 Survey Item  
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Oppose (1) to Strongly Support (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Issue an on-the-spot fine to people they find out of their homes without 

justification  
2.57 1.69 

Use force to make people return to their homes if they are out without 

justification  
2.15 1.45 

Set up checkpoints during lockdowns to ensure that people are only out 

with good reason  
2.64 1.72 

Use tracking devices (e.g. mobile phones, ankle bracelets) for 

quarantined people 
2.86 1.76 

Make it a criminal offence to spread false information about COVID-19  2.82 1.72 

Impose a curfew for everyone but key workers  2.21 1.60 

Restrict people to their local area (i.e. within 5km of their home) during 

an outbreak of COVID-19  
2.34 1.71 

Ban all protests, marches, demonstrations, and mass gatherings  2.61 1.74 

Imprison people for up to 6 months for serious breaches of COVID-19 

rules 
2.31 1.57 

Force people to download a COVID-19 contact tracing app on their 

mobile phones 
1.75 1.20 

Make a COVID-19 vaccination compulsory  1.47 2.02 
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A further two measures were included in the survey to ask participants the extent to 

which they believed that police should have certain powers to deal with individuals who flouted 

COVID-19 restrictions. Overall, participants did not agree with either of the statements, as 

shown in Table 24 below (Scale Mean = 2.59; SD = 1.64).  

Table 24. Descriptive Statistics for Support for Police Enhanced Powers During COVID-

19 Pandemic  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)  

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

The police should have the power to issue fines to people flouting 

social distancing rules 
2.63 1.67 

The police should be issuing fines to those who flout social distancing 

rules 
2.56 1.64 

Support for Police Enhanced Powers During COVID-19 Pandemic 

Scale 
2.59 1.64 

 

Figure 4 below shows that 20.0% of the sample strongly agreed that the police should be 

issuing fines to individuals flouting the social distancing rules, while 45.7% strongly disagreed. 

Similarly, 22.0% of participants believed that the police in their State/Territory should have 

the power to issue fines to people flouting social distancing rules, while 44.3% disagreed with 

the statement.  
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Figure 4 Stacked Graph Outlining Participant Perceptions that Police Should Have 

Powers to Sanction Individuals who Flout Social Distancing Restrictions 

 

3.4.2  Trust in Police to Enforce Laws Appropriately 

Participants were asked to respond to three statements pertaining to their trust in police 

to enforce new COVID-19 restrictions appropriately. As shown in Table 25, participants did 

not overly agree with each statement. Specifically, participants agreed the least with the 

statement ‘I support the way police have issued fines to people flouting social distancing rules, 

even if I don’t understand or agree with their decisions’ (Mean = 2.36; SD = 1.46). An overall 

trust scale was created by combining scores to each of the three trust items. On average, it can 

be seen from Table 25 that participants did not generally trust the police to use their enhanced 

powers appropriately (Scale Mean = 2.44, SD = 1.42), although the standard deviation indicates 

there is a lot of variability in how participants reply to this set of items. In other words, some 

people trust the police a great deal with these enhanced powers, while others are much less 

trusting (see also Part 4). 
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Table 25. Descriptive Statistics for Trust in Police to Enforce Laws Appropriately  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5)  

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I trust police to use their discretion appropriately when issuing fines to 

people flouting social distancing rules. 
2.56 1.52 

I have confidence in the police to use their power appropriately when 

issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules. 
2.42 1.50 

I support the way police have issued fines to people flouting social 

distancing rules, even if I don’t understand or agree with their 

decisions. 

2.36 1.46 

Trust in Police to Enforce Laws Appropriately Scale 2.45 1.42 

 

3.4.3 Specific Police Procedural Justice During COVID-19 

 Eight items were used to measure perceptions of police as procedurally just in their 

enforcement of social distancing restrictions during the COVID-19 pandemic. Average 

responses to all eight items fell below the midpoint of the 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly 

agree scale), suggesting that procedural justice from police was seen to be lacking by many of 

the survey participants (see Table 26). An overall specific procedural justice scale was created 

by combining responses to these eight items.  It was found that, on average, police were viewed 

as not being procedurally just when issuing fines to people flouting COVID-19 restrictions 

(Scale Mean = 2.65, SD = 1.25). However, there was a lot of variability in how participants 

responded to this question, as evidenced by the high standard deviation. This standard deviation 

score suggests that some participants perceived the police to be procedurally just when issuing 

fines to those flouting restrictions, while others perceived the police to be procedurally unjust.  
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Table 26. Descriptive Statistics for Specific Procedural Justice Assessments of Police 

Enforcing COVID-19 Restrictions 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

When issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules police in 

my State/Territory have…  

Treated people with dignity and respect 

2.75 1.39 

Displayed compassion and understanding 2.61 1.36 

Made their decisions based upon facts not personal biases 2.70 1.37 

Taken account of people’s explanations for why they are where they 

are before issuing a fine 
2.66 1.32 

Treated people fairly 2.67 1.39 

Enforced the rules consistently across different people 2.48 1.36 

Procedural Justice in COVID-19 Enforcement Scale  2.65 1.25 

 

3.4.4 Specific Bounded Authority Concerns During COVID-19 

In Section 3 of the Survey, participants were asked whether they believed police 

overstepped their authority when issuing fines for violations of COVID-19 restrictions (i.e., 

bounded authority concerns). Two items were included to measure specific bounded authority 

concerns relating to police enforcement of COVID-19 restrictions (e.g., ‘By issuing fines to 

people the police in my State/Territory have abused the powers given to them’). Of interest 

was to see whether police were seen to be abusing their powers when enforcing restrictions, 

and importantly, whether these powers in this context were perceived to be being utilised a 

situation that citizens believed police had no right to be involved in. Items were measured on 

a 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) scale, with higher scores indicating that citizens 

had heightened bounded-authority concerns. An overall 2-item bounded authority scale was 

created. It was found that the mean score on the bounded authority scale fell just above the 

midpoint of the scale (Scale Mean = 3.17; SD = 1.48), suggesting that survey participants did 

have some concerns about police overstepping their authority in this situation (see Table 27). 
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Table 27. Descriptive Statistics for Bounded Authority Assessments of Police Enforcing 

COVID-19 Restrictions 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly Disagree (1) to Strongly Agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

When issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules police in 

my State/Territory have…  

Abused the powers given to them 

3.13 1.47 

Overstepped the boundaries of their authority 3.20 1.54 

Bounded Authority in COVID-19 Enforcement Scale  3.17 1.48 

 

3.4.5 Duty to Obey Authorities During COVID-19  

The health authorities state that compliance with COVID-19 social distancing 

restrictions is critical to limiting the spread of the virus. Australia has fared very well in this 

respect. At the time of fielding the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey in November 2020, many 

restrictions had been lifted in the majority of states and territories in Australia.1 However, 

limited restrictions were still in place around Australia to ensure that people maintained 

physical distance from others, avoided physical contact with others, maintained their personal 

hygiene, avoided COVID-19 hotspots or unnecessary travel, provided contact details to 

restaurants and cafes, and ensured that they stayed home if feeling unwell.  

Eleven items were included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure participants’ 

feelings of duty to support and obey authorities’ restrictions during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Participants were asked the extent to which they believed it was everybody’s duty to support 

the government by engaging in the eleven behaviours outlined in Table 28. Higher mean scores 

for each item suggest a greater sense of duty to support the authorities’ restrictions. Participants 

felt a stronger duty to support ‘Staying at home if feeling unwell’ (Mean = 4.39; SD = 1.12) 

and ‘Ensuring you wash or sanitise your hands frequently’ (Mean = 4.18; SD = 1.35). In 

addition to examining the items individually, an overall duty to obey authorities’ restrictions 

scale was created by combining responses to all eleven items. Higher scores on this scale 

indicate a stronger duty to obey authorities. The overall mean score suggests that participants 

 
1As mentioned in the Introduction of this technical report, at the time this survey was fielded, individuals residing 

in Victoria were subjected to harsh lockdown restrictions due to experiencing a second outbreak of the virus.  
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in general felt a duty to support the authorities by complying with the restrictions (Scale 

Mean=3.45; SD=1.38). However, the standard deviation was high, again suggesting that there 

was variability in how participants responded to the questions outlined in Table 28. 

 

Table 28. Descriptive Statistics for Duty to Obey Authorities’ During COVID-19 

Restrictions 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all everybody’s duty (1) to 

Completely everybody’s duty (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

To what extent do you think that it is everybody's duty to support the 

authorities (e.g., Government and police) during the COVID-19 

pandemic by…….. 

 

Abiding fully with all current COVID-19 restrictions  

 

 

 

3.18 

 

 

 

1.67 

Staying at home if feeling unwell  4.39 1.12 

Ensuring you maintain 1.5m physical distance from others when out 

and about  
3.59 1.61 

Wearing a mask when out if required to do so  2.95 1.84 

Avoiding travel to a COVID-19 hotspot 3.77 1.55 

Ensuring you wash or sanitise your hands frequently 4.18 1.35 

Avoiding crowded places (e.g. shopping malls, sporting events, social 

gatherings, parties) 
3.37 1.62 

Staying at home as much as possible 3.10 1.71 

Avoiding greeting people with a hand shake, kiss, or hug 3.25 1.70 

Not socialising with friends and family if not allowed to do so 2.88 1.76 

Providing your contact details at cafes, restaurants and bars   3.32 1.73 

Duty to Obey Authorities’ During COVID-19 Restrictions Scale 3.45 1.38 
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3.4.6 Self-reported Compliance with COVID-19 Restrictions 

Participants were also asked a series of questions to gauge if they were actually 

complying with COVID-19 restrictions listed above in Table 29. The items in Table 28 

ascertained whether they felt a duty to support the authorities by abiding by the COVID-19 

restrictions. It should be noted that at the time the survey was disseminated, some states and 

territories in Australia were subject to slightly different restrictions (differences were primarily 

observable in Victoria, who at the time the survey was fielded were emerging from a 112-day 

lockdown period to curb the spread of a second wave of the virus—Victorians were therefore 

subject to the most severe restrictions). As such, the restrictions listed in Table 29 were either 

being enforced or recommended by all states and territories. Respondents were asked to reply 

to each behaviour on a 1 (never) to 5 (very often) scale, to indicate how often they had engaged 

in the behaviour in the past seven days.  

When comparing mean scores for each individual item (see Table 29), participants 

reported that they were complying with the restrictions often or very often. The item that 

participants complied with the least was ‘Wearing a mask when out’ (Mean = 3.26; SD = 1.76). 

However, this is not surprising given the requirement to wear masks was not mandatory in 

every state and territory (only Victorians were legally required to wear masks when leaving 

their house); the large standard deviation for this item also reflects the variance in responses.  

Table 29 also outlines the percentage of participants who reported that they had 

engaged in each of the behaviours very often, thereby demonstrating the level of compliance 

with the restrictions.2 Across all items except two, between 33.6% and 61.6% of participants 

reported that they complied very often with each behaviour. However, when combining the 

five items into an overall compliance scale, a frequency distribution demonstrates that a 

fraction of participants complied very often with all eleven restrictions (4.9%). 

  

 
2 Please note that the items marked with an asterisk (*) were reverse recoded prior to reporting their descriptive 

statistics.  
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Table 29. Descriptive Statistics for Self-reported Compliance with COVID-19 

Restrictions 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Never (1) to Very Often (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

% Fully 

Complied* 

How often during the past week have you engaged in the 

following behaviours?...... 

 

Abided fully with all current COVID-19 restrictions 

 

 

3.82 

 

 

1.41 

 

 

48.7 

Stayed at home if you felt unwell 4.06 1.45 61.6 

Maintained 1.5m physical distance from others when out 

and about 
3.67 1.38 39.0 

Wore a mask when out 3.26 1.76 43.0 

Travelled to a COVID-19 hotspot* 4.73 0.74 85.0 

Washed or sanitised your hands frequently 4.08 1.22 52.0 

Attended a crowded place (e.g. shopping mall, sporting 

event, social gathering, party)* 
3.34 1.27 22.6 

Stayed at home as much as possible 3.50 1.48 36.2 

Greeted people with a hand shake, kiss, or hug* 3.54 1.36 33.6 

Socialised with friends and family when not allowed to do 

so* 
4.00 1.29 54.2 

Provided your contact details at cafes, restaurants and bars   3.29 1.68 39.7 

Compliance with COVID-19 Restrictions Scale 3.75 0.98 4.9 

*The figures refer to the percentage of participants who selected “Never” to engaging in any of the behaviours. 

 

3.4.7  Perceived Sanction Risk 

In addition to including a series of items measuring self-reported compliance with 

COVID-19 restrictions, one survey item was added to gauge whether participants’ perceived a 

risk of attracting a sanction if they engage in any restricted COVID-19 behaviour. The item 

was answered on a 1 (not at all likely) to (very likely) scale. A higher mean score suggests that 

participants were more likely to believe that a person engaging in a restricted behaviour would 

get caught and sanctioned by police. Overall, participants perceived that individuals who 
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flouted social distancing restrictions were neither likely nor unlikely to be caught and 

sanctioned by police (Mean = 2.91; SD = 1.07; see Figure 5). 

 

Figure 5 Graph Outlining Participant Responses to Each Item About their Perceptions 

of Sanction Risk for Flouting COVID-19 Social Distancing Restrictions  

 

3.5 Health Responses to COVID-19 

3.5.1 Likelihood of Getting a COVID-19 Test  

 In Australia, people who display any symptoms associated with COVID-19 (e.g., 

headaches, fever, sore throat, etc) are required to be tested for the virus.  The World Health 

Organisation has developed a list of common symptoms of COVID-19, which are listed in 

Table 30.  In the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey, participants were asked a series of questions about 

their likelihood of getting a COVID-19 test if they were experiencing any of these symptoms. 

Participants mostly indicated they were either unsure or unlikely to get a COVID-19 test if they 

had symptoms. Specifically, participants were least likely to get a COVID-19 test if they had 

a headache (Mean = 2.20; SD = 1.25), and most likely to get a test if they lost their sense of 

smell (Mean = 3.54; SD = 1.60). 
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Table 30. Descriptive Statistics for the Likelihood of Getting a COVID-19 Test  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Definitely no (1) to Definitely yes (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Would you get a COVID-19 test if you developed……. 

 

A dry cough 

 

3.03 

 

1.58 

A fever 3.48 1.61 

A sore throat 3.08 1.58 

A headache 2.20 1.25 

Fatigue 2.26 1.27 

Vomiting or diarrhoea 2.49 1.39 

A rash 2.32 1.32 

You lost your sense of taste/smell 3.54 1.60 

 

3.5.2 Likelihood of Taking a COVID-19 Vaccine  

 The COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey gauged the likelihood that participants would take a 

COVID-19 vaccine if one was developed to respond to the virus. On average, almost half of 

participants (49.0%) stated that they would voluntarily take a vaccine if it was developed. 

However, just over one-third of participants (36.7%) stated that they would take a government-

mandated vaccine (see Figure 6).  
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Figure 6 Graph Outlining Percentage of Participants who would take a COVID-19 

Vaccine  

 

3.5.3 Worry About Individual Freedoms Post-COVID-19  

 Across the world, citizens have engaged in protests against government restrictions 

aimed at stemming the COVID-19 pandemic. Concerns about civil liberty violations and 

concerns that governments are seeking to permanently control citizens have been rife. As 

several of the restrictions put in place to curb the spread of the virus have restricted individuals’ 

movements, a public concern has related to the extent to which these restrictions may become 

a more permanent feature of the safety and security landscape once the virus is contained and 

eliminated. In response to these concerns, one item was included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 

Survey to gauge the extent to which participants worried that their freedoms would never return 

to how they were before the COVID-19 pandemic emerged. On average, participants were 

somewhat worried that their freedoms would never return to how they were before the COVID-

19 outbreak (Mean = 3.59; SD = 1.60; see Figure 7). 
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Figure 7 Graph Outlining Participants’ Worry that Freedoms Wil Not Return After the 

COVID-19 Pandemic  

 

3.5.4 Sovereign Citizen Beliefs  

 The sovereign citizen movement has surged in popularity due to the restrictions 

implemented by governments worldwide to curb the spread of the COVID-19. Sovereign 

citizens believe that all human beings are born with rights but such rights are constrained by 

the establishment and corporations with power and control (Ross, 2020). Sovereign citizens 

subscribe to the idea that they can be free from adhering to oppressive rules, laws and 

regulations if they declare themselves “living” or “natural” people. The introduction of 

COVID-19 rules such as mandatorily wearing masks have been argued by sovereign citizens 

as breaching human rights.  

 Five items were included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to determine the prevalence 

of sovereign citizen beliefs in Australia. To measure this, the extent to which participants 

believed that they have a right not to comply with several COVID-19 restrictions was assessed. 

As can be seen in Table 31, on average, most participants disagreed with each item, with the 

exception of ‘It is my right not to wear a mask even if required to do so’.   
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Table 31. Descriptive Statistics for Sovereign Citizen Beliefs 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly disagree (1) to Strongly agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

It is my right not to wear a mask even if required to do so  3.07 1.78 

It is my right to refuse to give police my details when they asked me 

for my details 
2.49 1.58 

It is my right to socialise with as many friends and family as I want 

during the pandemic 
2.64 1.61 

It is my right to travel where I please and when I please during the 

pandemic 
2.74 1.67 

It is my right to attend a religious service when I want and where I want 

during the pandemic 
2.86 1.70 

Sovereign Citizen Movement Scale  2.76 1.50 

 
When looking at the individual frequency distributions for each item, almost two-fifths 

of the sample strongly agreed with the statement ‘It is my right not to wear a mask even if 

required to do so’ (38.1%). Almost one-third of participants strongly agreed that ‘It is my right 

to attend a religious service when I want and where I want during the pandemic’ (29.3%). 

However, almost half of the sample strongly disagreed with the following statement: ‘It is my 

right to refuse to give police my details when they asked me for my details’ (43.5%; see Figure 

8). 
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Figure 8 Stacked Graph Outlining Participants’ Perceptions of Issues Related to the 

Sovereign Citizen Movement in the COVID-19 Context   

 

3.5.5 Attitudes toward Border Controls to Curb the Spread of COVID-19 

 On 20 March 2020 in the early days of the pandemic, the Australian Federal 

government closed its national border to all individuals except Australian citizens and 

permanent residents. Caps on the number of Australians returning to Australia were instituted, 

and all returning travellers were required to undergo mandatory quarantine in a government 

run hotel facility. There is currently also a stringent government process for individuals seeking 

to either enter or exit Australian territory.  

Additionally, due to the differing number of cases of COVID-19 in each Australian 

state and territory since the start of the outbreak, individual states and territories developed 

their own regulations to protect their own internal borders. At the height of the first lockdown 

in March and April 2020, state and territory borders remained closed to those living in other 

states, and persons seeking entry to each state/territory were required to apply for a permit to 

cross interstate borders for essential purposes. As at January 2021 border restrictions have 

eased and tightened numerous times to reflect the perceived severity of the rate of the virus 

within Australian states and territories over time.  
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While the border restrictions have greatly assisted in mitigating the spread of the virus 

within Australia, it has severely restricted movement across states and territories for 

Australians. To this end, a series of questions were included in the survey to measure 

participants’ agreement with the border restrictions put in place by State/Territory and Federal 

governments in Australia. As shown in Figure 9, participants’ views were polarised when it 

came to perceptions of whether the national borders should remain closed until the COVID-19 

virus is contained, with 30.3% strongly agreeing that they should remain closed, while 28.9% 

strongly disagreed with this statement. Almost two-thirds of participants (63.5%) strongly 

disagreed that the State/Territory borders should remain closed until other States/Territories 

have controlled the spread of the virus. Finally, the majority of participants strongly agreed 

that social distancing restrictions should be relaxed (44.9%). 

 

Figure 9 Stacked Graph Outlining Attitudes to COVID-19 Border Restrictions   
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Section 4: The Impact of COVID-19  

 Section 4 of the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey contained a number of questions asking 

participants about the impact that the COVID-19 virus has had on their livelihoods as well as 

their physical and mental wellbeing.  Additional questions were also asked about the perceived 

risk of the COVID-19 virus to their own health, as well as the health to others.  The following 

sections contain some of the key findings from this section of the survey. 

4.1 Perceived Risk posed by the COVID-19 virus 

 Several items were included in the survey to measure the level of concern participants 

had regarding contracting COVID-19 as well as the perceived risk of the virus. One item asked 

about whether participants were concerned about contracting the virus. The majority of the 

sample expressed feeling not concerned at all (39.2%) or not really concerned (22.8%) about 

contracting COVID-19. The remainder of the sample reported feeling somewhat concerned 

(20.5%), neither concerned nor unconcerned (9.5%) or very concerned (8.0%; see Figure 10).  

 

Figure 10. Graph Outlining Participants' Concerns about Contracting COVID-19 

 

 Two additional items were included to measure participants’ perceived risk of 

contracting COVID-19. Participants reported feeling they were somewhat at risk of getting 

serious symptoms if they contracted COVID-19 (28.4%; see Figure 11). However, participants 

39.2

22.8

9.5

20.5

8

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

Not concerned at all Not really concerned Neither concerned
nor unconcerned

Somewhat concerned Very concerned

%

Perceived Susceptibility to Contract COVID-19



 50 

strongly agreed that if they were careful, they could reduce the risk of contracting COVID-19 

(43.3%; see Figure 12).  

 

 

Figure 11 Graph Outlining Participants’ Perceived Risk of Developing Serious 

Symptoms from COVID-19 

 

 

Figure 12 Graph Outlining Participants’ Perceptions that if Careful, they Can Reduce 

their Risk of Contracting COVID-19  
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4.2 Perceived threat of COVID-19  

 The perceived threat of COVID-19 was assessed in several ways. First, one item was 

included in the survey to measure participants’ general perceptions regarding COVID-19 

posing a health threat to all Australians. The item was measured on a 1 (no threat) to 5 (a 

significant threat to all) scale. Overall, the mean score suggests that participants perceived 

COVID-19 to be not much of a threat to the health of all Australians (Mean = 2.66; SD = 1.35; 

see Figure 13). The majority of survey participants either saw the virus as posing no threat or 

only a little bit of threat to the health of all Australians. Whether this is due to the nature of the 

sample, or whether this is due to the fact that COVID-19 has been contained within Australia 

is unclear. 

 

 Figure 13. Graph Outlining Perceived Health Threat Posed by COVID-19 
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COVID- 19 to pose the least threat to participants’ jobs (Mean = 2.34; SD = 1.49) and 

participants’ physical health (Mean = 2.59; SD = 1.24). 

 

Table 32. Descriptive Statistics for Perceived Health Threat Posed by COVID-19 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from No threat (1) to Very high threat (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Your personal physical health 2.59 1.24 

Your personal mental health  2.81 1.37 

A loved one’s physical health  2.93 1.32 

A loved one’s mental health 3.08 1.33 

Your job 2.34 1.49 

A loved one’s job  2.89 1.43 

The economy  4.35 1.01 

 

4.3 Experience of Having COVID-19 

 In Section 4 of the survey, participants were asked if they or a family member or 

acquaintance had been diagnosed with COVID-19. Only three participants in the sample 

(0.4%) reported that they had been diagnosed with COVID-19, while 60 (7.7%) believed they 

may have had it but had not been formally diagnosed. Ninety-five participants (12.2%) knew 

of a family member or acquaintance who had been diagnosed with COVID-19, and a further 

24 (3.1%) believed a family member or acquaintance had contracted COVID-19 but had not 

been diagnosed (see Table 33).   
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Table 33. Descriptive Statistics for Participants’ Experiences of Having COVID-19  

Experience of Having COVID-19 Participant 

Participant’s Family 

Member or 

Acquaintance  

   Freq. % Freq. % 

Yes – Diagnosed with a Test   3 0.4 95 12.2 

Maybe – Not formally diagnosed 60 7.7 24 3.1 

No 716 91.9 660 84.7 

 

4.4 Knowledge of COVID-19  

 An item was included in the survey to measure participants’ self-reported knowledge of 

COVID-19. Knowledge of a disease has been shown in past research to be an important 

indicator of peoples’ willingness to take a disease seriously (Bish & Michie, 2010).  COVID-

19 has also dominated news stories since its emergence in Australia in late January 2020. The 

majority of participants reported that they had good (44.9%) or excellent (38.5%) knowledge 

of COVID-19. A small proportion of the sample reported having bad (0.1%) or poor (1.2%) 

knowledge of COVID-19 (see Figure 14). 
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Figure 14. Graph Outlining Participants’ Self-reported Knowledge of COVID-19 
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Figure 15. Graph Outlining Participants’ Self-reported Knowledge of Cause of COVID-

19 
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4.5.2 Negative Affect 

 A further nine items were included to measure negative affect (e.g., worry, fear, 

powerlessness, anger, annoyance) on a never (1) to always (5) Likert scale. On average, 

participants reported feeling more frequently annoyed (Mean = 3.70; SD =0.98) and angry 

(Mean = 3.45; SD = 1.16), but less frequently fearful (Mean = 2.45; 1.23; see Figure 16).  

 

Figure 16. Graph Outlining Emotions Experienced Since the Start of COVID-19 

Pandemic 
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the survey to measure the extent to which participants felt uncertain about different aspects of 

life. 

 Four items were added into the survey to determine how uncertain participants felt about 

themselves, their place in the world, their future, and the state of the world. Overall, participants 

felt little uncertainty about themselves (Mean = 2.02; SD = 1.21), their place in the world 

(Mean = 2.20; SD = 1.29), or their future (Mean = 2.77; SD = 1.35). In contrast, participants 

reported feeling very uncertain about the state of the world (Mean = 3.91; SD = 1.16). A 

feelings of uncertainty scale was created that shows participants did not have strong feelings 

of uncertainty overall (Scale Mean = 2.72; SD = 0.99; see Table 34). 

 

Table 34. Descriptive Statistics for Feelings of Uncertainty 

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all uncertain (1) to Extremely uncertain 

(5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

At this moment, how uncertain do you feel about…. 

 

Yourself  

 

 

2.02 

 

 

1.21 

Your place in the world  2.20 1.29 

Your future  2.77 1.35 

The state of the world 3.91 1.16 

Feelings of Uncertainty Scale  2.72 0.99 

 

4.7 Time Spent Online 

 The final item in Section 4 asked participants how many hours each day (outside of 

work time) they spent on the Internet in the seven days prior to completing the survey (answer 

options ranged from 0 hours per day to 10+ hours per day). This item was measured because 

commentators have suggested that increased time spent on the internet is positively associated 

with holding conspiracy theory beliefs (for a review see Uscinkski, De Witt & Atkonson, 

2018). Almost three-quarters of participants reported spending between 1-5 hours per day 

online (70.6%), followed by those who reported spending 6-9 hours on the Internet per day 

(12.2%; see Figure 17).  
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Figure 17. Graph Outlining Time Spent Online each day in Previous 7 Days  
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Section 5: Your Views and Beliefs about COVID-19  

 As mentioned earlier, a key focus in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey was to better 

understand the nature and extent of public support for conspiracy theories surrounding the 

COVID-19 pandemic. In recent months, conspiracy theories relating to COVID-19 have not 

only gained traction but have in some countries been endorsed by people of influence, such as 

celebrities and political leaders (Bierwiaczonek, Kunst, & Pich, 2020). These theories have 

also been widely circulated by mainstream and social media outlets. Given the necessity to 

garner the compliance of all citizens to curb the spread of the virus, conspiracy theories that 

either downplay the severity of COVID-19 or that question whether COVID-19 exists, pose a 

significant health and safety challenge to authorities. The final section of the COVID-19 Wave 

2 Survey therefore asked participants a series of questions about their views toward COVID-

19 and their tendency to conspiratorial thinking. 

5.1 Conspiracy Beliefs about COVID-19  

 Recent research has found certain risks associated with conspiracy beliefs, such as a 

lower likelihood of engaging in behaviours to prevent the spread of coronavirus (e.g., wearing 

a face mask, washing one’s hands) (Imhoff & Lamberty, 2020). Ten items were included in 

the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure different conspiracy theories that have gained 

traction since the start of the COVID-19 pandemic. Overall, participants either disagreed or 

felt neutrally towards each statement. As shown in Table 35, participants agreed the most with 

the item ‘The media has exaggerated the seriousness of COVID-19 to sell a good story’ (Mean 

= 3.68; SD = 1.66) and disagreed the most with the item ‘5G mobile networks increase our risk 

of catching COVID-19’ (Mean = 1.61; SD = 1.03). Interestingly, several of the COVID-19 

conspiracy items received support.  Part 4 of this reports shows a breakdown of the percentage 

of participants who strongly believed in each statement. 
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Table 35. Descriptive Statistics for COVID-19 Conspiracy Beliefs  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly disagree (1) to Strongly agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

The Government is exaggerating the seriousness of COVID-19 3.30 1.73 

Big pharmaceutical companies have exaggerated the seriousness of 

COVID-19 in a bid to make the rich richer 

3.25 1.70 

The media has exaggerated the seriousness of COVID-19 to sell a good 

story 

3.68 1.66 

Governments are using COVID-19 in a bid to permanently limit our 

freedoms 

3.45 1.67 

COVID-19 was intentionally released by China as a biological weapon 2.82 1.46 

The COVID-19 death tally is being intentionally inflated 3.30 1.72 

COVID-19 is a scam dreamt up by global elites seeking to control the 

rest of us 

2.45 1.57 

COVID-19 is NOT real 1.68 1.14 

5G mobile networks increase our risk of catching COVID-19 1.61 1.03 

COVID-19 vaccines will be used to harm or control society 2.59 1.64 

 

5.2 Conspiracy Mentality  

 Research suggests that individuals differ in the strength of their support for conspiracy 

theories, as well as their susceptibility to believe such theories (Bruder, Haffke, Neave, 

Nouripanah, & Imhoff, 2013). The latter is termed conspiracy mentality. The Conspiracy 

Mentality questionnaire has been designed to gauge an individual’s tendency to agree with 

conspiracy theories (Bruder et al., 2013). Four items that measure conspiracy mentality were 

included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. Participants agreed the most with the following two 

statements: ‘Politicians usually do not tell us the true motives for their decisions’ (Mean = 

4.38; SD = 0.88) and ‘Many important things happen in the world, which the public is never 

informed about’ (Mean = 4.26; SD = 0.98). A conspiracy mentality scale was created by 

combining the four items and showed, on average, that many of the participants in the COVID-

19 Wave 2 Survey were somewhat prone to conspiratorial thinking (Scale Mean = 3.89; SD = 

0.93; see Table 36). 
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Table 36. Descriptive Statistics for Conspiracy Mentality  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly disagree (1) to Strongly agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Many important things happen in the world, which the public is never 

informed about 

4.26 0.98 

Politicians usually do not tell us the true motives for their decisions 4.38 0.88 

Government agencies closely monitor all citizens 3.46 1.25 

There are secret organisations that greatly influence political decisions 3.45 1.37 

Conspiracy Mentality Scale 3.89 0.93 

 

5.3 Anomie 

 Social change threatens the values that underpin society (Federico, Williams, & Vitriol, 

2018). The concept of anomie captures such treats to societal values and refers to the perceived 

disintegration of common societal norms. Recent research into the conceptualisation of anomie 

has described anomie as having two primary features: “a perceived breakdown in social fabric 

(i.e., disintegration as lack of trust and erosion of moral standards) and a perceived breakdown 

in leadership (i.e., deregulation as lack of legitimacy and effectiveness of leadership)” 

(Teymoori et al., 2016, p. 1). Support for conspiracy theories often arise from a perceived threat 

and feelings of anomie, with recent research finding support for these relationships (Federico 

et al., 2018). The rapid and unprecedented changes made by authorities to curb the spread of 

COVID-19 may present uncertainty about the world and a type of threat to individuals who 

feel as though they are being unduly controlled and restricted (Swami, 2012).  Given the 

features of anomie, it is also possible that greater feelings of anomie may be observable in the 

current COVID-19 environment whereby populations are becoming increasingly sceptical of 

authorities’ efforts to contain the spread of the virus. 

 A series of eight items were included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure 

participants’ perceptions of anomie (specifically the perception pertaining to a breakdown in 

societal norms and values). As can be seen from Table 37, participants held the general view 

that Australian values were eroding with the passage of time (Mean = 4.11; SD = 1.19). There 

was also a perception that everyone thinks about themselves (Mean = 3.79; SD = 1.03). An 
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overall anomie scale was created, showing that participants felt some degree of anomie (Scale 

Mean = 3.60; SD = 0.74). 

 

Table 37. Descriptive Statistics for Feelings of Anomie     

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly disagree (1) to Strongly agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

Compared to the Australia I knew before I barely recognise what this 

country is becoming 

3.85 1.28 

The values that made Australia great are eroding more and more with 

each passing year 

4.11 1.19 

Nowadays, ideas change so fast that it is hard to tell right from wrong 2.83 1.38 

There seems to be an absence of moral standards these days 3.83 1.22 

Everyone thinks about themselves these days 3.79 1.03 

These days people are less likely to help those in need 3.32 1.18 

You don’t know who you can trust anymore 3.27 1.25 

In Australia, people are generally cooperative* 2.17 0.82 

Anomie Scale 3.60 0.74 

*reverse scored before adding to Anomie scale 

 

5.4 Belief in a Just World  

 Belief in a just world refers to the extent to which individuals “believe people get what 

they deserve and deserve what they get” (Lipkus, 1991, p. 1171). Five items were included in 

the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure participants’ beliefs that the world is a just and fair 

place to live in. These items were measured in the current context given some of the rhetoric 

encouraging people to comply with COVID-19 restrictions has centred on fostering a 

community spirit and suggesting that a person’s actions can protect the health and safety of 

others in that person’s community.  Whether this affects their belief in the world being a fair 

place was of interest. A higher mean score on each item suggests that participants had stronger 

beliefs in a just world (e.g., ‘I feel that people get what they deserve in life’). Items were adapted 

from the work of Lipkus (1991). Overall a five-item just world believe scale was created with 
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participants showing a tendency to see the world as a slightly unjust place (Scale Mean = 2.69; 

SD = 0.72; see Table 38). 

 

Table 38. Descriptive Statistics for Beliefs in a Just World  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Strongly disagree (1) to Strongly agree (5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I feel that people get what they deserve in life 2.64 1.08 

I feel that people treat each other fairly in life  2.96 0.96 

I feel that people treat each other with the respect they deserve 2.87 0.97 

I feel that a person’s efforts are noticed and rewarded in life 2.76 1.01 

I basically feel that the world is a fair place 2.21 1.03 

Belief in a Just World Scale 2.69 0.72 

 

5.5 Social Isolation/Exclusion  

 Three items were included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure participants’ 

feelings of social isolation and exclusion from others in society. Feelings of isolation and 

exclusion may create the conditions for disaffected individuals to seek a sense of belonging 

from other sources (Cichocka, 2020) and to be drawn to those who share similar beliefs to 

them. These items were added to the survey instrument to determine if feelings of isolation and 

exclusion are associated with aligning with conspiracy beliefs. As shown in Table 39,  

participants seemed to feel that they thought about things differently to most others that they 

knew (Mean = 3.73; SD = 1.01).  
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Table 39. Descriptive Statistics for Social Isolation/Exclusion  

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all like me (1) to A great deal like me 

(5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I seem to think about things differently to most other people I know 3.73 1.01 

Even though I have people around me I often feel lonely 2.51 1.33 

I often feel like an outsider in society  2.95 1.36 

Social Isolation/Exclusion Scale 3.07 0.93 

 

5.6 Rational Experiential Inventory  

 Research suggests that individuals process information rationally and experientially; 

these two systems are parallel and interact with each other. Epstein, Pacini, Denes-Raj, and 

Heier (1996, p. 391) define the rational system as operating “at the conscious level and is 

intentional, analytic, primarily verbal, and relatively affect free”, while “the experiential 

system is assumed to be automatic, preconscious, holistic, associationistic, primarily 

nonverbal, and intimately associated with affect.” In other words, the former system relies on 

rational processing while the latter draws on one’s intuition. How individuals draw on both 

systems of information processing can impact their thoughts on a particular phenomenon, as 

well as their behaviours. Prior research has suggested that conspiracy thinking is most strongly 

associated with the experiential thinking processing style. Research also suggests that an 

analytical rational thinking style can reduce beliefs in conspiracy theories (Swami, Voracek, 

Stieger, Tran, & Furnham, 2014). 

 Six items were included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey to measure rational and 

experiential systems of information processing. These items were included to better understand 

how information processing can shape participants’ interpretation of information related to 

COVID-19. Participants most strongly agreed with the items ‘I try to avoid situations that 

require thinking in depth about something (reverse recoded)’ (Mean = 4.51; SD = 0.84) and ‘I 

prefer to do something that challenges my thinking abilities rather than something that requires 

little thought’ (Mean = 4.21; SD = 0.98), which suggests participants valued rational ways of 

processing information more than those that relied on experiential or intuition-based processing 

(see Table 40).  
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Table 40. Descriptive Statistics for Rational Experiential Inventory   

 Survey Item 
Measured on a 5-point Likert Scale from Not at all like me (1) to A great deal like me 

(5) 

Mean 
Standard 

Deviation 

I try to avoid situations that require thinking in depth about 

something* 

4.51 0.84 

I prefer to do something that challenges my thinking abilities rather 

than something that requires little thought 

4.21 0.98 

I prefer complex to simple problems 3.72 1.08 

I can usually feel when a person is right or wrong even if I can’t explain 

how 

3.77 0.99 

When it comes to trusting people, I can usually rely on my ‘gut feeling’ 3.89 0.94 

I believe in trusting my hunches 3.83 0.97 

 

5.7 Open-Mindedness  

 The final item included in the COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey measured participants’ self-

reported open-mindedness. Open-mindedness can refer to one’s effort in weighing up different 

beliefs, opinions and evidence before formulating their own view on an issue, problem or 

phenomenon (Stanovich & West, 1997). One item measuring open-mindedness was added to 

the survey to determine its relationship with beliefs, attitudes and behavioural intentions as 

they pertain to COVID-19. The item stated ‘I believe people should always take into 

consideration evidence that goes against their beliefs’. Overall, participants described being 

open-minded as a trait that described them to some extent (Mean = 4.40; SD = 0.78).  
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Part 3: Construction of Scales 
The COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey included a range of variables that measured key concepts 

of interest, such as identity; attitudes to authorities; perceptions of COVID-19 measures; 

attitudes towards authorities’ handling of COVID-19; the impacts of COVID-19 on 

participants; and items asking about conspiracy theory beliefs pertaining to COVID-19. 

Questions were also included to measure participants’ demographic backgrounds.  

As can be seen in Part 2 of the report, several scales were constructed using multiple 

survey items. Scale construction involves using individual measures and combining them to 

form an overall scale measuring a concept of interest. Part 3 of this report presents the 

individual variables used to construct each scale. Many of the items used to construct the scales 

were taken and adapted from previous research. The source of the scale is detailed in this 

section of the report. An asterisk (*) after an item indicates the item has been reverse-recoded 

before constructing the scale. Reliability analyses were run to determine the Cronbach’s Alpha 

scores for each multi-item scale. Cronbach alpha scores can range from 0.0 to 1.0; those closer 

to 1.0 are considered the most reliable.  Cronbach alpha scores greater than 0.80 are considered 

strong scales, while those between 0.70 to 0.8, and those less than 0.60 are considered to have 

medium and weak reliability, respectively.  

Survey Section 1: Participant Background  

No scales were measured in this section. Please refer to Part 4 of this technical report for a list 

of all demographic variables measured in the Codebook.  

Survey Section 2: Your Attitudes toward Authority   

Law-abiding Identity 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.83; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant identifies more 

strongly as a law-abiding citizen. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of 

Murphy, Cherney, Sargeant, Bradford, and Williamson (2019). 
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

General Respect for Authorities 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.92; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant is more supportive of 

authoritarian rule. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Rattazzi, Bobbio, 

and Canova (2007). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Trust and Confidence in State/Territory Government 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.97; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant has more trust in their 

State/Territory Government. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Murphy 

et al. (2019). 

 

 

 

 

How strongly do you agree or disagree about the following statements regarding how you 
see yourself?  

• I identify strongly as a law-abiding person  

• Being a law-abiding person is important to the way I think of myself as a person  

• It is important for me to be seen by others as a law-abiding person  

Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each of these statements. 

• We should treat authorities with respect because they are in the best position to 

know what is good for our country 

• Authorities should be obeyed because they are in the best position to know what is 

good for our country 

•  
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Moral Alignment: State/Territory Government 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.93; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant felt more morally 

aligned with their State/Territory Government. Items used for this scale were adapted from the 

South African Social Attitudes Survey (2012). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

General Trust and Confidence in Police 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.94; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant is more trusting of 

police. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Murphy et al. (2019). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

In answering the questions think about police in your local area. Thinking about the 
police in my local area in general...  

• I have confidence in police   

• I trust police to act in the best interests of the community   

Do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements about the Government?  

• I generally support the decisions made by my State/Territory Government  

• My State/Territory Government usually acts in ways that are consistent with my own 

ideas about what is right and wrong  

Do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements about the Government?  

• I have confidence in my State/Territory Government  

• I trust my State/Territory Government to act in the best interests of all Australians  
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Moral Alignment: Police  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.94; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant feels that police are 

more morally aligned with the values of the Australian public. Items used for this scale were 

adapted from the work of Hough et al. (2017). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Identity/Solidarity with Police  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.93; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant identifies more and 

feels greater solidarity with the police. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of 

Prati and Pietrantoni (2009) and Radburn, Stott, Bradford, and Robinson (2018). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

  

In answering the questions think about police in your local area. Thinking about the 
police in my local area in general...  

• I identify strongly with the police  

• I feel a sense of solidarity with the police  

• The values of most police officers are very similar to my own 

Do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements about the police in your 
local area?  

• I support the way the police usually act 

• The police usually act in ways that are consistent with my own ideas about what is 

right and wrong  
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Police Procedural Justice: General 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.95; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant perceives the police 

to be more procedurally just. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Murphy 

and colleagues (2004; 2011).  

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Defiance and Compliance  

Resistant Defiance  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.77; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant is more resistant to 

police. Items used for this scale were adapted by Murphy (2016) from the original work of 

Braithwaite (2003, 2009). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Thinking about the police in your local area to what extent do you agree or disagree with 
these statements about the police?  

• Police treat people with dignity and respect  

• Police explain their decisions to the people they deal with  

• Police let people speak before they make decisions 

• Police make their decisions based upon facts not personal biases 

• Police treat people fairly 

• Police provide the same quality of service to all people 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements about police?...  

• It is important not to let the police push you around  

• As a society we need more people willing to take a stand against rude police  

• It is important that people lodge formal complaints against disrespectful police 

• If police were disrespectful toward me I would not cooperate with them 
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Disengaged Defiance  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.74; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant is more disengaged 

from complying with police authority. The first three items used for this scale were adapted by 

Murphy (2016) from the original work of Braithwaite (2003, 2009). The latter three were 

developed for the purposes of the survey.  

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Willingness to Cooperate with Police  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.94; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not at all 

likely; 2 = not very likely; 3 = neither likely nor unlikely; 4 = fairly likely; 5 = very likely). A 

higher score on this scale indicates that the participant is more willing to cooperate with the 

police. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Sunshine and Tyler (2003) and 

Murphy et al. (2008). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements about police?...  

• I try to avoid contact with police at all costs 

• Even if I needed help from police I would prefer to avoid making contact with them  

• If I find out that I'm not doing what police want I'm not going to lose sleep over it 

• In general, I don’t think or worry about how police rules or regulations apply to me  

• I enjoy thinking about how I can avoid the imposition of police rules and restrictions 

If the situation arose how likely would you be to...  

• Call the police to report a crime you witnessed  

• Report dangerous or suspicious activity near your house to the police  

• Provide information to the police to help find a suspected criminal 

• Call the police if you needed help 

• Willingly assist the police if asked 
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Support for Police Use of Force 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.61; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not at all 

acceptable; 2 = not very acceptable; 3 = neither acceptable nor unacceptable; 4 = fairly 

acceptable; 5 = very acceptable). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant was 

more supportive of police use of force. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work 

of Bradford et al. (2017). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Survey Section 3: Authority Responses to COVID-19  

Satisfaction with Authorities’ Handling of the COVID-19 Pandemic 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.84; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant was more supportive 

of police use of force. Items used for this scale were created for the purposes of the survey. 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Support for Increased Police Powers during COVID-19 Pandemic  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.98; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant was more supportive 

Thinking about the police in your local area how acceptable is it for police to... 

• ...strike a citizen who uses his fists to attack a police officer? 

• ...use physical force against an offender who is handcuffed and in police custody? 

• ...use force to arrest an unarmed person who is not offering violent resistance? 

• Overall, I am satisfied with how police in my State/Territory have handled 

themselves during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

• Overall, I am satisfied with how politicians in my State/Territory have handled 

themselves during the COVID-19 pandemic. 
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of police having enhanced powers during COVID-19. Items used for this scale were developed 

specifically for the purposes of this survey. 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Trust in Police to Enforce Laws Appropriately  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.95; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had more trust in 

police to enforce laws appropriately. Items used for this scale were developed specifically for 

the purposes of this survey. 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

  

To what extent do you disagree or agree with the following statements...  

• The police should have the power to issue fines to people flouting social distancing 

rules  

• The police should be issuing fines to those who flout social distancing rules  

The police have been granted additional powers during COVID-19 to fine people who are 

flouting social distancing restrictions. To what extent do you disagree or agree with the 

following statements: 

• I trust police to use their discretion appropriately when issuing fines to people 

flouting social distancing rules  

• I have confidence in the police to use their power appropriately when issuing fines 

to people flouting social distancing rules  

• I support the way police have issued fines to people flouting social distancing rules, 

even if I don’t understand or agree with their decisions  
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Specific Police Procedural Justice when Enforcing COVID-19 Restrictions  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.96; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant perceived the police 

to be more procedurally just when issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules in 

their State/Territory. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Murphy and 

colleagues (2004; 2011). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Specific Bounded Authority Concerns when Enforcing COVID-19 

Restrictions  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.97; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant perceived the police 

to overstep the boundaries of their authority in the context of COVID-19. Items used for this 

scale were adapted from the work of Huq and colleagues (2017).  

When issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules police in my State/Territory 
have..  

• Treated people with dignity and respect  

• Displayed compassion and understanding  

• Made their decisions based upon facts not personal biases 

• Taken account of people’s explanations for why they are where they are before 

issuing a fine 

• Treated people fairly  

• Enforced the rules consistently across different people 
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Duty to Obey Authorities’ During COVID-19 Restrictions  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.96; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not at all 

everybody’s duty; 2 = somewhat not everybody’s duty; 3 = undecided; 4 = somewhat 

everybody’s duty; 5 = completely everybody’s duty). A higher score on this scale indicates that 

the participant believe it is everybody’s duty to obey authorities by adhering to COVID-19 

restrictions. Items used for this scale were adapted from Murphy et al. (2020a). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

When issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules, I think police in my 

State/Territory have generally….. 

• Abused the powers given to them 

• Overstepped the boundaries of their rightful authority  

To what extent do you think that it is everybody's duty to support the authorities (e.g., 

Government and police) during the COVID-19 pandemic by….  

• Abiding fully with all current COVID-19 restrictions  

• Staying at home if feeling unwell  

• Ensuring you maintain 1.5m physical distance from others when out and about  

• Wearing a mask when out if required to do so 

• Avoiding travel to a COVID-19 hotspot  

• Ensuring you wash or sanitise your hands frequently  

• Avoiding crowded places (e.g., shopping malls, sporting events, social gatherings, 

parties) 

• Staying at home as much as possible  

• Avoiding greeting people with a hand shake, kiss or hug  

• Not socialising with friends and family if not allowed to do so 

• Providing your contact details at cafes, restaurants and bars  
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Self-reported Compliance with COVID-19 Restrictions 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.90; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = never; 2 = 

rarely; 3 = sometimes; 4 = often; 5 = very often). A higher score on this scale indicates that the 

participant was more compliant with COVID-19 restrictions. Items used for this scale were 

adapted from Murphy et al. (2020a). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Sovereign Citizen Beliefs  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.94; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant was more compliant 

with COVID-19 restrictions. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Ross 

(2020). 

How often during the past week have you engaged in the following behaviours?(please be 

honest as your responses are anonymous) 

• Abided fully with all current COVID-19 restrictions  

• Stayed at home if you felt unwell 

• Maintained 1.5m physical distance from others when out and about  

• Wore a mask when out  

• Travelled to a COVID-19 hotspot* 

• Washed or sanitised your hands frequently  

• Attended a crowded place (e.g., shopping mall, sporting event, social gathering, 

party)* 

• Stayed at home as much as possible  

• Greeted people with a hand shake, kiss or hug* 

• Socialised with friends and family when not allowed to do so* 

• Provided your contact details at cafes, restaurants and bars 
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Survey Section 4: The Impact of COVID-19  

Emotional Well-being During COVID-19 Lockdown  

Positive Affect  

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.70; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = never; 2 = 

rarely; 3 = sometimes; 4 = often; 5 = always). A higher score on this scale indicates that the 

participant had more positive emotions since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak. Items used 

for this scale were adapted from the work of Krehbiel and Cropanzano (2000). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

The Government has introduced various restrictions on the following activities during the 

COVID-19 pandemic. How much do you agree with the following statements when the 

restrictions are in place.…  

• It is my right not to wear a mask even if required to do so 

• It is my right to refuse to give police my details when they ask me for my details  

• It is my right to socialise with as many friends and family as I want during the 

pandemic  

• It is my right to travel where I please and when I please during the pandemic  

• It is my right to attend a religious service when I want and where I want during the 

pandemic  

Since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak in Australia how often have you felt the following 

emotions?  

• Hopefulness  

• Happiness  
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Negative Affect 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.89; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = never; 2 = 

rarely; 3 = sometimes; 4 = often; 5 = always). A higher score on this scale indicates that the 

participant had more negative emotions since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak. Items used 

for this scale were adapted from the work of Krehbiel and Cropanzano (2000). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Feelings of Uncertainty 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.80; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 =  not at all 

uncertain; 2 = a little uncertain; 3 = somewhat uncertain; 4 = very uncertain; 5 = extremely 

uncertain). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had more negative 

emotions since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak. Items used for this scale were developed 

by the authors of this report.  

Since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak in Australia how often have you felt the following 

emotions?  

• Worry 

• Fear 

• Anger 

• Annoyance 

• Anxiety 

• Sadness 

• Uncertainty 

• Loneliness 

• Hopelessness 
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Survey Section 5: Your Views and Beliefs about COVID-

19  

Beliefs about COVID-19 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.95; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had more negative 

emotions since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak. Items used for this scale were developed 

by the authors of this report.  

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

At this moment, how uncertain do you feel about…? 

• Yourself 

• Your place in the world  

• Your future 

• The state of the world  

How much do you agree with the following statements regarding COVID-19? 

• The Government is exaggerating the seriousness of COVID-19 

• Big pharmaceutical companies have exaggerated the seriousness of COVId-19 in a 

big to make the rich richer 

• The media has exaggerated the seriousness of COVID-19 to sell a good story 

• Governments are using COVID-19 in a bid to permanently limit our freedoms  

• COVID-19 was intentionally released by China as a biological weapon  

• The COVID-19 death tally is being intentionally inflated  

• COVId-19 is a scam dreamt up by global elites seeking to control the rest of us 

• COVID-19 is NOT real  

• 5G mobile networks increase our risk of catching COVID-19 

• COVID-19 vaccines will be used to harm or control society   
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Conspiracy Mentality 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.84; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had more negative 

emotions since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak. Items used for this scale were adapted 

from the work of Bruder et al. (2013). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows: 

 

Anomie 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.78; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had reporting feeling 

a stronger sense of anomie. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Federico 

et al. (2018) and Teymoori et al. (2016). 

How much do you agree with the following statements? I think that… 

• Many important things happen in the world, which the public is never informed 

about  

• Politicians usually do not tell us the true motives for their decisions  

• Government agencies closely monitor all citizens  

• There are secret organisations that greatly influence political decisions   
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The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Beliefs in a Just World 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.76; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1=strongly 

disagree; 2 = somewhat disagree; 3 = neither agree nor disagree; 4 = somewhat agree; 5 = 

strongly agree). A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had stronger beliefs 

in a just world. Items used for this scale were adapted by Lipkus (1991). 

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

When answering the following questions, think about Australian society. How much do you 

agree with the following statements?  

• Compared to the Australia I knew before; I barely recognise what this country is 

becoming 

• The values that made Australia great are eroding more and more with each passing 

year  

• Nowadays, ideas change so fast that it is hard to tell right from wrong  

•  There seems to be an absence of moral standards these days  

• Everyone thinks about themselves these days  

• These days people are less likely to help those in need  

• You don't know who you can trust anymore  

• In Australia, people are generally cooperative* 

How much do you agree with the following questions?  

• I feel that people get what they deserve in life  

• I feel that people treat each other fairly in life  

• I feel that people treat each other with the respect they deserve  

• I feel that a person’s efforts are noticed and rewarded in life  

• I basically feel that the world is a fair place   



 82 

Social Isolation/Exclusion 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.60; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not at all like 

me; 2 = very little like me; 3 = not sure; 4 = to some extent like me; 5 = a great deal like me). 

A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant felt more socially isolated/excluded. 

Items used for this scale were developed for the purposes of the survey.  

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

Rational-Experiential Inventory 

Cronbach’s alpha = 0.67; each item was measured on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = not at all like 

me; 2 = very little like me; 3 = not sure; 4 = to some extent like me; 5 = a great deal like me). 

A higher score on this scale indicates that the participant had more rational/experiential 

perspectives. Items used for this scale were adapted from the work of Epstein et al. (1996). All 

experiential items are denoted by #.  

The questions included in the survey were asked as follows:  

 

 

 

How much do the following questions describe you?  

• I seem to think about things differently to most other people I know  

• Even though I have people around me I often feel lonely  

• I often feel like an outsider in society    

How much do the following questions describe you?  

• I try to avoid situations that require thinking in depth about something* 

• I prefer to do something that challenges my thinking abilities rather than something 

that requires little thought 

• I prefer complex to simple problems 

• I can usually feel when a person is right or wrong even if I can’t explain how#   

• When it comes to trusting people, I can usually rely on my ‘gut feeling’ # 

• I believe in trusting my hunches# 
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Part 4: Survey Codebook  
Part 4 of this Technical report presents a codebook of the responses to each item in the Attitudes 

to Authority During COVID-19 Wave 2 Survey. The codebook is structured in the same format 

as the original survey and presents each question as well as the breakdown of responses to each 

question. Specifically, the number of respondents who answered each question is outlined, the 

missing data is presented, as well as how many responded to each available response option. 

The means and standard deviations of each item are also presented. As mentioned in Part 1 of 

this report, a total of 779 completed the survey, after accounting for 548 cases that were 

partially completed and a further 108 cases that contained incorrect responses to the two 

validation check questions. The following codebook data is based on a sample size of n=779. 
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Attitudes to Authority During COVID-19 Wave 

2 Survey 

 

 

Q1. [Q1.1] What is your age?  [see Codebook Appendix B] 
Mean 54.31 
Std Dev 12.46 

 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q2.  [Q1.2] What is your gender?  

  n % 
 Male .......................................................................................... 1 363 46.6 
 Female ...................................................................................... 2 408 52.4 
 Other ......................................................................................... 3 8 1.0 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q3.  [Q1.3] Were you born in Australia? 

  n % 
 Yes ............................................................................................ 1 574 73.7 
 No ............................................................................................. 2 205 26.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q4.  [Q1.4] If you were not born in Australia, how long have you lived in Australia? 

  n % 
 Less than 5 years ....................................................................... 1 6 2.9 
 5-9 years ................................................................................... 2 9 4.4 
 10+ years ................................................................................... 3 190 92.7 
 Total Valid [205] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (574) (73.7) 
 
  

SECTION 1: ABOUT YOU 

This section asks about yourself. These are important so that we can see how different 

people in different situations respond to questions. 
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Q5.  [Q1.5] Please select the option which best describes your ethnic/racial group: 
  n % 

 Caucasian (i.e., ‘White’) ........................................................... 1 735 94.4 
 Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander ................................... 2 9 1.2 
 Asian (e.g., Chinese; Japanese) ................................................ 3 6 0.8 
 South Asian (e.g., Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi, etc.) ........... 4 2 0.3 
 Middle Eastern (e.g., Lebanese, Syrian, etc.) ........................... 5 1 0.1 
 Black African (e.g., Sudanese, Kenyan) ................................... 6 1 0.1 
 Pacific Islander (e.g., Tongan, Fijian, Maori) .......................... 6 1 0.1 
 Other ......................................................................................... 7 24 3.1 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q6.  [Q1.6] I identify strongly with my ethnic/racial group: 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 77 9.9 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 52 6.7 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 398 51.1 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 129 16.6 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 123 15.8 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q7.  [Q1.7] What is the highest level of education you have completed? 

  n % 
 Did not have any or much formal schooling ............................ 1 1 0.1 
 Primary school .......................................................................... 2 2 0.3 
 Junior secondary/intermediate/form 4/year 10 ......................... 3 43 5.5 
 Senior secondary/leaving/form 6/year 12 ................................. 4 89 11.4 
 Trade/Technical certificate ....................................................... 5 107 13.7 
 Diploma or Advanced Diploma ................................................ 6 159 20.4 
 Bachelor’s degree ..................................................................... 7 189 24.3 
 Graduate Certificate or Graduate Diploma ............................... 8 82 10.5 
 Postgraduate Degree (Masters or Doctorate) ............................ 9 107 13.7 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q8.  [Q1.8] What is your current employment status? 

  n % 
 Working full time ..................................................................... 1 269 34.5 
 Working part time or casually .................................................. 2 148 19.0 
 Retired ...................................................................................... 3 182 23.4 
 Unemployed but seeking work ................................................. 4 48 6.2 
 Unemployed but not seeking work ........................................... 5 13 1.7 
 Home duties .............................................................................. 6 29 3.7 
 Studying .................................................................................... 7 18 2.3 
 Studying and working ............................................................... 8 18 2.3 
 Other ....................................................................................... 14 54 6.9 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q9.  [Q1.9] Have you lost your job/been stood down from your position due to COVID-19? 

  n % 
 Yes ............................................................................................ 1 103 13.2 
 No ............................................................................................. 2 676 86.8 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
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Q10.  [Q1.10] Which state or territory do you live in? 
  n % 

 ACT .......................................................................................... 1 9 1.2 
 NSW ......................................................................................... 2 98 12.6 
 NT ............................................................................................. 3 5 0.6 
 QLD .......................................................................................... 4 190 24.4 
 SA ............................................................................................. 5 31 4.0 
 TAS ........................................................................................... 6 23 3.0 
 VIC ........................................................................................... 7 368 47.2 
 WA ............................................................................................ 8 55 7.1 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
 
Q11.  [Q1.11] What is your postcode  _________________ [See Codebook Appendix C] 
 
Q12.   [Q1.12] Some people talk about "left" (e.g. Australian Labour Party; Greens), "right" (e.g. Liberal National Party; 

One Nation), and "centre" to describe political parties and politicians. With this in mind, where would you 
place yourself in terms of your support for political parties? 

  n % 
 1 Very left-wing ........................................................................ 1 45 15.8 
 2 ................................................................................................ 2 79 10.1 
 3 ................................................................................................ 3 92 11.8 
 4 Centre ..................................................................................... 4 252 32.3 
 5 ................................................................................................ 5 164 21.1 
 6 ................................................................................................ 6 110 14.1 
 7 Very right-wing ..................................................................... 7 37 4.7 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
 
 

 
Q14.  [Q2.1] The following questions ask about how you see yourself. 
 

  
Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree 
nor 

disagree 
Somewhat 

agree 
Strongly 

agree 

 

a.   [Q2.1a]  I identify strongly as 
a law-abiding person .....................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.30  n 21 25 72 241 420 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.96  % 2.7 3.2 9.2 30.9 53.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.1b]  Being a law-abiding 
person is important to the way I 
think of myself as a person ............   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.91  n 38 51 150 241 299 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.13  % 4.9 6.5 19.3 30.9 38.4 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.1c]  It is important for me 
to be seen by others as a law-
abiding person ...............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.00  n 39 52 222 242 224 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.07  % 5.0 6.7 28.5 31.1 28.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
           

 
  

SECTION 2: YOUR ATTITUDES TOWARD AUTHORITY 

We now turn to questions that ask about your general attitudes regarding authorities in 

Australia, including police and the government.  
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Q15.  [Q2.2] We should treat authorities with respect because they are in the best position to know what is good for our 
country. 
 Mean 2.64 
 Std Dev 1.33 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 215 93.4 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 171 1.6 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 128 1.5 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 206 0.1 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 59 0.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q16.  [Q2.3] Authorities should be obeyed because they are in the best position to know what is good for our country. 
 Mean 2.46 
 Std Dev 1.28 
 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 244 31.3 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 189 24.3 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 123 15.8 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 187 24.0 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 36 4.6 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
 
Q17.  [Q2.4] Now, some questions about how you view your State/Territory Government and politicians? 

  
Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree 
nor 

disagree 
Somewhat 

agree 
Strongly 

agree 

 

a. [Q2.4a] I have confidence in 
my State/Territory Government .   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.34  n 374 117 51 122 115 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.55  % 48.0 15.0 6.5 15.7 14.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.4b]  I trust my 
State/Territory Government to 
act in the best interests of all 
Australians ..................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.24  n 395 116 50 120 98 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.51  % 50.7 14.9 6.4 15.4 12.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.4c]  I generally support 
the decisions made by my 
State/Territory Government .......   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.49  n 281 163 100 141 94 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.44  % 36.1 20.9 12.8 18.1 12.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.   [Q2.4d]  My State/Territory 
Government usually acts in 
ways that are consistent with 
my own ideas about what is 
right and wrong ..........................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.25  n 330 177 80 131 61 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 42.4 22.7 10.3 16.8 7.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q18.  [Q2.5] In answering the following questions, think about police in your local area. How much do you disagree or agree 
with the statements? In general... 

  
Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree 
nor 

disagree 
Somewhat 

agree 
Strongly 

agree 

 

a. [Q2.5a] I have confidence in 
police ..........................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.07  n 146 159 90 262 122 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.38  % 18.7 20.4 11.6 33.6 15.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.5b]  I trust police to act 
in the best interests of the 
community ..................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.01  n 168 151 90 247 123 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.42  % 21.6 19.4 11.6 31.7 15.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.5c]  I support the way 
the police usually act ..................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.27  n 103 137 113 299 127 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.29  % 13.2 17.6 14.5 38.4 16.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.   [Q2.5d]  The police usually 
act in ways that are consistent 
with my own ideas about what 
is right and wrong .......................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.08  n 128 147 144 255 105 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.31  % 16.4 18.9 18.5 32.7 13.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e. [Q2.5e]  I identify strongly 
with the police ............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.72  n 172 163 228 142 74 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.26  % 22.1 20.9 29.3 18.2 9.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f.  [Q2.5f]  I feel a sense of 
solidarity with the police ............   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.70  n 192 156 198 158 75 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.30  % 24.6 20.0 25.4 20.3 9.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
           
g. [Q2.5g] The values of most 
police officers are very similar 
to my own ...................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.80  n 140 167 250 154 68 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.20  % 18.0 21.4 32.1 19.8 8.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
                      

 
  



 93 

Q19.  [Q2.6] Thinking about the police in your local area, to what extent do you agree or disagree with these statements about 
the police? 

  
Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree 
nor 

disagree 
Somewhat 

agree 
Strongly 

agree 

 

a. [Q2.6a] Police treat people 
with dignity and respect .............   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.04  n 137 140 155 249 98 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.31  % 17.6 18.0 19.9 32.0 12.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.6b]  Police explain their 
decisions to the people they deal 
with .............................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.91  n 140 168 181 204 86 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.28  % 18.0 21.6 23.2 26.2 11.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.6c]  Police let people 
speak before they make 
decisions .....................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.73  n 154 178 223 172 52 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.20  % 19.8 22.8 28.6 22.1 6.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d. [Q2.6d]  Police make their 
decisions based upon facts, not 
personal biases ...........................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.72  n 159 203 178 177 62 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.24  % 20.4 26.1 22.8 22.7 8.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e. [Q2.6e]  Police treat people 
fairly ...........................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.75  n 159 193 164 206 57 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.25  % 20.4 24.8 21.1 26.4 7.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f.  [Q2.6f]  Police provide the 
same quality of service to all 
people .........................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.42  n 251 199 133 142 54 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.29  % 32.2 25.5 17.1 18.2 6.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q20.  [Q2.7]  To what extent do you agree or disagree with the following statements about police?... 
 
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

 

a.  [Q2.7a] It is important not to let the 
police push your around ..............................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.84  n 34 63 160 258 264 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.11  % 4.4 8.1 20.5 33.1 33.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.7b] As a society we need more 
people willing to take a stand against rude 
police ...........................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.88  n 40 73 125 247 294 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.17  % 5.1 9.4 16.0 31.7 37.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.7c] It is important that people lodge 
formal complaints against disrespectful 
police ...........................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.39  n 16 23 51 239 450 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.89  % 2.1 3.0 6.5 30.7 57.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.  [Q2.7d]  If police were disrespectful 
toward me I would not cooperate with 
them .............................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.24  n 74 159 204 188 154 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.25  % 9.5 20.4 26.2 24.1 19.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e.  [Q2.7e] I try to avoid contact with 
police at all costs .........................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.25  n 121 100 205 173 180 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 15.5 12.8 26.3 22.2 23.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f.  [Q2.7f] Even if I needed help from 
police I would prefer to avoid making 
contact with them ........................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.51  n 283 164 94 130 108 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.47  % 36.3 21.1 12.1 16.7 13.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
g. [Q2.7g] If I find out that I’m not doing 
what police want, I’m not going to lose 
sleep over it .................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.21  n 77 133 246 195 128 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.20  % 9.9 17.1 31.6 25.0 16.4 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
h.  [Q2.7h] In general, I don’t think or 
worry about how police rules or 
regulations apply to me ...............................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.76  n 148 201 191 168 71 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.24  % 19.0 25.8 24.5 21.6 9.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
i.  [Q2.7i]  I enjoy thinking about how I 
can avoid the imposition of police rules 
and restrictions ............................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.08  n 352 139 195 58 35 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.18  % 45.2 17.8 25.0 7.4 4.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
j.  [Q2.7j] People should give police a run 
for their money ............................................  

 1 2 3 4 5 Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.97  n 399 141 141 61 37 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.20  % 51.2 18.1 18.1 7.8 4.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q21.  [Q2.8] How acceptable is it for police to... 

  

Not 
acceptable 

at all 
Not very 

acceptable 

Not 
acceptable 

or 
unacceptable 

Fairly 
acceptable 

Very 
acceptable 

 

a. [Q2.8a]  Strike a citizen who 
uses their fists to attack a police 
officer? ............................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.36  n 92 117 142 272 156 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.28  % 11.8 15.0 18.2 34.9 20.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
           
 
b. [Q2.8b]  Use physical force 
against an offender who is 
handcuffed and in police custody? ..   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.60  n 479 172 89 35 4 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.89  % 61.5 22.1 11.4 4.5 0.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
           

 
c.  [Q2.8c]  Use force to arrest an 
unarmed person who is not offering 
violent resistance? ...........................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.38  n 593 115 38 30 3 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.78  % 76.1 14.8 4.9 3.9 0.4 [100.0] (0.0) 

 
Q22.  [Q2.9] In the past 4 weeks, did the police approach you, stop you or make contact with you for any reason? 

  n % 
 Yes ............................................................................................ 1 120 15.4 
 No ............................................................................................. 2 659 84.6 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
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Q23.  [Q2.10]  If the situation arose, how likely would you be to... 

 
  

Not at all 
likely 

Not very 
likely 

Neither 
likely nor 
unlikely 

Fairly 
likely 

Very 
likely 

 

a.  [Q2.10a] Call the police to report a 
crime you witnessed ....................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.03  n 36 62 83 256 342 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.13  % 4.6 8.0 10.7 32.9 43.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q2.10b] Report dangerous or 
suspicious activity near your house to the 
police ...........................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.95  n 35 79 78 283 304 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.14  % 4.5 10.1 10.0 36.3 39.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q2.10c] Provide information to the 
police to help find a suspected criminal ......   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.13  n 26 44 93 257 359 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.05  % 3.3 5.6 11.9 33.0 46.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.  [Q2.10d]  Call the police if you needed 
help ..............................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.05  n 39 58 89 233 360 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.15  % 5.0 7.4 11.4 29.9 46.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e.  [Q2.10e] Willingly assist the police if 
asked ............................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.04  n 39 39 114 249 338 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.11  % 5.0 5.0 14.6 32.0 43.4 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f.  [Q2.10f] Please answer Not very likely' 
to this question. This is a validation check .   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.00  n 0 779 0 0 0 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.00  % 0.00 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [100.0] (0.0) 

 
 
 
 

 
Q24.  [Q3.1] Overall, I am satisfied with how police in my State/Territory have handled themselves during the COVID-19 
pandemic. 
 Mean 2.95 
 Std Dev 1.59 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 238 30.6 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 102 13.1 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 86 11.0 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 166 21.3 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 187 24.0 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
  

SECTION 3: AUTHORITY RESPONSES TO COVID-19 

We would like to hear your opinions regarding a range of issues related to the COVID-19 
pandemic. In this section we present questions about the powers granted to police and 

authorities in Australia to help deal with the COVID-19 pandemic. We also ask you about 
how you feel the authorities have been handling the pandemic. 
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Q25.  [Q3.2] Overall, I am satisfied with how politicians in my State/Territory have handled themselves during the COVID-
19 pandemic. 
 Mean 2.34 
 Std Dev 1.62 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 408 52.4 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 83 10.7 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 36 4.6 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 118 15.1 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 134 17.2 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
 
Q26.  [Q3.3] How much confidence do you have in the ability of the following institutions to handle the COVID-19 
pandemic? 
 

 
  

No 
confidence 

at all 
Not much 
confidence 

Some 
confidence  

A fair 
amount of 
confidence 

A lot of 
confidence 

  

a.  [Q3.3a] Australian Federal 
Government .....................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.52  n 230 180 160 150 99  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.30  % 29.5 23.1 20.5 19.3 7.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
b. [Q3.3b] My State/Territory 
Government .....................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.46  n 350 112 69 101 147  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.59  % 44.9 14.4 8.9 13.0 18.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
c.  [Q3.3c] National Health 
Department ......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.68  n 222 140 169 165 83  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 28.5 18.0 21.7 21.2 10.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
d. [Q3.3d] My State/Territory 
Health Department ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.52  n 321 130 76 108 144  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.57  % 41.2 16.7 9.8 13.9 18.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
e. [Q3.3e] World Health 
Organisation ....................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.07  n 409 110 109 97 54  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.34  % 52.5 14.1 14.0 12.5 6.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
f. [Q3.3f] Police ..............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.67  n 218 148 164 172 77  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.35  % 28.0 19.0 21.1 22.1 9.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
 
g. [Q3.3g] The mainstream media ..   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.52  n 526 141 75 33 4  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.87  % 67.5 18.1 9.6 4.2 0.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q27.  [Q3.4] Think about how the authorities have handled the COVID-19 pandemic in your State/Territory. How much do 
you agree with the following statements? 
 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

  

a.  [Q3.4a] The police in my 
State/Territory have been effective 
in containing the spread of 
COVID-19 .......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.82  n 201 90 236 152 100  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.35  % 25.8 11.6 30.3 19.5 12.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
b. [Q3.4b] The police in my 
State/Territory have been heavy-
handed with people who are not 
complying with COVID-19 
restrictions .......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.30  n 122 125 176 113 243  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.45  % 15.7 16.0 22.6 14.5 31.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
c.  [Q3.4c] My State/Territory 
Government has been effective in 
containing the spread of COVID-
19 .....................................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.00  n 251 64 109 145 210  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.62  % 32.2 8.2 14.0 18.6 27.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
d. [Q3.4d] My State/Territory 
Government has been heavy-
handed in how they have dealt with 
the COVID-19 pandemic ................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.43  n 176 99 61 100 343  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.66  % 22.6 12.7 7.8 12.8 44.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
             

 
Q28.  [Q3.5] Can you tell me whether you support or oppose granting the authorities the following powers during a COVID-
19 outbreak? 
  Strongly 

oppose 
Oppose Neither 

oppose 
nor 

support  

Support Strongly 
support 

  

a.  [Q3.5a] Issue an on-the-spot fine to 
people they find out of their homes 
without justification ...................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.57  n 362 85 33 124 175  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.69  % 46.5 10.9 4.2 15.9 22.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
b. [Q3.5b] Use force to make people 
return to their homes if they are out 
without justification ...................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.15  n 409 116 64 108 82  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.45  % 52.5 14.9 8.2 13.9 10.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
c.  [Q3.5c] Set up checkpoints during 
lockdowns to ensure that people are only 
out with good reason ..................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.64  n 355 80 32 117 195  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.72  % 45.6 10.3 4.1 15.0 25.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
d. [Q3.5d] Use tracking devices (e.g., 
mobile phones, ankle bracelets) for 
quarantined people ......................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.86  n 322 63 32 128 234  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.76  % 41.3 8.1 4.1 16.4 30.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            



 99 

  Strongly 
oppose 

Oppose Neither 
oppose 

nor 
support  

Support Strongly 
support 

   

 
e. [Q3.5e] Make it a criminal offence to 
spread false information about COVID-19 .  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.82  n 317 55 78 106 223  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.72  % 40.7 7.1 10.0 13.6 28.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
f. [Q3.5f] Impose a curfew for everyone 
but key workers ...........................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.21  n 455 61 34 104 125  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.60  % 58.4 7.8 4.4 13.4 16.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
 
g. [Q3.5g] Restrict people to their local 
area (i.e., within 5km of their home) 
during an outbreak of COVID-19 ...............  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.34  n 447 49 17 101 165  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.71  % 57.4 6.3 2.2 13.0 21.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
h. [Q3.5h] Ban all protests, marches, 
demonstrations, and mass gatherings ..........  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.61  n 370 62 54 84 209  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.74  % 47.5 8.0 6.9 10.8 26.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
i. [Q3.5i] Imprison people for up to 6 
months for serious breaches of COVID-19 
rules .............................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.31  n 405 76 71 108 119  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.57  % 52.0 9.8 9.1 13.9 15.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
 
j. [Q3.5j] Force people to download a 
COVID-19 contact tracing app on their 
mobile phones  ............................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.75  n 511 84 90 56 38  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.20  % 65.6 10.8 11.6 7.2 4.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
k. [Q3.5k] Make a COVID-19 vaccination 
compulsory ..................................................  

 1 2 3 4 5  Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.02  n 483 63 58 88 87  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.47  % 62.0 8.1 7.4 11.3 11.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q29.  [Q3.6] The police have been granted additional powers during COVID-19 to fine people who are flouting social 
distancing restrictions. To what extent do you disagree or agree with the following statements. 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

 

a.  [Q3.6a] The police should have the 
power to issue fines to people flouting 
social distancing rules .................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.63  n 345 80 44 139 171 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.67  % 44.3 10.3 5.6 17.8 22.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q3.6b] The police should be issuing 
fines to those who flout social distancing 
rules .............................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.56  n 356 77 59 131 156 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.64  % 45.7 9.9 7.6 16.8 20.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q3.6c] I trust police to use their 
discretion appropriately when issuing fines 
to people flouting social distancing rules ....   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.56  n 308 117 77 166 111 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.52  % 39.5 15.0 9.9 21.3 14.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.  [Q3.6d]  I have confidence in the police 
to use their power appropriately when 
issuing fines to people flouting social 
distancing rules ............................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.42  n 339 115 82 143 100 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.50  % 43.5 14.8 10.5 18.4 12.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e.  [Q3.6e] I support the way police have 
issued fines to people flouting social 
distancing rules, even if I don’t understand 
or agree with their decisions .......................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.36  n 346 107 119 112 95 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.46  % 44.4 13.7 15.3 14.4 12.2 [100.0] (0.0) 

 

Q30.  [Q3.7]  When issuing fines to people flouting social distancing rules, I think police in my State/Territory have 
generally….. 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

 

a.  [Q3.7a] Treated people with dignity 
and respect. ..................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.75  n 223 100 200 158 98 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.39  % 28.6 12.8 25.7 20.3 12.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q3.7b] Displayed compassion and 
understanding ..............................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.61  n 251 96 213 140 79 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 32.2 12.3 27.3 18.0 10.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q3.7c] Made their decisions based 
upon facts, not personal biases ....................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.70  n 223 113 217 126 100 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.37  % 28.6 14.5 27.9 16.2 12.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.  [Q3.7d] Taken account of people’s 
explanations for why they are where they 
are before issuing a fine ..............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.66  n 222 104 249 124 80 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.32  % 28.5 13.4 32.0 15.9 10.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree   

 
e.  [Q3.7e] Treated people fairly .................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.67  n 238 117 188 138 98 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.39  % 30.6 15.0 24.1 17.7 12.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f. [Q3.7f] Enforced the rules consistently 
across different people ................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.48  n 280 112 197 112 78 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 35.9 14.4 25.3 14.4 10.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
g.  [Q3.7g] Abused the powers given to 
them .............................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.13  n 161 109 180 124 205 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.47  % 20.7 14.0 23.1 15.9 26.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
h.  [Q3.7h]  Overstepped the boundaries of 
their rightful authority .................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.20  n 173 94 162 106 244 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.54  % 22.2 12.1 20.8 13.6 31.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
Q31.  [Q3.8] To what extent do you think that it is everybody's duty to support the authorities (e.g., Government and police) 
during the COVID-19 pandemic by…. 

 
  

Not at all 
everybody’s 

duty 

Somewhat 
not 

everybody’s 
duty Undecided  

Somewhat 
everybody’s 

duty 

Completely 
everybody’s 

duty 

  

a.  [Q3.8a] Abiding fully with all 
current COVID-19 restrictions ........   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.18  n 231 59 97 122 270  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.67  % 29.7 7.6 12.5 15.7 34.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

b. [Q3.8b] Staying at home if 
feeling unwell ..................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.39  n 47 28 26 152 526  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.12  % 6.0 3.6 3.3 19.5 67.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
c.  [Q3.8c] Ensuring you maintain 
1.5m physical distance from others 
when out and about .........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.59  n 168 48 81 119 363  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.61  % 21.6 6.2 10.4 15.3 46.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q3.8d] Wearing a mask when 
out if required to do so ....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.95  n 330 45 42 61 301  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.84  % 42.4 5.8 5.4 7.8 38.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Not at all 
everybody’s 

duty 

Somewhat 
not 

everybody’s 
duty Undecided  

Somewhat 
everybody’s 

duty 

Completely 
everybody’s 

duty    

e. [Q3.8e] Avoiding travel to a 
COVID-19 hotspot ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.77  n 143 40 69 125 402  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.55  % 18.4 5.1 8.9 16.0 51.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
f. [Q3.8f] Ensuring you wash or 
sanitise your hands frequently .........   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.18  n 90 23 40 128 498  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.35  % 11.6 3.0 5.1 16.4 63.9  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
g. [Q3.8g] Avoiding crowded 
places (e.g., shopping malls, 
sporting events, social gatherings, 
parties) .............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.37  n 187 71 84 141 296  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.62  % 24.0 9.1 10.8 18.1 38.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
h. [Q3.8h] Staying at home as 
much as possible .............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.10  n 258 63 61 138 259  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.71  % 33.1 8.1 7.8 17.7 33.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
i. [Q3.8i] Avoiding greeting people 
with a hand shake, kiss, or hug .......   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.25  n 229 63 74 113 300  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.70  % 29.4 8.1 9.5 14.5 38.5  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
j. [Q3.8j] Not socialising with 
friends and family if not allowed to 
do so  ...............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.88  n 311 61 74 75 258  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.76  % 39.9 7.8 9.5 9.6 33.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
k. [Q3.8k] Providing your contact 
details at cafes, restaurants and bars   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.32  n 234 47 65 103 330  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.73  % 30.0 6.0 8.3 13.2 42.4  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q32.  [Q3.9] How often during the past week have you engaged in the following behaviours? (please be honest as your 
responses are anonymous) 

 
  Never Rarely Sometimes  Often Very often 

  

a.  [Q3.9a] Abided fully with all 
current COVID-19 restrictions ........   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.82  n 81 88 103 128 379  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.41  % 10.4 11.3 13.2 16.4 48.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

b. [Q3.9b] Stayed at home if 
feeling unwell ..................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.06  n 111 25 49 114 480  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.45  % 14.2 3.2 6.3 14.6 61.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
c.  [Q3.9c] Maintained 1.5m 
physical distance from others when 
out and about ...................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.67  n 88 88 122 177 304  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.38  % 11.3 11.3 15.7 22.7 39.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q3.9d] Wore a mask when out 
if required to do so ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.26  n 248 55 57 84 335  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.76  % 31.8 7.1 7.3 10.8 43.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
e. [Q3.9e] Travelled to a COVID-
19 hotspot ........................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.27  n 662 59 37 8 13  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.74  % 85.0 7.6 4.7 1.0 1.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
f. [Q3.9f] Washed or sanitised your 
hands frequently ..............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.08  n 51 49 94 180 405  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.22  % 6.5 6.3 12.1 23.1 52.0  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
g. [Q3.9g] Attended a crowded 
place (e.g., s shopping mall, 
sporting event, social gathering, 
party) ...............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.66  n 176 191 211 122 79  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.27  % 22.6 24.5 27.1 15.7 10.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
h. [Q3.9h] Stayed at home as much 
as possible .......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.50  n 129 87 108 173 282  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.48  % 16.6 11.2 13.9 22.2 36.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

i. [Q3.9i]  Greeted people with a 
hand shake, kiss, or hug ..................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.46  n 262 171 165 90 91  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 33.6 22.0 21.2 11.6 11.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
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  Never Rarely Sometimes  Often Very often    
 
j. [Q3.9j] Socialised with friends 
and family when not allowed to do 
so  ....................................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.00  n 422 112 125 65 55  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.29  % 54.2 14.4 16.0 8.3 7.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
k. [Q3.9k] Provided your contact 
details at cafes, restaurants and bars   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.29  n 217 62 85 106 309  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.68  % 27.9 8.0 10.9 13.6 39.7  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
 
Q33.  [Q3.10] How likely is it that someone would get caught and sanctioned by police if they flouted COVID-19 
restrictions? 
 Mean 2.91 
 Std Dev 1.07 

  n % 
 Not at all likely ......................................................................... 1 60 7.7 
 Not very likely .......................................................................... 2 248 31.8 
 Neither unlikely nor likely ........................................................ 3 230 29.5 
 Fairly likely ............................................................................... 4 185 23.7 
 Very likely ................................................................................ 5 56 7.2 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q34.  [Q3.11] Would you get a COVID-19 test if you developed……. 
 
  Definitely no Unlikely Unsure  Likely 

Definitely 
yes 

  

a.  [Q3.11a] A dry cough ................   1 2 3 4 5  
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.03  n 209 124 88 152 206  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.58  % 26.8 15.9 11.3 19.5 26.4  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

b. [Q3.11b] A fever .........................   1 2 3 4 5  
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.48  n 169 79 62 150 319  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.61  % 21.7 10.1 8.0 19.3 40.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
c.  [Q3.11c] A sore throat ................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.08  n 198 129 77 161 214  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.58  % 25.4 16.6 9.9 20.7 27.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q3.11d] A headache ..................   1 2 3 4 5  
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.20  n 287 235 136 55 66  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.25  % 36.8 30.2 17.5 7.1 8.5  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
e. [Q3.11e] Fatigue .........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.26  n 281 223 134 77 64  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.27  % 36.1 28.6 17.2 9.9 8.2  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

 
f. [Q3.11f] Vomiting or diarrhoea ...   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.49  n 253 193 129 103 101  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.39  % 32.5 24.8 16.6 13.2 13.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
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  Definitely no Unlikely Unsure  Likely 
Definitely 

yes    

 
g. [Q3.11g] A rash ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.32  n 273 223 132 66 85  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.32  % 35.0 28.6 16.9 8.5 10.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
h. [Q3.11h] You lost your sense of 
taste/smell ........................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.54  n 168 61 70 146 334  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.60  % 21.6 7.8 9.0 18.7 42.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             

 
Q35.  [Q3.12] If a safe and effective COVID-19 vaccine was developed would you voluntarily take it? 

  n % 
 Yes ............................................................................................ 1 382 49.0 
 No ............................................................................................. 2 397 51.0 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q36.  [Q3.13] If the Government mandated that you must take a COVID-19 vaccine would you take it? 

  n % 
 Yes ............................................................................................ 1 286 36.7 
 No ............................................................................................. 2 493 63.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q37.  [Q3.14] How much do you worry that after the whole COVID-19 pandemic ends, our freedoms will never return to 
what they were before the COVID-19 outbreak? 
 Mean 3.59 
 Std Dev 1.60 

  n % 
 Not at all worried ...................................................................... 1 150 19.3 
 A little worried .......................................................................... 2 83 10.7 
 Somewhat worried .................................................................... 3 74 9.5 
 Very worried ............................................................................. 4 103 13.2 
 Extremely worried .................................................................... 5 369 47.4 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q38.  [Q3.15]  The Government has introduced various restrictions on the following activities during the COVID-19 
pandemic. How much do you agree with the following statements when the restrictions are in place.… 
 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

 

a.  [Q3.15a] It is my right not to wear a 
mask even if required to do so ....................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.07  n 280 66 52 84 297 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.78  % 35.9 8.5 6.7 10.8 38.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q3.15b] It is my right to refuse to give 
police my details when they ask me for my 
details ..........................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.49  n 339 110 89 93 148 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.58  % 43.5 14.1 11.4 11.9 19.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q3.15c] It is my right to socialise with 
as many friends and family as I want 
during the pandemic ....................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.64  n 311 104 87 112 165 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.61  % 39.9 13.4 11.2 14.4 21.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree   

 
d.  [Q3.15d]  It is my right to travel where 
I please and when I please during the 
pandemic .....................................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.74  n 310 89 64 125 191 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.67  % 39.8 11.4 8.2 16.0 24.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e.  [Q3.15e] It is my right to attend a 
religious service when I want and where I 
want during the pandemic ...........................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.86  n 295 66 98 92 228 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.70  % 37.9 8.5 12.6 11.8 29.3 [100.0] (0.0) 

 
 
Q39.  [Q3.16] I believe we should keep the borders to Australia closed until the COVID-19 virus is proven to be contained. 
 Mean 3.07 
 Std Dev 1.64 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 225 28.9 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 106 13.6 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 71 9.1 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 141 18.1 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 236 30.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q40.  [Q3.17] My State/Territory border should remain closed to other States/Territories until an effective COVID-19 
vaccine is found. 
 Mean 1.70 
 Std Dev 1.13 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 225 28.9 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 106 13.6 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 71 9.1 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 141 18.1 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 236 30.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q41.  [Q3.18] I think the current social distancing restrictions in my State/Territory should be relaxed. 
 Mean 3.63 
 Std Dev 1.52 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 118 15.1 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 102 13.1 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 80 10.3 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 129 16.6 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 350 44.9 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
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Q42.  [Q4.1] How concerned are you about getting COVID-19? 
 Mean 2.35 
 Std Dev 1.38 

  n % 
 Not concerned at all .................................................................. 1 305 39.2 
 Not really concerned ................................................................. 2 178 22.8 
 Neither concerned nor unconcerned ......................................... 3 74 9.5 
 Somewhat concerned ................................................................ 4 160 20.5 
 Very concerned ......................................................................... 5 62 8.0 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q43.  [Q4.2] Do you think you are at risk of getting serious symptoms if you caught COVID-19? 
 Mean 2.75 
 Std Dev 1.25 

  n % 
 Definitely not at risk ................................................................. 1 157 20.2 
 Not really at risk ....................................................................... 2 181 23.2 
 Somewhat at risk ...................................................................... 3 221 28.4 
 Definitely at risk ....................................................................... 4 140 18.0 
 Extremely at risk ....................................................................... 5 80 10.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q44.  [Q4.3] I think that if I am careful, I can reduce my risk of catching COVID-19. 
 Mean 4.09 
 Std Dev 1.04 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 29 3.7 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 33 4.2 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 116 14.9 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 264 33.9 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 337 43.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q45.  [Q4.4] How serious a threat do you think COVID-19 poses to the health of all Australians? 
 Mean 2.66 
 Std Dev 1.35 

  n % 
 No threat ................................................................................... 1 170 21.8 
 A little bit of a threat to all ....................................................... 2 267 34.3 
 Somewhat of a threat to all ....................................................... 3 114 14.6 
 Quite a bit of a threat to all ....................................................... 4 115 14.8 
 A significant threat to all .......................................................... 5 113 14.5 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q46.  [Q4.5] Have you had COVID-19? 

  n % 
 Yes, I was diagnosed by a medical test .................................... 1 3 0.4 
 I think I may have, but it was not diagnosed ............................ 2 60 7.7 
 No ............................................................................................. 3 716 91.9 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 

SECTION 4:  THE IMPACT OF COVID-19 

We'd now like to ask you some questions about how the COVID-19 outbreak has affected 
your life. 
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Q47.  [Q4.6] Has a family member or acquaintance of yours had COVID-19?   
  n % 

 Yes, they were diagnosed by a medical test ............................. 1 95 12.2 
 I think they may have, but it was not diagnosed ...................... 2 24 3.1 
 No ............................................................................................. 3 660 84.7 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q48.  [Q4.7] How would you rate your knowledge of COVID-19? 
 Mean 4.21 
 Std Dev 0.74 

  n % 
 Bad ............................................................................................ 1 1 0.1 
 Poor ........................................................................................... 2 9 1.2 
 Fair ............................................................................................ 3 119 15.3 
 Good ......................................................................................... 4 350 44.9 
 Excellent ................................................................................... 5 300 38.5 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q49.  [Q4.8] I know everything I need to know about the cause of the COVID-19 pandemic. 
 Mean 3.55 
 Std Dev 1.28 

  n % 
 Strongly disagree ...................................................................... 1 76 9.8 
 Somewhat disagree ................................................................... 2 98 12.6 
 Neither agree nor disagree ........................................................ 3 136 17.5 
 Somewhat agree ........................................................................ 4 258 33.1 
 Strongly agree ........................................................................... 5 211 27.1 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
Q50.  [Q4.9]  How much of a threat do you think COVID-19 poses to the following: 

 
  No threat 

Very little 
threat 

Some 
threat 

High 
threat 

Very high 
threat 

 

a.  [Q4.9a] Your personal physical health. .   1 2 3 4 5 
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.59  n 168 236 205 86 84 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.24  % 21.6 30.3 26.3 11.0 10.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q4.9b] Your personal mental health .....   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.81  n 175 173 173 141 117 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.37  % 22.5 22.2 22.2 18.1 15.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q4.9c] A loved one’s physical health ...   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.93  n 130 189 191 144 125 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.32  % 16.7 24.3 24.5 18.5 16.0 [100.0] (0.0) 
           
d.  [Q4.9d] A loved one’s mental health. ....   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.08  n 128 137 199 173 142 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.33  % 16.4 17.6 25.5 22.2 18.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e. [Q4.9e] Your job .....................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.34  n 358 104 120 87 110 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.49  % 46.0 13.4 15.4 11.2 14.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
f.  [Q4.9f] A loved one’s job .......................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.89  n 196 112 196 132 143 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.43  % 25.2 14.4 25.2 16.9 18.4 [100.0] (0.0) 

g.  [Q4.9g] The economy. ...........................   1 2 3 4 5 
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.35  n 27 16 97 154 485 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.01  % 3.5 2.1 12.5 19.8 62.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q51.  [Q4.10]  Since the start of the COVID-19 outbreak in Australia, how often have you felt the following emotions? 

 
  Never Rarely Sometimes Often Always 

 

a.  [Q4.10a] Worry ......................................   1 2 3 4 5 
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.19  n 90 109 234 258 88 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.16  % 11.6 14.0 30.0 33.1 11.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q4.10b] Fear ..........................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.45  n 231 193 170 145 40 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.23  % 29.7 24.8 21.8 18.6 5.1 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q4.10c] Anger ......................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.45  n 67 87 194 289 142 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.16  % 8.6 11.2 24.9 37.1 18.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
           
d.  [Q4.10d] Annoyance. .............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.70  n 25 57 203 337 157 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.98  % 3.2 7.3 26.1 43.3 20.2 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
e. [Q4.10e] Happiness .................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.13  n 40 162 274 260 43 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.98  % 5.1 20.8 35.2 33.4 5.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
                       
f. [Q4.10f] Anxiety .....................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.95  n 126 151 219 201 82 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.23  % 16.2 19.4 28.1 25.8 10.5 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
g.  [Q4.10g] Hopefulness ............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.92  n 80 192 268 185 54 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.08  % 10.3 24.6 34.4 23.7 6.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
           
h.  [Q4.10h] Sadness. ..................................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.03  n 88 148 252 231 60 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.12  % 11.3 19.0 32.3 29.7 7.7 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
i.   [Q4.10i] Uncertainty ..............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.48  n 58 69 231 282 139 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.11  % 7.4 8.9 29.7 36.2 17.8 [100.0] (0.0) 

 
  

 
j.   [Q4.10j] Loneliness ...............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.64  n 207 156 192 155 69 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.30  % 26.6 20.0 24.6 19.9 8.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
k.   [Q4.10k] Hopelessness .........................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.50  n 236 182 158 138 65 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.31  % 30.3 23.4 20.3 17.7 8.3 [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q52.  [Q4.11]  At this moment, how uncertain do you feel about……..? 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

 

a.  [Q4.11a] Yourself ..................................   1 2 3 4 5 
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.02  n 375 167 123 78 36 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.21  % 48.1 21.4 15.8 10.0 4.6 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
b. [Q4.11b] Your place in the world ...........   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.20  n 325 178 126 97 53 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.29  % 41.7 22.8 16.2 12.5 6.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
c.  [Q4.11c] Your future ..............................   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.77  n 163 215 152 134 115 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.35  % 20.9 27.6 19.5 17.2 14.8 [100.0] (0.0) 
 
d.  [Q4.11d]  The state of the world ............   1 2 3 4 5 

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.91  n 35 72 136 225 311 [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.16  % 4.5 9.2 17.5 28.9 39.9 [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
Q53.  [Q4.12] Think about the past 7 days, how many hours per day on average do you think you have spent on the internet 
(i.e., do NOT include time spent on the internet for work)? 

  n % 
 0 hours per day ......................................................................... 1 3 0.4 
 0-1 hours per day ...................................................................... 2 74 9.5 
 1-5 hours per day ...................................................................... 3 550 70.6 
 6-9 hours per day ...................................................................... 4 97 12.2 
 10+ hours per day ..................................................................... 5 57 7.3 
 Total Valid [779] [100.0] 
 Missing Data (0) (0.0) 
 
 

 
Q54.  [Q5.1] How much do you agree with the following statements regarding COVID-19? 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

  

a.  [Q5.1a] The Government is 
exaggerating the seriousness of 
COVID-19 ......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.30  n 242 43 47 133 314  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.73  % 31.1 5.5 6.0 17.1 40.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
b. [Q5.1b] Big pharmaceutical 
companies have exaggerated the 
seriousness of COVID-19 in a bid 
to make the rich richer ....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.25  n 229 55 87 106 302  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.70  % 29.4 7.1 11.2 13.6 38.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

SECTION 5: YOUR VIEWS AND BELIEFS ABOUT COVID-19 

People have expressed many different views about COVID-19. People have also 
expressed that the world is becoming a very different place. To explore the diversity of 

views that exist in Australia, this final section of the survey asks about your own personal 
views and beliefs. Your answers to these questions are important as they can help us 

explain people’s behaviour in times of uncertainty. 
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Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree    

 
c.  [Q5.1c] The media has 
exaggerated the seriousness of 
COVID-19 to sell a good story ......   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.68  n 176 46 45 98 414  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.66  % 22.6 5.9 5.8 12.6 53.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q5.1d] Governments are using 
COVID-19 in a bit to permanently 
limit our freedoms ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.45  n 205 46 45 159 324  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.67  % 26.3 5.9 5.8 20.4 41.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
e. [Q5.1e] COVID-19 was 
intentionally released by China as 
a biological weapon ........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.82  n 237 68 209 130 135  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.46  % 30.4 8.7 26.8 16.7 17.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
f. [Q5.1f] The COVID-19 death 
tally is being intentionally inflated .   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.30  n 233 53 58 115 320  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.72  % 29.9 6.8 7.4 14.8 41.1  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
g. [Q5.1g] COVID-19 is a scam 
dreamt up by global elites seeking 
to control the rest of us ...................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.45  n 364 62 121 101 131  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.57  % 46.7 8.0 15.5 13.0 16.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

h. [Q5.1h] COVID-19 is not real ...   1 2 3 4 5  
Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.68  n 518 110 75 37 39  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.14  % 66.5 14.1 9.6 4.7 5.0  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
i. [Q5.1i]  5G mobile networks 
increase our risk of catching 
COVID-19 ......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.61  n 547 51 138 26 17  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.03  % 70.2 6.5 17.7 3.3 2.2  [100.0] (0.0) 

j. [Q5.1j] COVID-19 vaccines will 
be used to harm or control society .   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.59  n 350 56 101 105 167  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.64  % 44.9 7.2 13.0 13.5 21.4  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q55.  [Q5.2] How much do you agree with the following statements? I think that…… 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

  

a.  [Q5.2a] Many important things 
happen in the world which the 
public is never informed about ........   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.26  n 13 46 81 224 415  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.98  % 1.7 5.9 10.4 28.8 53.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
b. [Q5.2b] Politicians usually do 
not tell us the true motives for their 
decisions ..........................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.38  n 6 37 59 231 446  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.88  % 0.8 4.7 7.6 29.7 57.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
c.  [Q5.2c] Government agencies 
closely monitor all citizens ..............   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.46  n 72 118 149 263 177  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.25  % 9.2 15.1 19.1 33.8 22.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q5.2d] There are secret 
organisations that greatly influence 
political decisions ............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.45  n 110 74 180 189 226  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.37  % 14.1 9.5 23.1 24.3 29.0  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
 
Q56.  [Q5.3] When answering the following questions, think about Australian society. How much do you agree with the 
following statements? 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

  

a.  [Q5.3a] Compared to the 
Australia I knew before; I barely 
recognise what this country is 
becoming .........................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.85  n 63 83 76 243 314  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.28  % 8.1 10.7 9.8 31.2 40.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
b. [Q5.3b] The values that made 
Australia great are eroding more 
and more with each passing year ....   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.11  n 54 41 62 227 395  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.19  % 6.9 5.3 8.0 29.1 50.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
c.  [Q5.3c] Nowadays, ideas 
change so fast that it is hard to tell 
right from wrong .............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.83  n 195 132 170 176 106  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.38  % 25.0 16.9 21.8 22.6 13.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q5.3d] There seems to be an 
absence of moral standards these 
days .................................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.83  n 57 70 99 272 281  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.22  % 7.3 9.0 12.7 34.9 36.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree    

 
e. [Q5.3e] Everyone thinks about 
themselves these days .....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.79  n 27 69 144 342 197  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.03  % 3.5 8.9 18.5 43.9 25.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
f. [Q5.3f] These days people are 
less likely to help those in need .......   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.32  n 55 163 164 272 125  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.18  % 7.1 20.9 21.1 34.9 16.0  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
g. [Q5.3g] You don’t know who 
you can trust anymore .....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.27  n 85 130 192 231 141  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.25  % 10.9 16.7 24.6 29.7 18.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
h. [Q5.3h] In Australia, people are 
generally cooperative ......................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.83  n 11 50 128 465 125  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.82  % 1.4 6.4 16.4 59.7 16.0  [100.0] (0.0) 

 
 
Q57.  [Q5.4] How much do you agree with the following statements? 

 
  

Strongly 
disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Neither 
agree nor 
disagree  

Somewhat 
agree 

Strongly 
agree 

  

a.  [Q5.4a] I feel that people get 
what they deserve in life .................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.64  n 139 207 255 154 24  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.08  % 17.8 26.6 32.7 19.8 3.1  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
b. [Q5.4b] I feel that people treat 
each other fairly in life ....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.96  n 44 226 240 255 14  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.96  % 5.6 29.0 30.8 32.7 1.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
c.  [Q5.4c] I feel that people treat 
each other with the respect they 
deserve .............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.87  n 52 257 225 231 14  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.97  % 6.7 33.0 28.9 29.7 1.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
d. [Q5.4d] I feel that a person’s 
efforts are noticed and rewarded in 
life ...................................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.76  n 80 258 225 201 15  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.01  % 10.3 33.1 28.9 25.8 1.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
e. [Q5.4e] I basically feel that the 
world is a fair place .........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.21  n 220 289 166 94 10  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.03  % 28.2 37.1 21.3 12.1 1.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
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Q58.  [Q5.5] How much do the following questions describe you? 

 
  

Not at all 
like me 

Very little 
like me Not sure  

To some 
extent like 

me 
A great deal 

like me 

  

a.  [Q5.5a] I seem to think about 
things differently to most other 
people I know .................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.73  n 24 81 139 369 166  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.01  % 3.1 10.4 17.8 47.4 21.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
b. [Q5.5b] Even though I have 
people around me I often feel 
lonely ..............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.51  n 222 239 76 181 61  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.33  % 28.5 30.7 9.8 23.2 7.8  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
c.  [Q5.5c] I often feel like an 
outsider in society ..........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 2.95  n 155 180 90 258 96  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.36  % 19.9 23.1 11.6 33.1 12.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
            

d. [Q5.5d] I try to avoid situations 
that require thinking in depth about 
something .......................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 1.49  n 523 179 38 32 7  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.84  % 67.1 23.0 4.9 4.1 0.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
e. [Q5.5e] I prefer to do something 
that challenges my thinking 
abilities rather than something that 
requires little thought .....................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.21  n 25 27 75 281 371  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.98  % 3.2 3.5 9.6 36.1 47.6  [100.0] (0.0) 
            
 
f. [Q5.5f] I prefer complex to 
simple problems .............................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.72  n 30 73 191 277 208  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 1.08  % 3.9 9.4 24.5 35.6 26.7  [100.0] (0.0) 
 
g. [Q5.5g] I can usually feel when 
a person is right or wrong even if I 
can’t explain how ...........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.77  n 25 65 148 367 174  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.99  % 3.2 8.3 19.0 47.1 22.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
h. [Q5.5h] When it comes to 
trusting people, I can usually rely 
on my ‘gut feeling’ .........................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.89  n 13 64 120 377 205  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.94  % 1.7 8.2 15.4 48.4 26.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
             
i. [Q5.5i]  I believe in trusting my 
hunches ...........................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 3.83  n 19 68 129 374 189  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.97  % 2.4 8.7 16.6 48.0 24.3  [100.0] (0.0) 
 
j. [Q5.5j] I believe people should 
always take into consideration 
evidence that goes against their 
beliefs .............................................   1 2 3 4 5  

Total 
Valid 

Missing 
Data 

Mean 4.40  n 3 22 56 278 420  [779] (0) 
Std Dev 0.78  % 0.4 2.8 7.2 35.7 53.9  [100.0] (0.0) 
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We would like to thank you for taking the time to participate in our research. Your responses 
are important to help us understand how people behave during pandemics and to help us inform 
policy during COVID-19 and for future health crises.  
 
We intend to repeat this survey again in 6 months’ time to see how people’s attitudes change 
during the course of the COVID-19 pandemic. You can participate again in that survey if you 
see it advertised on Facebook, but there is no obligation to do so.   
 
 

SECTION 6: CONCLUSION OF THE SURVEY  



 116 

Appendices 

Appendix A: Facebook Advertisement Materials 

 
Facebook Ad Text: How has COVID-19 impacted you?  Researchers from Griffith University 

in Brisbane are seeking participants aged 18 or over living in Australia to complete an 

anonymous survey about their attitudes toward COVID restrictions and the impact these have 

had on their lives (Ethics Approval: 2020/275). 

 

NOTE: On 2/11/2020 the survey team changed the wording of the Facebook advertisement 

text from: 

 

How has COVID-19 affected your attitudes towards authority? Researchers from Griffith 

University are recruiting participants aged 18 or over living in Australia to complete a 

survey about their attitudes toward recent restrictions put in place by state/territory 

governments and police during the COVID-19 pandemic (Ethics Approval: 2020/275). All 

participants go into the draw to win a $100 Coles voucher. 

 

To: 
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How has COVID-19 impacted you?  Researchers from Griffith University in Brisbane are 

seeking participants aged 18 or over living in Australia to complete an anonymous survey 

about their attitudes toward COVID restrictions and the impact these have had on their lives 

(Ethics Approval: 2020/275). 
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Appendix B: Age Variable 

 

Q1.1 [Q1.1] What is your age?  

Age n % 
18 3 0.4 
19 2 0.3 
20 1 0.1 
21 2 0.3 
22 1 0.1 
23 3 0.4 
24 1 0.1 
26 6 0.8 
27 2 0.3 
28 2 0.3 
29 3 0.4 
30 6 0.8 
31 4 0.5 
32 6 0.8 
33 5 0.6 
34 10 1.3 
35 7 0.9 
36 9 1.2 
37 10 1.3 
38 17 2.2 
39 7 0.9 
40 9 1.2 
41 13 1.7 
42 9 1.2 
43 12 1.5 
44 12 1.5 
45 19 2.4 
46 17 2.2 
47 18 2.3 
48 21 2.7 
49 22 2.8 
50 26 3.3 
51 16 2.1 
52 16 2.1 



 119 

 

  

53 18 2.3 
54 24 3.1 
55 25 3.2 
56 29 3.7 
57 17 2.2 
58 29 3.7 
59 20 2.6 
60 35 4.5 
61 24 3.1 
62 16 2.1 
63 19 2.4 
64 22 2.8 
65 25 3.2 
66 26 3.3 
67 26 3.3 
68 16 2.1 
69 13 1.7 
70 19 2.4 
71 16 2.1 
72 7 0.9 
73 6 0.8 
74 5 0.6 
75 7 0.9 
76 7 0.9 
77 1 0.1 
78 4 0.5 
79 2 0.3 
81 1 0.1 
83 2 0.3 
Total 778 99.9 
Missing 1 0.1 
Grand Total 779 100.0 
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Appendix C: Postcode String Variable 

Q1.11 [Q1.11] What is your postcode?  

Postcode n % 
800 1 0.1 
820 1 0.1 
822 1 0.1 
850 1 0.1 
870 1 0.1 
2000 1 0.1 
2026 1 0.1 
2036 1 0.1 
2041 1 0.1 
2042 1 0.1 
2064 2 0.3 
2077 1 0.1 
2085 1 0.1 
2089 1 0.1 
2100 1 0.1 
2113 1 0.1 
2118 1 0.1 
2131 1 0.1 
2134 1 0.1 
2135 1 0.1 
2148 1 0.1 
2155 1 0.1 
2158 1 0.1 
2167 1 0.1 
2207 1 0.1 
2213 1 0.1 
2220 1 0.1 
2250 1 0.1 
2256 1 0.1 
2257 1 0.1 
2259 1 0.1 
2262 1 0.1 
2263 1 0.1 
2264 1 0.1 
2280 2 0.3 
2290 1 0.1 
2305 2 0.3 
2317 1 0.1 
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2320 1 0.1 
2325 1 0.1 
2327 1 0.1 
2333 1 0.1 
2350 1 0.1 
2423 1 0.1 
2429 1 0.1 
2440 1 0.1 
2446 1 0.1 
2450 2 0.3 
2454 1 0.1 
2460 1 0.1 
2477 1 0.1 
2478 1 0.1 
2480 8 1 
2483 1 0.1 
2484 1 0.1 
2486 2 0.3 
2489 2 0.3 
2490 1 0.1 
2500 1 0.1 
2526 1 0.1 
2527 2 0.3 
2529 1 0.1 
2534 1 0.1 
2539 1 0.1 
2540 1 0.1 
2550 1 0.1 
2560 1 0.1 
2567 1 0.1 
2570 2 0.3 
2577 1 0.1 
2580 1 0.1 
2587 1 0.1 
2600 1 0.1 
2604 1 0.1 
2605 1 0.1 
2614 1 0.1 
2615 1 0.1 
2640 1 0.1 
2644 1 0.1 
2669 1 0.1 
2700 1 0.1 
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2712 1 0.1 
2720 1 0.1 
2745 1 0.1 
2747 2 0.3 
2753 1 0.1 
2770 1 0.1 
2777 1 0.1 
2790 1 0.1 
2795 2 0.3 
2830 1 0.1 
2848 1 0.1 
2902 1 0.1 
2903 1 0.1 
2913 1 0.1 
2914 1 0.1 
3000 6 0.8 
3004 2 0.3 
3006 4 0.5 
3008 1 0.1 
3011 2 0.3 
3012 1 0.1 
3013 1 0.1 
3015 1 0.1 
3018 2 0.3 
3020 1 0.1 
3022 1 0.1 
3023 1 0.1 
3024 2 0.3 
3025 2 0.3 
3029 4 0.5 
3030 10 1.3 
3031 3 0.4 
3035 1 0.1 
3037 2 0.3 
3038 1 0.1 
3040 1 0.1 
3042 2 0.3 
3043 3 0.4 
3046 1 0.1 
3051 2 0.3 
3055 4 0.5 
3058 3 0.4 
3059 1 0.1 
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3060 1 0.1 
3064 2 0.3 
3065 1 0.1 
3067 1 0.1 
3068 1 0.1 
3070 2 0.3 
3071 2 0.3 
3072 1 0.1 
3073 3 0.4 
3076 1 0.1 
3078 1 0.1 
3082 1 0.1 
3083 5 0.6 
3088 2 0.3 
3089 1 0.1 
3090 1 0.1 
3095 1 0.1 
3101 1 0.1 
3105 1 0.1 
3106 1 0.1 
3107 1 0.1 
3109 2 0.3 
3111 1 0.1 
3116 1 0.1 
3122 1 0.1 
3123 3 0.4 
3124 1 0.1 
3127 1 0.1 
3128 1 0.1 
3129 1 0.1 
3132 2 0.3 
3133 1 0.1 
3134 2 0.3 
3135 2 0.3 
3136 3 0.4 
3137 3 0.4 
3138 4 0.5 
3139 3 0.4 
3141 1 0.1 
3142 1 0.1 
3146 1 0.1 
3147 2 0.3 
3149 3 0.4 
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3150 3 0.4 
3152 5 0.6 
3153 1 0.1 
3154 1 0.1 
3155 3 0.4 
3156 4 0.5 
3158 1 0.1 
3159 1 0.1 
3163 3 0.4 
3165 1 0.1 
3166 1 0.1 
3169 2 0.3 
3171 1 0.1 
3173 2 0.3 
3175 1 0.1 
3177 2 0.3 
3178 2 0.3 
3179 1 0.1 
3181 1 0.1 
3182 2 0.3 
3183 2 0.3 
3184 1 0.1 
3185 2 0.3 
3186 2 0.3 
3192 1 0.1 
3193 2 0.3 
3195 1 0.1 
3196 1 0.1 
3197 2 0.3 
3198 3 0.4 
3199 5 0.6 
3201 3 0.4 
3204 1 0.1 
3206 1 0.1 
3207 2 0.3 
3212 1 0.1 
3216 3 0.4 
3217 1 0.1 
3218 2 0.3 
3219 1 0.1 
3220 1 0.1 
3226 2 0.3 
3232 1 0.1 
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3280 1 0.1 
3304 1 0.1 
3337 1 0.1 
3338 3 0.4 
3340 5 0.6 
3350 6 0.8 
3351 1 0.1 
3352 1 0.1 
3356 1 0.1 
3374 1 0.1 
3379 1 0.1 
3380 1 0.1 
3429 4 0.5 
3435 2 0.3 
3437 3 0.4 
3438 1 0.1 
3441 1 0.1 
3442 1 0.1 
3444 1 0.1 
3447 1 0.1 
3450 1 0.1 
3451 1 0.1 
3458 1 0.1 
3460 2 0.3 
3478 1 0.1 
3498 1 0.1 
3500 1 0.1 
3501 1 0.1 
3550 2 0.3 
3551 3 0.4 
3555 2 0.3 
3556 2 0.3 
3564 1 0.1 
3573 1 0.1 
3575 1 0.1 
3579 1 0.1 
3584 1 0.1 
3616 3 0.4 
3629 1 0.1 
3660 1 0.1 
3672 1 0.1 
3673 1 0.1 
3677 1 0.1 
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3678 4 0.5 
3697 1 0.1 
3722 1 0.1 
3723 1 0.1 
3737 1 0.1 
3754 5 0.6 
3766 1 0.1 
3770 2 0.3 
3777 1 0.1 
3782 2 0.3 
3786 1 0.1 
3788 1 0.1 
3796 1 0.1 
3799 2 0.3 
3802 1 0.1 
3803 1 0.1 
3804 2 0.3 
3805 3 0.4 
3806 3 0.4 
3809 1 0.1 
3810 2 0.3 
3814 1 0.1 
3818 1 0.1 
3820 1 0.1 
3824 1 0.1 
3825 1 0.1 
3840 1 0.1 
3842 2 0.3 
3844 2 0.3 
3850 1 0.1 
3858 1 0.1 
3873 1 0.1 
3875 2 0.3 
3885 1 0.1 
3910 4 0.5 
3912 3 0.4 
3918 1 0.1 
3931 2 0.3 
3934 1 0.1 
3936 2 0.3 
3938 1 0.1 
3939 2 0.3 
3941 1 0.1 
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3959 2 0.3 
3976 1 0.1 
3977 7 0.9 
3978 2 0.3 
3984 2 0.3 
4000 8 1 
4001 1 0.1 
4006 2 0.3 
4007 1 0.1 
4017 2 0.3 
4019 2 0.3 
4020 1 0.1 
4031 1 0.1 
4053 1 0.1 
4059 2 0.3 
4066 1 0.1 
4068 1 0.1 
4069 2 0.3 
4070 1 0.1 
4074 3 0.4 
4075 1 0.1 
4077 1 0.1 
4078 5 0.6 
4101 2 0.3 
4102 1 0.1 
4103 2 0.3 
4113 1 0.1 
4114 1 0.1 
4115 1 0.1 
4118 1 0.1 
4119 1 0.1 
4121 1 0.1 
4122 1 0.1 
4123 1 0.1 
4124 1 0.1 
4127 2 0.3 
4129 1 0.1 
4131 1 0.1 
4152 4 0.5 
4154 1 0.1 
4157 1 0.1 
4161 2 0.3 
4170 1 0.1 
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4173 2 0.3 
4174 1 0.1 
4178 1 0.1 
4183 1 0.1 
4184 1 0.1 
4205 1 0.1 
4207 2 0.3 
4209 1 0.1 
4211 3 0.4 
4212 2 0.3 
4213 1 0.1 
4215 2 0.3 
4216 1 0.1 
4217 3 0.4 
4218 1 0.1 
4220 1 0.1 
4221 5 0.6 
4225 1 0.1 
4228 1 0.1 
4272 2 0.3 
4280 2 0.3 
4285 2 0.3 
4300 7 0.9 
4305 5 0.6 
4306 1 0.1 
4341 1 0.1 
4342 1 0.1 
4350 5 0.6 
4360 1 0.1 
4363 1 0.1 
4370 1 0.1 
4380 1 0.1 
4500 1 0.1 
4503 1 0.1 
4507 1 0.1 
4508 2 0.3 
4510 1 0.1 
4520 2 0.3 
4521 1 0.1 
4551 4 0.5 
4552 1 0.1 
4558 1 0.1 
4560 1 0.1 
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4563 1 0.1 
4566 1 0.1 
4570 2 0.3 
4573 1 0.1 
4575 1 0.1 
4610 1 0.1 
4615 2 0.3 
4650 1 0.1 
4655 2 0.3 
4659 1 0.1 
4660 2 0.3 
4670 4 0.5 
4671 1 0.1 
4677 1 0.1 
4680 3 0.4 
4701 1 0.1 
4710 2 0.3 
4740 2 0.3 
4800 1 0.1 
4805 1 0.1 
4811 1 0.1 
4812 1 0.1 
4814 2 0.3 
4817 4 0.5 
4818 1 0.1 
4820 1 0.1 
4825 1 0.1 
4860 1 0.1 
4865 1 0.1 
4870 2 0.3 
4877 1 0.1 
4878 1 0.1 
4880 1 0.1 
4883 1 0.1 
5008 1 0.1 
5012 1 0.1 
5017 1 0.1 
5032 1 0.1 
5033 1 0.1 
5035 1 0.1 
5039 1 0.1 
5108 3 0.4 
5113 1 0.1 
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5120 1 0.1 
5125 1 0.1 
5156 1 0.1 
5158 1 0.1 
5159 2 0.3 
5163 1 0.1 
5204 1 0.1 
5214 1 0.1 
5232 1 0.1 
5235 1 0.1 
5251 1 0.1 
5252 1 0.1 
5253 3 0.4 
5255 1 0.1 
5280 1 0.1 
5333 1 0.1 
5501 1 0.1 
6000 3 0.4 
6006 1 0.1 
6008 1 0.1 
6009 3 0.4 
6010 1 0.1 
6019 1 0.1 
6025 3 0.4 
6030 1 0.1 
6031 1 0.1 
6034 1 0.1 
6035 1 0.1 
6053 1 0.1 
6054 1 0.1 
6056 1 0.1 
6057 1 0.1 
6062 1 0.1 
6065 2 0.3 
6076 1 0.1 
6078 1 0.1 
6083 1 0.1 
6100 2 0.3 
6104 1 0.1 
6108 1 0.1 
6112 1 0.1 
6148 1 0.1 
6154 1 0.1 
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6156 2 0.3 
6162 1 0.1 
6164 1 0.1 
6168 1 0.1 
6169 1 0.1 
6204 1 0.1 
6209 1 0.1 
6210 3 0.4 
6225 1 0.1 
6230 1 0.1 
6260 1 0.1 
6330 1 0.1 
6522 1 0.1 
6530 2 0.3 
6720 1 0.1 
6725 1 0.1 
6743 1 0.1 
7000 2 0.3 
7004 1 0.1 
7018 2 0.3 
7025 1 0.1 
7050 2 0.3 
7054 1 0.1 
7150 1 0.1 
7162 1 0.1 
7184 1 0.1 
7216 1 0.1 
7250 4 0.5 
7254 1 0.1 
7306 1 0.1 
7310 1 0.1 
7315 1 0.1 
7325 1 0.1 
7330 1 0.1 

Total 779 100.0 
 

 


