Findings

It might be instructive to note respondents’ predisposition concerning personal privacy and civil liberties.  Individuals were asked to respond on a 5 point strongly agree – strongly disagree scale to the statement, “The government has no right to track the personal affairs of ordinary people.”  This was asked eleven questions prior to the introduction of the experimental question.  Figure 1 displays the responses.
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Several questions later, respondents receiving the control version were asked to respond on a 5 point strongly agree – strongly disagree scale to the statement, “I don’t mind if the government keeps tabs on regular people.”  Their responses are reported in Figure 2. 
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While not mirror images, the percentage agreeing or strongly agreeing with one statement is similar to the percentage disagreeing or strongly disagreeing with the other.  This demonstrates a modicum of consistency, prima facie.  However, the introduction of the experimental condition appears to radically change the frequency distribution.  Figure 3 shows the response breakdown for those receiving the control and experimental versions.  Respondents were asked whether they strongly agreed, agreed, neither agreed nor disagreed, disagreed, or strongly disagreed with a series of statements.  The control and experimental versions differed in the addition of a terrorism frame.

Control Version: I don’t mind if the government keeps tabs on regular people.

Experimental Version: I don’t mind if the government keeps tabs on regular people if it helps keep us safer from terrorism.
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Clearly, individuals who were queried on government monitoring of personal activity within the terrorism frame gave markedly different responses.  In fact, the frequencies are near mirror images of one another.  While these figures graphing frequency reports appear to clearly demonstrate a difference in responses between those who received the experimental verses control version of the question, some additional confirmation may be informative.  Table 1 presents some parametric and non-parametric analysis of the relationship between responses to the question and which version the respondent received.  A standard t-test for a difference of means, a Mann-Whitney U test, and a Somers’ d3 all show a statistically significant difference in the responses of those who heard the experimental version as opposed to the control version.

	Table 1

Parametric and non-parametric test of significance for the relationship between expressed opinions and experimental condition

	t-test for Equality of Means
	Mann-Whitney Test

	Somers’ d


	t
	10.192 
	Mann-Whitney U 
	16955.5 
	value
	-.453 

	df
	495.507 
	Wilcoxon W 
	48581.5 
	asymp std error
	.042 

	sig. 

(2-tailed) 
	.000 
	Z
	-9.267 
	apx T
	-10.74 

	
	
	asymp sig (2-tailed) 
	.000 
	apx sig
	.000 


It seems abundantly clear that hearing the terrorism frame had a significant impact on how respondents answered the question.  This would seem to offer unqualified support for my first hypothesis: respondents who are exposed to a terrorism frame will be less likely to disagree with allowing government surveillance of ordinary citizens.
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