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About the polling in this report

The DemosAU polling series on the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice Referendum
commenced in April and had questions in each monthly DemosAU polling omnibus until October.
 
For each month Referendum Voting Intention was estimated by an Multivariate Regression and
Poststratification (MRP) model using the data from the last three reporting months aligned to the
rim weighted data of the reporting month. In April and May all available data was used. The
nationwide sample for each month was approximately 2200-2500 respondents.
 
For questions other than Referendum Voting Intention, overall and sub-sample results were
obtained from rim-weighting only.
 
The Views on Constitutional Change question was put in June and October. In the October
omnibus this question was asked several questions after the Referendum Voting Intention. In the
June omnibus this question was asked several questions before the Referendum Voting
Intention.

A full methodology statement for our October MRP and the questions included in this report is on
page 20 of this report.

ABOUT THIS POLL



The defeat of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice Constitutional Amendment at Saturday’s
referendum follows a similar pattern to previous mid-term referenda defeats in 1988 and 1951, where
proposed constitutional referenda had high initial support, were denied bipartisanship and were
significantly defeated.

This familiar pattern was clearly evident in the DemosAU polling series on Voice Referendum Voting
Intention. 

Referendum Defeat Follows Historical Pattern
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VOICE TO PARLIAMENT

DemosAU Referendum Polling, April to Oct

The initial 58-29 Yes support in April occurred in the same month as the declaration of the Liberal
Party No position on 5 April.

In the following month of May, Yes fell nearly 15pp with Don’t Know up 9 pp and No up 6pp. While
Yes retained a plurality of support in May and June, No gained the plurality in July after the passage
of the constitutional amendment through the Parliament in the previous month.

No held a narrow plurality in July and August, which grew to an absolute majority of the electorate in
September and October as the final campaign unfolded. 



Prior to the Voice Referendum, 44 Referendum questions had been put to the Australian public since
1901, with only eight having succeeded. What did those eight referendums have in common? All had
bi-partisan support. 

The Voice referendum, which lacked the support of the Liberal-National Opposition, has now been
consigned to the list of failed referenda. It has followed the path of several of its high profile
antecedents, in that it started with a seemingly strong position in opinion polls, only for support to
dissipate as the referendum drew closer.

A classic example: In 1951 The Menzies Government put the Powers to deal with Communists and
Communism referendum to the Australian people. Seven weeks out from the referendum, public
polling put support at 73%. When the votes were tallied, a narrow majority of Australians, 50.6%, had
voted against the change, despite heightened fear of Communism in the early Cold War.

The 1988 suite of four referendums   were polling with a range of yes votes between 56-74% 5 weeks
out from referendum day   for Yes only to fail with a range of yes votes between 30.6-37.4%. These
were on topics which most Australians accepted as part of our nation's form of government.

Compared to 1951 and 1988, the 2023 shift from Yes to No occurred over a longer period of time and
the proposed constitutional reform had more exposure in a more comprehensive media environment. 

However, the result was still the same, a contested referendum with Government and Opposition on
different sides of the argument combined with the more permanent consequences of amending the
constitution led to defeat in the referendum.

While there will be much commentary about the policy issues at play in this specific referendum and
the current political environment of our times, this referendum result matches previous Australian
constitutional referenda held under similar circumstances. 

Where referenda are held mid-term with Government and Opposition on different sides of the
argument the historical yes vote range is 30.6%-49.4%, where the current Yes vote of 39% has fallen. 

We contend that it is the nature of Australian Constitutional Referenda that is the most relevant factor
in the Voice Referendum result. 

In 2023 the truism that constitutional amendments without bipartisan support are doomed to failure
still holds. The following pages will examine why that is the case. 

Historical Context
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{1] Morgan, Roy (3 August 1951). "Australian Gallup Poll, Survey 82". Australian Gallup Poll
[2] (Parliamentary Terms, Fair Elections, Local Government, Rights and Freedoms)
[3] Newspoll (29-31 July 1988) and Roy Morgan (30 July-1 Aug 1988) 
[4] As at 9am AEST Monday 16 October 2023

[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]



The following demographic breakdowns are based on our survey of 2251 adult Australians
nationwide. We include them here to provide a demographic context for the No win.

Demographic Patterns
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Referendum Voting Intention by Age - October

The Main Cleavage: Age

The biggest demographic cleavage in this referendum is between older and younger voters,
with the cleavage point being around age 45. Voters under 45 (est. 42% of voters) were more
likely to support the referendum, while over 45 voters (est. 58% of voters) were more likely to
oppose it.

In our final October poll, under 45’s were roughly evenly split at 46-39. Among Over 45’s No  
won a landslide at 26-65. A No landslide among Over 45’s and split decision among Under
45’s set up a large No verdict at the referendum.  

Yes support among its strongest demographic, 18-24 year olds, was 53%, while No support
among its strongest demographic, over 55s, was 65%.

Yes No Don't Know

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+

75 

50 

25 

0 



Demographic Patterns

06

Referendum Voting Intention by Gender - October

No
57%

Yes
34%

Don't know
9%

Gender

There was a relatively modest gender divide in the lead up to the referendum, with 57% of males
indicating they would vote no, compared to 51% of females. This was primarily due to a higher
undecided voter among females (14% of female respondents were undecided, compared to 9% of
men). 

This follows a well established pattern in political polling of higher undecided shares among
women voters. 

Almost one in five women aged 18-24 were undecided (19%) in early October, compared to 12%
of men in the same age bracket. 

The gender divide remained across all subsequent demographics, even though the total number
of undecideds decreased with age, with 10% of women aged over 55 undecided during the polling
period, compared to 6% of men in that age bracket. 

Male Female

No
51%

Yes
35%

Don't know
14%



Yes No Don't Know

Did not finish Grade 12 Grade 12 TAFE Undergraduate Postgraduate

75 

50 

25 

0 

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+

Did not finish Grade 12 21 4 -16 -26 -47

Grade 12 25 9 -10 -21 -42

TAFE 18 1 -19 -30 -54

Undergraduate 37 22 1 -12 -39

Postgraduate 37 25 3 -11 -39

Demographic Patterns (Continued)
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Referendum Voting Intention by Education Level - October

Education

As is the case with most progressive issues, opposition was strongest among those who did not
hold a university qualification. Among those who did not finish Grade 12 (a demographic that
skews towards older Australians), 63% intended to vote no. No also had a strong lead among
those with a Grade 12 education and those who had completed a TAFE qualification.

However, No also lead among those with undergraduate and postgraduate degrees, with a 48-42
and 49-43 split among these demographics. These are cohorts the Yes campaign would have
been counting on for support.

When we break down the Yes-No margin into a matrix of Age and education cohorts (see the table
below) we see that age has a greater effect than education in determining referendum vote choice.

There are age cohorts where all educational groups return a lead for the same referendum voting
intention: The two youngest (18-24 & 25-34) for Yes and The two oldest (45-54 & 55+) for No.

By contrast, there is no education cohort where either Yes or No lead across all age groups.



Demographic Patterns (Continued)
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Referendum Voting Intention by Location - October

Yes No Don't Know

Inner Metropolitan Outer Metropolitan Regional / Rural

75% 

50% 

25% 

0% 

Location

Opposition to the referendum was consistently strongest among those living in regional and
rural areas. In early October, 64% of respondents living in these areas intended to vote no
compared to 24% intending to vote Yes. Just over 12% were undecided and the outcome
from Saturday suggests these broke strongly in favour of No.

No also lead 54-34 in outer metro areas, with 12% undecided, which had been seen as the
crucial battleground in this referendum. 

In inner metropolitan areas, No was also leading 46-42, again with around 12% undecided.
Saturday’s outcome was ultimately stronger for Yes in these areas, suggesting undecideds in
inner metropolitan areas broke for Yes.

The location classification applied here has been designed by DemosAU and differs from the
four-cohort Australian Electoral Commission Demographic classification.



The trajectory of referendum voting intention over the past 6 months broken down by respondents’’
party choice shadows the political developments in referenda support. 

Partisan Differences Over Time 
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Coalition Voters 

Among Coalition voters, Yes led 51-38 in April. After the declaration of Liberal support for No that
month, Yes fell to 30-50 in May. Thus followed a steady fall of support to 18-76 in October. The
above chart indicated the clear influence of the formal Liberal No support from April onwards. 

Support by One Nation voters followed a similar pattern albeit with stronger opposition leading to a
11-81 split against in October.

While the trajectory of support among Coalition is understandable given the evolution of opposition
by the Coalition leadership, given the underlying Labor TPP polling majority, the fall in Coalition
voters’ support does not fully explain the defeat of the referendum.



Partisan Differences Over Time (continued) 
Labor Voters 

At the commencement of the DemosAU Voice polling series, Yes led 59-24 among Labor voters.
Despite a blip in May, this support held generally steady at a range of (54/56)-(26-28).

As the final campaign began in September, there was a shift among Labor voters from the
undecided/don’t know column to No,  with the yes position deteriorating to 53-36 in October.

A similar pattern could be found with Green voters, albeit with a 5-10pp more favourable split for
Yes, leading to a 59-27 Yes/No split in October among Green voters.

Greens Voters 
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Labor No Voters  
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Labor No voters can be considered in two groups:

Initial Opposers: A quarter of Labor voters who were No voters at the commencement of the
series. These voters are generally older, in April 30% of over 45 Labor voters chose No compared to
15% of under 45 Labor voters. This group chose No without any campaign effects. 

Off the fence No: Another 10% of Labor voters who switched to No during the final campaign in
September and October. This proportion was similar among Coalition voters. This group was
influenced by the campaign.

Labor No voters were found among older voters and those in Outer Metropolitan and Regional
Australia. Primarily this is an age phenomenon.

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+

Inner Metro Outer Metro Rural and Regional

60% 

40% 

20% 

0% 

Labor No Voters by Age and Location

The early group of a quarter of Labor voters opposed to the Voice, and similar proportion of early
Green No voters (20%), was an indicator that the Voice was in trouble in the event of formal Liberal
opposition. 

The above phenomenon illuminates an important facet of the failure of constitutional referenda in
the absence of bipartisanship. In a referendum Opposition parties can consolidate their supporters
for No more easily than Government parties can consolidate their supporters for Yes.

Government supporters who have any issue with the constitutional amendment proposed can vote
No safely in the knowledge that the Government will not change. 



Statement Code Agreement
% June

Agreement
% Oct

The constitution needs altering to reflect our modern nation Reform   33
  

  29
  

We should only alter the constitution when it doesn't work Only-Fix   21
  

  23
  

The constitution has worked satisfactorily for over a century,
we shouldn't alter it Anti-

Reform   26
  

  29
  

I don't know enough about Australia's constitution to have a
view

Don’t
Know   20

  
  19

  

Labor No Voters (continued) 

12

Conversely, Opposition supporters are more likely to vote no to a constitution amendment proposed
by a Government they oppose in the first place.

Finally, when confronted with the permanence of the constitutional change and the controversy of a
highly contested campaign, voters of all stripes can take shelter in the fact that No means No
change. Unless there is some immediate crisis that needs to be attended (a feature that is
historically absent from Australian referendum campaigns), a No vote is no risk. 

The calculus of risk for voters is present in all electoral events. Mostly dispassionate voters will try to
avoid risky outcomes. 

At regular elections the risk is more balanced, voters will have their view about the competing
governments (Labor or Coalition) and whether such governments should govern with a
parliamentary majority or not. They will identify the risks and vote accordingly to minimise them.
These views are diverse and often contradictory and thus generally balance themselves out.

However, in a constitutional referendum, where partisan attachment (especially mid-term) is diluted
and the uncertainties are only one side, the change option is Yes. In this case No has an inherent
advantage as the risk-free option.

In June and October, DemosAU asked more than 2000 voters nationwide each month their views
about amending the constitution generally without reference to the Voice.

Constitutional Change - Risk-Averse Voters

Q. Which statement below is closest to your view about altering the Australian Constitution
generally?



Statement ALP % LNP% GRN
%

ONP
%

OTH
%

UND
%

The constitution needs altering to reflect our
modern nation   45

  
  17
  

  50
  

  14
  

  22
  

  16
  

We should only alter the constitution when it
doesn't work   18

  
  28

  
  15

  
  19

  
  32

  
  24

  

The constitution has worked satisfactorily for
over a century, we shouldn't alter it   20

  
  41

  
  16

  
  46

  
  26

  
  20

  

I don't know enough about Australia's
constitution to have a view   17

  
  14

  
  19

  
  21

  
  20

  
  40

  

Constitutional Change - Risk-Averse Voters (Continued) 
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Despite the shift in Voice Referendum Voting Intention from 44-39 in June to 34-54 in October, the
results for this poll from June to October were relatively stable and thus can form a simple schema
of the electorate’s views on amending the constitution. 

While there are no solid reform or anti-reform majorities evident from the question, with roughly 30%
of the electorate in both the pro-reform and anti-reform camps, the remaining two groups are a
challenging path for advocates of reform to traverse. 

Roughly 20% of the electorate are only open to constitutional change to fix an identified problem.
Most constitutional change is proposed as a theoretical change and not to solve any immediate
pressing emergency. This group can be swayed to No by appealing to the “ain’t broke don’t fix it”
argument.

The remaining 20% admit they don’t know enough about Australia’s constitution to offer a view on
reform. This group is disengaged from constitutional concerns and may struggle to be engaged by a
Yes campaign. Conversely a No campaign can appeal to this group with the “if you don’t know vote
no” argument.

Both groups can also be receptive to arguments about the risk of changing the constitution.

When broken down by federal voting intention, views on constitutional change have a familiar left-
right skew, with reform more popular with left of centre voters and the status quo more popular with
right of centre voters. 

Despite this skew, views on constitutional change do cut across ideological assumptions of the
parties. A consistent 10-20% of Labor and Greens voters resist constitutional change, while a similar
share of Coalition and One Nation voters are pro-constitutional reform.



Yes No

Reform Only Fix Preserve Don’t Know

100% 

75% 

50% 

25% 

0% 

Yes No

Reform Only Fix Preserve Don’t Know

100% 

75% 

50% 

25% 

0% 

Constitutional Change - Risk-Averse Voters (Continued) 
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While the segments based on the views of constitutional change are more static than the underlying
referendum voting intentions, the shift from June to October is reflective of the reform temperament
of each segment. The Only fix segment of the electorate decisively shifted to the No camp and the
Don’t Know segment swung from Yes to No.

When we analyse referendum voting intention in a matrix of views on constitutional change and
federal voting intention, the motivations of Labor No voters and Coalition Yes voters are clearly
identified based on their openness or otherwise to general constitutional reform.

June Oct

In the current Voice referendum the underlying voting intention of the four groups reflects their
relative willingness to alter the constitution.

Statement ALP
%

LNP
%

GRN
%

ONP
%

OTH
%

UND
%

The constitution needs altering to reflect our
modern nation   +78

  
  +35

  
  +73

  
  +20

  
  +66

  
  +17

  

We should only alter the constitution when it
doesn't work   -31

  
  -67

  
  -17

  
  -63

  
  -77

  
  -56

  

The constitution has worked satisfactorily for
over a century, we shouldn't alter it   -62

  
  -83

  
  -53

  
  -93

  
  -86

  
  -86

  

I don't know enough about Australia's
constitution to have a view   -3

  
  -32

  
  +1

  
  -42

  
  -51

  
  -13

  

+ = Yes lead 
- = No Lead



Support
Difference to Referedum

Voting Intention

  Yes 
  

  34%
  

  0%
  

         No        
  

  43%
  

  -11%
  

  Don't know
  

  23%
  

  +11%
  

Constitutional Change - Risk-Averse Voters (Continued) 
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Simply put, there is a constitutional reform middle ground of 40% of the electorate who are sceptical
or disengaged, which a yes campaign in normal circumstances can find difficult to appeal to in a
referendum campaign which is not a product of any related crisis. 

In this referendum, voters in these Only Fix and Don’t Know cohorts sided with No, in most cases
by large margins condemning the Voice referendum to a heavy defeat.

Taking Constitutional Change Out of the Picture 
To find out Australians views on a legislated Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander representative
body,  October DemosAU asked 2251 respondents nationally the following question;  

Q. Should the Federal Parliament establish by legislation a representative body for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders that provides non-binding advice to the Government
and Parliament?   

Results:

This question was tested to discern Australians’ views about a body similar to the Voice without
constitutional entrenchment. The result was a net loss of 1 in 5 No referendum voters to Don’t Know.
This question was tested at the end of the Voice group of questions in the DemosAU omnibus for
October and was several questions after the Voice Referendum VI question.

Even at the end of a high profile referendum campaign, there was no absolute majority against a
separate body for First Nations people. Once the factor of constitutional amendment is included,
implicit in the referendum voting intention question, then this brings No to a clear absolute majority. 

This result again suggests that the perceived risks of constitutional amendment was the decisive
factor in the 2023 Voice referendum.



Implications & Analysis 
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Given the above analysis, there are a few comments we shall make on other commentary on the
referendum result and implication for future referenda.

Cost of Living 
It has been suggested that voters are resentful for the 2023 Voice Referendum as it distracts
the Government on dealing with the cost of living pressures/ high inflation. We have not tested
this direct assertion, however cost of living is far and away the issue of highest concern among
voters in the DemosAU Issuewatch series.

However, we consider that the determining factor in this referendum - fear of constitutional
change - would be present in any mid-term referendum where the opposition sides with No.
This would be present no matter what the inflation rate was. The cost of living explanation
doesn’t identify the root cause of referendum failure.

In the same vein, we believe that in the same circumstances as present (mid-term, no
bipartisan support), a constitutional referendum that solely proposed symbolic recognition of
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples as the First Peoples of Australia, would also fail. 

A hypothetical No campaign would still promote the risks of a change to the constitution,
probably citing “lawfare” risks that recognition would cause the High Court to find a larger scope
for First Nations land rights. Such arguments would still chill the sceptical and disengaged
voters support for Yes. 

A "Recognition Only" referendum with bipartisan support may well stand a better chance of
success, however as we note below bipartisan consensus may be harder to achieve in practice
than in theory. Also bipartisan support is not a guarantee of success. 

Different Constitutional Wording
Another suggestion is that the proposed amendment should have removed the Voice’s
permission to make representations to the Executive Government or other alternative wording
should have been proposed to minimise opposition.

We suggest this still does not avoid the reticence of the electorate to make constitutional
change. The argument "change to the constitution is risky" would still be present in the debate.

We consider that an alternative constitutional amendment would still be defeated by an
electorate where the middle ground in constitutional debate is sceptical or disengaged.

Recognition Only
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Legislated Voice First 
Another alternative hypothesis is that if the Voice was legislated first and had been proved to
operate successfully for a period of time, constitutional entrenchment could have been put to
a referendum later without scare campaigns on the hypotheticals of the Voice’s operation.

Again, this hypothesis does not address the reticence of the electorate about constitutional
change. The segment of the electorate that believes the constitution should only be amended
only if it doesn’t work would be unmoved by constitutional entrenchment of a legislated voice.
If a legislated voice was working effectively why would the constitution need to be amended?

We consider a referendum in the same circumstance (mid-term, no bi-partisan support) to
entrench a pre-existing legislated voice would fail. 

Bipartisan Agreement
History suggests bipartisan support is a necessary precondition for a referendum’s success,
though a yes campaign could still fail under these circumstances.

As noted in our views on constitutional change question, only 30% of the electorate are
comfortable in reforming the constitution. Further, up to a third of the electorate now give their
first preference to a minor party or independent. Major party voters excluding those who
believe that the constitution should not be changed only make up 44% of the electorate, so
there is theoretical scope for minor parties to help scupper a referendum supported by the two
majors.

However, it is clear that an Opposition Leader effectively yields a veto power in a referendum
- without their support, the odds are stacked heavily against the Yes side. For a person who’s
prime objective is to defeat a Prime Minister, the political benefit of supporting No is clear.

Historically, this lure seems strongest for Conservative leaders. Since 1946, all successful
referendums have been brought on by Liberal Party-led governments, with the support of the
Labor opposition. By contrast, referendums brought on by Labor governments during this
period have not received opposition support.

A referendum held at a federal election without bipartisan support would score a higher yes
vote but would probably still fail.

In 1974 and 1984, sitting Labor Governments put referenda to the people on the same day as
federal elections. All referenda were opposed by the L/NP opposition. In 1974 the Yes vote of
the four referenda ran 3-5% behind the ALP TPP. In 1984 the Yes vote of the two referenda
ran 1-5% behind the ALP TPP.

In an era where the non-major party vote is higher we would probably see this gap widen.
Given that no winning party has ever exceeded 55% of the nation-wide TPP since 1975, it is
likely a referendum on election day without bipartisan support would fail. 

Referendum Held at Federal Election 
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Comparison to 2017 Marriage Equality Survey

The 2023 Voice Yes campaign has been compared unfavourably with the 2017 Marriage
Equality yes campaign. 

However, such comparisons miss the fact that the 2017 survey was not about amending the
Constitution and the reticence of the electorate to do so. Because of the nature of
Constitutional Referendum in Australia we believe that comparison with non-constitutional
referendum are not comparing equivalent electoral phenomena.

Another possible argument for the No victory was that the referendum campaign was too
long, which gave more opportunity for the No campaign to target the Voice.

As noted above, earlier referenda in 1951 and 1988 suffered a significant loss of support (as
measured by polling) in a shorter period of time before referendum day than in 2023 and were
defeated.

No matter how short the campaign the spectre of the risk of changing the constitutional would
still have been raised and would have unlikely to have been rebutted by the Yes case.

We consider that if the Voice Referendum were held in August or in the first half of 2023, it
would have still been defeated.

An Earlier Referendum

Australia is a racist country/Australians reject wokeism
We consider both of the above arguments to be two sides of the same coin and deserve the
same response.

The 2023 Referendum has followed the same dynamics as previous Australian constitutional
referenda. High early support for the substantive issue which was defeated after a robust
contested campaign where fears of constitutional change are raised and cannot be rebutted,  
because the argument itself is hypothetical and thus cannot be put to proof or evidence.

It is the fear of constitutional change that is the decisive factor that turns Yes to No. This has
been a fear which has been well traversed in previous Australian Constitutional Referenda and
not something which has been introduced by foreign or novel actors.

Finally, if any of these arguments were true, then Yes would have never led in the polls in the
first place.



The heavy No victory will be argued by some as a harbinger that the Albanese Labor Federal
Government is headed for defeat at the next federal election. The historical record of mid-
term constitutional referenda provide scant support for this argument.

There have been 14 constitutional referenda put to Australian voters on 8 occasions mid-term
without bipartisan support where the Government supported a Yes vote. All such
constitutional referenda have been defeated. On 6 of the 8 occasions the incumbent
government was returned at the next election.
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Republic Referendum 
The above analysis has considerable implications for any future referendum on a Republic.
While a Republic would be the culmination of Australia’s long gradual independence from the
United Kingdom, it is a step that does not have any immediate imperative to resolve. 

Australia’s current system of government has its critics but it cannot be said to be broken in a
utilitarian sense. Any republic yes campaign will need to address the 20% of the electorate
that is sceptical of change and the other 20% that is disengaged from constitutional issues.

Further it is hard to see how bipartisan consensus can be achieved for the reasons set out
above, given that for the foreseeable future there is a significant Monarchist presence in the
Liberal and National parties.

A move to a republic will need to seek creative solutions to overcome the high political
barriers indicated in this report.

Next Federal Election

There is no historical correlation between a referendum outcome and the result at the
subsequent election. 

George Hasanakos
Director, Head of Research
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ABOUT THIS POLL

Research company 

Client commissioning the research 

End client 

Fieldwork dates 

Mode of data collection 

Target population 

Sample size 

Is voting intention published?

 
Effective sample size after weighting
applied 

Margin of error associated with effective
sample size 

Variables used in weighting 

Weighting method used 

Full question text, responses categories
and randomisation 

DemosAU 

Self-initiated

N/A

1-9 October, 1-19 September & 7-31 August 2023

Online via Random Device Engagement (100%) 

Australian Residents 18+

7114 (2251 in October, 2504 in September, 2359 in August)

Not in this report. Voting intention is a part of the omnibus survey
which included the questions subject of this report

1356 for rim weighted poll of 2251 October respondents

Rim weighted poll: Rim weighted poll: ±2.7% (95% confidence interval) 

Age x gender, education, income, region, residential tenure, federal
voting intention

Multivariate Regression and Post-stratification of August-October
respondents (7114) adjusted to October rim-weighting national totals
(2251).
Other Questions: Rim-weighting of 2251 October respondents.

Questions subject of this report are part of monthly omnibus survey
conducted by DemosAU. All Voice questions were before Federal
Voting Intention and after State Voting Intention. Voice questions are
listed on the following page of this report.

Proportion of landline/mobile completed
interviews 

Source of online sample 

Positioning of voting intention questions in
questionnaire? 

How were undecided voters handled? 

2PP calculation method 

Nil

Random Device Engagement of website and app users via Pollfish 

16 Questions in questionnaire. Referendum VI 7th, Referendum VI
leaning 8th, Voice Statements 9th, Views on altering Australian
Constitution 10th, Legislated ATSI Representative Body 11th, State VI
3rd, Federal VI 12th.

All undecided voters included (12% nation-wide)

N/A

Publication date: 16 October 2023
Methodology Statement
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POLL QUESTIONS
All Answers Randomized except Don’t Know is always placed last where astrisked

Q. Do you believe Australia’s Constitution should be amended to establish an Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Voice to Parliament?
1=Yes   
2=No   
3=Don't know* 

(only to respondents who answered Don't Know to the initial Referendum VI question)

Q. While you may change your mind, which answer do you have a leaning towards for the
following question. Do you believe Australia’s Constitution should be amended to establish
an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Voice to Parliament?
1=Yes   
2=No   
3=Don't know* 

Q. Which of the following Statements is closest to your views about the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Voice to Parliament ?            
1=Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders are disadvantaged and need a Voice to Parliament          
2=Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders are Australia’s first inhabitants and deserve recognition in
Australia’s Constitution 
3=Support for the Voice will help stop racism    
4=Putting the Voice in the Constitution is risky and has unknown consequences for government
5=Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders are not disadvantaged and do not need special treatment
6=The Voice is separatism, we are one country  
7=I don’t know enough about the Voice

Q. Which statement below is closest to your view about altering the Australian Constitution
generally?   
1=The constitution needs altering to reflect our modern nation  
2=We should only alter the constitution when it doesn't work    
3=The constitution has worked satisfactorily for over a century, we shouldn't alter it.      
4=I don't know enough about Australia's constitution to have a view

Q. Should the Federal Parliament establish by legislation a representative body for
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders that provides non-binding advice to the Government
and Parliament?
1=Yes   
2=No   
3=Don't know*
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