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Executive summary

e \oters strongly support a shift to renewable energy sources, and overwhelmingly prefer that any
increase in electricity supply comes from solar or wind.

* They are sceptical that Australia will meet its greenhouse gas emission targets, and less than half rate
the performance of the Federal Government on the transition to renewable energy as good or very
good.

* However, they also prioritise cost and reliability of energy over emission reductions, and this has
increased slightly since earlier in the year.

e Additionally, Australians are not willing to pay more for renewable energy, with the preference for a
shift to renewables almost completely elastic.

* A small majority of voters supported an increase in the energy supplied from natural gas, which also
saw the largest growth in support (for an increase in supply) over the past three months (at 57 per
cent, up from 53 per cent at the start of the year).

¢ Most voters say they support new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power
stations.
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Methodology

The fieldwork for this survey was conducted between Wednesday 15 and Tuesday 21 May. The sample of
N = 2,005 Australian citizens aged 18 and older, who were enrolled to vote was recruited over online panel
to fill quotas based on age, gender, location, education and vote at the 2022 federal election.

Rim weighting was used to apply interlocking weights for age, gender, education and location. The effi-
ciency of these weights was 80 per cent, providing an effective sample size of 1599.

Based on this effective sample size, the margin of error (95 per cent confidence interval) for a 50 per cent

result on the full sample is + 2.5 per cent.

This is larger for subsets of the data, such as age or location, and results based on these and similar break-
downs should be interpreted conservatively.

Detailed findings and question wording are contained in the following sections.



Key findings

Energy priorities

Cost and the reliability remain voters’ energy priorities. The importance of these issues have also increased
slightly since the beginning of the year, with the share of Australians saying that cost was their top ranked
priority growing by two points, from 59 to 61 per cent; and those ranking energy reliability at their priority
increased one point, from 22 to 23 per cent (see figure 18). Conversely, the share of voters that say faster
emissions reduction is their top priority is down two points, from 15 to 13 per cent. They were also over-
whelmingly negative about the cost of electricity from all sources, with 81 per cent saying this had gotten
worse over the past five years; although this was a slight improvement since the first wave of this tracking
study (see figure 26).

Support for different energy sources

Overall, voters are highly supportive of renewable sources of electricity, and would like to see an increase
in the energy obtained from them.

Solar is the most popular option for increased energy production (of those asked about), with 80 per cent
supporting this; although this was down four points from earlier in the year (see figure 98). This was fol-
lowed by wind, with 62 and 57 per cent supporting increase production from onshore and offshore wind,
respectively. Support for both was down over the past three months though; by three and five per cent.

Natural gas was the equal third most popular option for increased production (of those offered), and the
option that saw the largest increase in support. In the second wave of the track, 57 per cent of voters
supported increase energy from natural gas, up from 53 per cent in wave 1. Renewable gas was supported
by 48 per cent, down four points but supported by more than five times as many voters as who opposed
it.

The least popular options were nuclear (supported by 35 per cent, which was unchanged from the last
wave) and coal (28 per cent, down one point).

Most voters say they support new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations,
with net support increasing by one point, from 31 per cent earlier in the year (52 per cent in support or
strongly supporting compared with 21 per cent opposed or strongly opposed), to 32 per cent now (52 per
cent total support versus 20 per cent total opposition; see figure 56).

This increased support was evident across the supporters of all major parties (shown in figure 57), with the
largest increases in the major metro areas, with voters in these areas remaining the most supportive of gas
(figure 58).

The transition to renewables, and emission reduction

Voters remain sceptical about the ability of Australia to meet the federal government’s greenhouse gas
emission reduction targets. The share that agree we are likely to meet the target is 14 per cent lower than



those who disagree (25 per cent total agree versus 39 per cent total disagree). However, this is up two
points from earlier in the year, when the gap was 16 points in favour of total disagree (see figure 67).

Just 17 per cent of voters rated the Federal Government's performance on the transition to renewable
energy sources as good or very good, while 32 per cent said poor or very poor (see figure 12). However,
since earlier this year, voters have also become slightly less likely to say that the availability of renewable
energy options has gotten better compared to five years ago; from 57 per cent saying better in Wave 1 of
this study, to 55 per cent in Wave 2 (see figure 26).

Labor voters, those aged 18-34, those in higher income households, and those not under financial stress,
were all more likely to rate the government’s performance highly. Conversely, university educated voters
were more likely to rate the government’s performance both good and poorly.

The cost of the transition

Some of this sceptismism about our ability to transition to more renewable sources of electricity appears
to be substantially driven by concerns about cost.

The cost of the transition (34 per cent) and maintaining electricity reliability (30 per cent) remain the factors
that voters say are the largest risks to Australia’s transition to renewable energy.

Voters also generally believe that the transition will negatively impact their own personal finances, with 61
per cent saying a shift to cleaner energy would increase or significantly increase their electricity bills over
the next five years, while just 12 per cent said it would lower the cost of their bills. As figure 72 shows, this
was essentially unchanged from earlier in the year.

Related to this, a large share of voters (38 per cent) say they will not take any action personally to reduce
carbon emissions over the next three years, up two per cent from earlier this year (see figure 77). The most
common action voters said they would take is investing in solar panels (29 per cent), followed by use public
transport more often (19 per cent) and purchasing a home battery (18 per cent; respondents could select
more than one of these options; see figure 77).

The belief that renewable and cleaner energy sources cost more may be holding back Australian’s willing-
ness to embrace renewable electricity.

Generally speaking, Australians are not willing to spend more to source the electricity they use from 100
per cent renewable sources, such as solar, wind and hydro. When asked whether they would spend more
to do this — with respondents randomly allocated an increased monthly cost of $50, $100, $250 and $500
— there is a strong price effect; indicating that demand for renewable energy is quite elastic, declining
substantially as prices increase.

Just three per cent of those who were asked if they would spend $50 more per month to increase the
renewable energy mix to 100 per cent say they would definitely spend that amount, with another 19 per
cent saying they probably would. Meanwhile, 27 per cent say they probably would not, and 42 per cent
definitely would not.

As figure 95 shows, this already low level of willingness to pay slightly more to shift to cleaner energy
sources declines as the price increase goes up. Just two per cent of Australians said they would definitely



spend an additional $250 per month, with another six per cent saying they would probably spend this. Less
than one per cent say they would definitely and five per cent probably spend $500 more per month.

It also appears that the appetite to spend more to increase the share of electricity from renewable sources
may be on a downward tragectory. It is down slightly on the first wave of this track, conducted earlier this
year (see figure 97).

Cost of living is a priority for voters

That voters are price sensitive should not be a surprise. Sixty-four per cent ranked cost of living as the issue
that should be prioritised by the Federal government. This was followed by housing attainability (12 per
cent) and health (seven per cent). Cost of living is down slightly as a priority, from 67 per cent at the start of
the year (see figure 2), while housing is up two percentage points (from 10 per cent) and health is steady.
The transition to renewable energy was ranked as the priority by just two per cent of voters (this has held
steady across both waves of the track).

Of those who rated cost of living as the top issue, groceries declined as the top cause of concern by four
percentage points, housing remained approximately steady, and the cost of electricity bills increased as a
concern by two points, from 10 to 12 per cent (see figure 7). This increase was observed for voters living in
the inner and middle suburbs, provincial cities and rural communities (it was only in the outer suburbs that
it remained steady), with concern particularly high in rural and regional areas (figure 9).

Concern about energy reliability

Approximately half of voters say their state is at risk of blackouts during the renewable energy transition,
with 29 per cent saying this was very likely, and 38 per cent somewhat likely. Just 16 per cent say this is
somewhat unlikely and four per cent very unlikely. This is largely unchanged over the past few months, with
the share saying unlikely increasing slightly (but not by a statistically significant amount; see figure 113).

When asked if they were concerned about energy reliability, 25 per cent said very concerned, 49 per cent
somewhat concerned, and 18 per cent not concerned (figure 118). Mostly unchanged since the last wave
of the track.

This is not great news for the federal government. A plurality of voters see this level of government as most
responsible for the affordability (43 per cent) and reliability (37 per cent) of the energy system (see figures
47 and 49).

This was ahead of state governments (24 per cent saw these as responsible for the reliability of the system,
19 per cent for the affordability) and energy retailers (35 per cent seeing them responsible for both reliability
and also affordability).

Voters overwhelmingly agree that state governments should focus on a mix of energy sources. This has
not changed since earlier in the year, when net agreement was at 77 per cent, increasing by one point to
78 per cent (see figure 51).



What issue should be the priority of the federal government?

Question text

Which of the following do you think is the most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on
right now?

Cost of living

Health

Housing attainability

Climate change

Infrastructure

The transition to renewable energy
Education

Environment

Jobs

Other
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The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on

Cost of living =

Housing attainability =

Health -

Climate change -

Infrastructure -

The transition to renewable energy -

Education -

Jobs -
Environment - I

Other (specify) -

Figure 1: Share of voters who say each issue is the most important for the Australian Government to focus on right
now.
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Figure 2: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 1: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of living Housing Health Climate The Infrastructure  Education  Environment Jobs Other
attainability change transition to (specify)
renewable
energy
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 67 10 7 5 2 2 2 1 1 3
Wave 2 (May 2024) 64 12 7 4 2 3 2 1 1 4




The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on

; ; - I Cost of living [ The transition to renewable energy I Jobs
e o B e e e, I Housing atta nability I Infrastructure Other (specify)
g B Hezlth I Education

focus on right now?

I Climate change B Environment

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 59 13 5 10 |43
Wave 2 (May 2024) - ) 16 4 1 3
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 68 10 7 4

Wave 2 (May 2024)- 61 13 6 3 B4

Figure 3: Share of voters who say each issue is the most important for the Australian Government to focus on right
now, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

11



cl

Table 2: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of living Housing Health Climate The Infrastructure  Education  Environment Jobs Other
attainability change transition to (specify)
renewable
energy
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 65 12 5 8 2 2 2 1 2 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 63 13 8 5 3 2 1 1 2 2
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 69 9 9 2 1 2 1 1 2 4
Wave 2 (May 2024) 68 9 9 1 1 3 2 1 1 5
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 59 13 5 10 4 2 1 4 0 2
Wave 2 (May 2024) 60 16 4 1" 3 1 1 1 1 2
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 68 10 7 4 2 2 2 1 1 3
Wave 2 (May 2024) 61 13 6 3 1 4 2 2 2 6




The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on

; ; - I Cost of living [ The transition to renewable energy I Jobs
Whlch ofthe following do you think is the rnost- Housing attainability [ Infrastructure Other (specify)
important issue for the Federal Government to B Heolth B Education
focus on right now? :
g I Climate change B Environment

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 71 8 7. 58
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 65 12 8 4 3

Figure 4: Share of voters who say each issue is the most important for the Australian Government to focus on right
now, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 3: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of living Housing Health Climate The Infrastructure  Education  Environment Jobs Other
attainability change transition to (specify)
renewable
energy
Inner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 62 12 7 6 3 2 2 2 2 2
Wave 2 (May 2024) 62 13 8 5 3 2 2 1 1 3
Outer suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 67 12 7 5 1 2 1 1 2 2
Wave 2 (May 2024) 67 9 5 5 2 3 2 1 2 4
Provincial cities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 66 9 7 4 2 2 2 2 1 5
Wave 2 (May 2024) 63 13 10 3 2 1 0 1 2 5

Rural communities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 71 8 7 5 3 1 1 1 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 65 12 8 4 1 3 2 1 1




The most important issue for the Federal
Government to focus on

All voters =

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
3549~
50-64 -

65 and older=

Women =
Men -

New South Wales =

Victoria =

Queensland =

All other states and territories -
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Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities =

Rural communities =
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Which of the following do you think is
the most important issue for the Federal
Government to focus on right now?

Cost of living

Housing attainability

Health

Climate change

The transition to renewable energy
B |nfrastructure

B Education

Environment
Jobs
Cther (specify)

Figure 5: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by vote intention, age, gender, and

location.
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Table 4: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Cost of living Housing Health Climate The Infrastructure  Education  Environment Jobs Other
attainability change transition to (specify)
renewable
energy
All voters 64 12 7 4 2 3 2 1 1 4
Vote intention
Labor 63 13 8 5 3 2 1 1 2 2
Coalition 68 9 9 1 1 3 2 1 1 5
The Greens 60 16 4 11 3 1 1 1 1 2
Other parties and candidates 61 13 6 3 1 4 2 2 2 6
Age
Aged 18-34 72 1 3 5 1 1 2 2 2 1
35-49 69 11 5 3 3 2 2 1 2 2
50-64 63 12 5 3 2 1 1 1 5
65 and older 53 12 13 5 3 4 2 1 1 6
Gender
Women 65 13 9 4 2 1 1 1 1 3
Men 63 11 5 5 2 4 2 2 2 4
State
New South Wales 68 11 5 4 3 2 2 1 1 3
Victoria 62 11 11 4 2 2 1 1 2 4
Queensland 66 13 5 2 1 3 1 1 2 6
All other states and territories 60 13 10 6 2 2 1 2 1 3
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 62 13 5 3 2 2 1 1 3
Outer suburbs 67 9 5 5 2 3 2 1 2 4
Provincial cities 63 13 10 3 2 1 0 1 2 5
Rural communities 65 12 8 4 1 3 2 1 1 3




The most important issue for the Federal
Government to focus on

All voters -
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Which of the following do you think is
the most important issue for the Federal
Government to focus on right now?

Cost of living
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Heslth
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The transition to renewable energy
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Environment
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Cther (specify)

Figure 6: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by education, income, home ownership

and financial stress.
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Table 5: The most important issue for the Federal Government to focus on, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Cost of living Housing Health Climate The Infrastructure  Education  Environment Jobs Other
attainability change transition to (specify)
renewable
energy
All voters 64 12 7 4 2 3 2 1 1 4
Education
Less than year 12 60 14 (N 3 1 3 2 1 1 4
Year 12 or equivalent 71 11 5 5 1 2 1 1 1 2
TAFE, trade or vocational 68 11 6 3 2 3 1 1 2 3
University degree 60 " 7 6 4 3 2 2 1 4
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 64 11 6 4 3 3 3 1 1 4
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 65 15 4 5 3 2 1 1 1 3
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 62 13 8 4 1 3 2 1 2 4
Less than $1,000 per week 61 13 11 4 3 2 0 1 2 3
Prefer not to say 75 5 7 4 2 1 2 1 0 3
Home ownership
Does not own 66 16 5 4 1 1 2 1 1 3
Owned with a mortgage 71 8 6 4 2 3 1 1 2 2
Owned outright 57 12 " 4 3 3 2 1 2 5
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 73 1 4 2 1 1 2 1 2 3
Some stress 68 11 7 5 1 2 1 1 1 3
Not much stress 55 14 9 6 4 3 2 2 1 4
No stress at all 46 14 12 6 6 7 1 0 1 7




Living costs

Question text

Which cost of living pressure is causing you the most concern?

Mortgage or rental costs
Electricity bills

Gas bills

Groceries

Petrol prices

Council rates

Education costs

®© NOo ok wDdh =

Something else
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The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern

Which cost oflivi ) ) th I Groceries I Petrol prices NI Gas bills
f f _ s
e qlwr'g REESRIR IS CANE YOLING R Mortgage or rental costs [l Council rates Something else
most concern? el :
I Electricity bills I Education costs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Figure 7: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, waves 1 and 2 compared. Note: This question was only asked of respondents who said
that ‘cost of living’ was the most important issue for the federal government to focus on right now (n=1,337 in Wave 1 and n=1,287 in Wave 2).

Table 6: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, waves 1 and 2 compared. Note: This question was only asked of respondents who said
that "cost of living’ was the most important issue for the federal government to focus on right now (n=1,337 in Wave 1 and n=1,287 in Wave 2).

Wave Groceries Mortgage or Electricity Petrol Council Education Gas bills Something
rental costs bills prices rates costs else
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 41 34 10 6 4 1 1 3

Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 33 12 8 4 2 1 3




The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern

Il Groceries I Petrol prices [ Gas bills
Which cost of living pressure is causing you the : :
LN RERARS ing y B \iortgage or rental costs [ Council rates Something else
most concern? L ;
B Electricity bills B Education costs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 43 28 13 6 B
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 33 41 11 6 4

Figure 8: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 7: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Groceries Mortgage or Electricity Petrol Council Education Gas bills Something
rental costs bills prices rates costs else
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 43 38 7 5 4 1 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 38 34 9 9 4 1 3 2
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 41 28 13 9 1 2
Wave 2 (May 2024) 38 27 16 9 1 1
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 38 45 8 5 1 2 0 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 39 43 4 4 1 5 1 3
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 43 28 13 6 6 0 0 4
Wave 2 (May 2024) 33 41 11 6 4 1 0 4




The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern

Il Groceries I Petrol prices [ Gas bills
Which cost of living pressure is causing you the : :
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Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Figure 9: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

23



174

Table 8: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Groceries Mortgage or Electricity Petrol Council Education Gas bills Something
rental costs bills prices rates costs else
Inner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 44 9 5 1 0 3
Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 40 12 4 2 1
Outer suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 40 34 10 7 3 2 2 2
Wave 2 (May 2024) 36 36 10 9 2 2
Provincial cities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 47 31 12 5 0 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 27 14 10 2 2
Rural communities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 45 27 8 8 7 0 1 4
Wave 2 (May 2024) 43 26 13 9 0 1 2




The cost of living pressures causing Australians
the most concern

All voters = a7 33 12 8 4

Labor-

Coalition =
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Figure 10: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location.
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Table 9: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Groceries Mortgage or Electricity Petrol Council Education Gas bills Something
rental costs bills prices rates costs else
All voters 37 33 12 8 4 2 1 3
Vote intention
Labor 38 34 9 9 4 1 3 2
Coalition 38 27 16 9 5 1 1 3
The Greens 39 43 4 4 1 5 1 3
Other parties and candidates 33 41 1 6 4 1 0 4
Age
Aged 18-34 32 47 4 8 1 4 1 3
35-49 33 44 12 4 3 1 1 2
50-64 40 24 17 8 6 1 1 3
65 and older 47 8 19 13 7 0 2 4
Gender
Women 39 34 10 7 5 1 1 3
Men 35 32 14 9 3 2 2 3
State
New South Wales 38 28 20 6 2 1 1 4
Victoria 33 36 9 7 7 2 3 3
Queensland 38 34 7 12 4 2 1 2
All other states and territories 41 36 6 8 4 2 0 3
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 34 40 12 4 3 2 1 4
Outer suburbs 36 36 10 9 4 2 1 2
Provincial cities 37 27 14 10 3 2 2 5
Rural communities 43 26 13 9 6 0 1 2




The cost of living pressures causing Australians
the most concern

All voters- 37 33 12 8 4

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week =
Prefer not to say -

Which cost of living pressure is causing
you the most concern?
Electricity bills

!Groceries
Petrol prices

Mortgage or rental costs
B Council rates

| Education costs
I Gas bills

'Something else

Does notown -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress= 32 46 11 5
Some stress = 41 32 11 84
Not much stress = 37 24 14 10 R 3
No stress at all- 35 11 18 16 ESl 5

Figure 11: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.
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Table 10: The cost of living pressures causing Australians the most concern, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Groceries Mortgage or Electricity Petrol Council Education Gas bills Something
rental costs bills prices rates costs else
All voters 37 33 12 8 4 2 1 3
Education
Less than year 12 43 21 14 12 5 0 1 4
Year 12 or equivalent 41 27 12 5 5 4 2 4
TAFE, trade or vocational 35 37 12 8 3 1 1 3
University degree 33 42 9 7 4 2 1 2
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 30 45 10 8 2 2 1 2
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 35 42 12 4 3 2 0 2
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 37 34 14 8 3 1 1 2
Less than $1,000 per week 46 22 " 9 5 1 3 3
Prefer not to say 35 25 12 1 6 2 0 9
Home ownership
Does not own 38 38 10 8 0 3 1 2
Owned with a mortgage 31 50 9 5 3 1 0 1
Owned outright 45 8 18 1 9 1 2 6
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 32 46 1 5 2 2 0 2
Some stress 41 32 1 8 4 1 1 2
Not much stress 37 24 14 10 7 1 3 4
No stress at all 35 11 18 16 5 1 5 9




The Federal Government’'s performance on the transition to renew-
able energy

Question text

How would you rate the performance of the Federal Government on the transition to renewable energy?

. Very good

Good

Neither good nor poor
Poor

SAEEE A

Very poor
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How Australians rate the Federal Government's performance on the
transition to renewable energy
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Figure 12: How Australians rate the Federal Government’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 11: How Australians rate the Federal Government's performance on the transition to renewable energy, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very good Good Neither Poor Very poor  Net perfor-
good nor mance
poor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 16 43 22 16 -19

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 16 51 20 12 -15
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Figure 13: How Australians rate the Federal Government’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, by vote
intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 12: How Australians rate the Federal Government’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very good Good Neither Poor Very poor  Net perfor-
good nor mance
poor
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 5 26 46 18 5
Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 28 53 12 3 17
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 11 38 23 26 -36
Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 8 47 24 20 -35
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 19 39 26 14 -19
Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 1 49 33 6 -27
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 1 9 43 28 19 -37
Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 15 44 20 20 -24
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Figure 14: How Australians rate the Federal Government’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, by
location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 13: How Australians rate the Federal Government's performance on the transition to renewable energy, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very good Good Neither Poor Very poor  Net perfor-
good nor mance
poor

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 16 42 23 16 -20

Wave 2 (May 2024) 3 14 51 21 11 -15
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 16 44 23 15 -20

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 18 47 21 13 -15
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 17 45 19 17 -17

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 15 52 18 13 -14
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 4 15 42 22 17 -20

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 15 54 18 12 -14




How Australians rate the Federal Government's
performance on the transition to renewable energy

Net
performance
All voters = 16 51 20 Py -15
vote intentio
Labor- @ 28 53 jege] 17
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Women = 16 5 20 =N -11
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All other states and territories - 17 53 20 el -1
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Outer suburbs = 18 21 Ikl -15
Provincial cities - 15 18 13 Bk
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Figure 15: How Australians rate the Federal Government'’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, by vote
intention, age, gender, and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage
who rate the performance as ‘good’ (total share that rate it as good, minus the total share that rate it as poor).
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Table 14: How Australians rate the Federal Government's performance on the transition to renewable energy, by vote

intention, age, gender, and location.

Very good Good Neither Poor Very poor  Net perfor-
good nor mance
poor
All voters 1 16 51 20 12 -15
Vote intention
Labor 4 28 53 12 3 17
Coalition 1 8 47 24 20 -35
The Greens 1 11 49 33 6 -27
Other parties and candidates 1 15 44 20 20 -24
Age
Aged 18-34 1 16 53 22 8 -13
35-49 2 17 50 20 11 -12
50-64 2 15 51 19 13 -15
65 and older 1 15 50 18 16 -18
Gender
Women 1 16 55 20 8 -1
Men 2 16 47 19 16 -17
State
New South Wales 2 13 52 21 12 -18
Victoria 2 17 49 20 12 -13
Queensland 1 18 49 19 13 -13
All other states and territories 1 17 53 20 9 -1
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 3 14 51 21 11 -15
Outer suburbs 1 18 47 21 13 -15
Provincial cities 2 15 52 18 13 -14
Rural communities 1 15 54 18 12 -14
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How Australians rate the Federal Government's
performance on the transition to renewable energy

Net
performance

All voters -

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent - -18
TAFE, trade or vocational - 15
University degree - 12
$3,000 or more per week - -10
s > How would you rate the performance of
$2'000 to $2’999 per week 19 the Federal Govemmentpon the transition
$1,000 to $1,299 per week - -1 to renewable energy?
Less than $1,000 per week - -13 ée;ggo"d
Prefer not to say - 24 L\leiﬁ'ﬁer goed nor poor
Qor
Very poor
Home ownership
Does not own - 14 ] -15
Owned with a mortgage - 17 4 8 -15
Owned outright - 16 3 -13
A great deal of stress- -21
Some stress - 13 51 24 Al 21
Not much stress - -2
No stress at all - -3

Figure 16: How Australians rate the Federal Government’s performance on the transition to renewable energy, by
education, income, home ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the
net percentage who rate the performance as ‘good’ (total share that rate it as good, minus the total share that rate it
as poor).
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Table 15: How Australians rate the Federal Government's performance on the transition to renewable energy, by
education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Very good Good Neither Poor Very poor  Net perfor-
good nor mance
poor
All voters 1 16 51 20 12 -15
Education
Less than year 12 2 15 54 15 14 -12
Year 12 or equivalent 1 14 52 24 9 -18
TAFE, trade or vocational 1 17 49 20 13 -15
University degree 3 17 48 22 10 -12
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 3 20 44 22 " -10
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 0 16 49 23 12 -19
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 2 18 49 21 10 -1
Less than $1,000 per week 1 14 57 16 12 -13
Prefer not to say 1 9 56 17 17 -24
Home ownership
Does not own 2 14 53 22 9 -15
Owned with a mortgage 1 17 49 21 12 -15
Owned outright 2 16 51 17 14 -13
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 2 13 49 19 17 -21
Some stress 1 13 51 24 11 -21
Not much stress 2 20 54 16 8 -2
No stress at all 4 24 41 15 16 -3
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The energy priorities of Australian voters

Question text

Rank in order, your energy priorities

AREE A

Faster emission reductions
Maintaining energy reliability
Lowering energy costs

Not sure

None of these
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Top 3 energy priorities of Australian voters
Lowering energy costs =
Maintaining energy reliability -

Faster emission reductions -

Il Ranked 1st [ Ranked 2nd [ Ranked 3rd | Not ranked

Figure 17: The energy priorities of Australian voters. Each respondent was asked to rank three different priorities, with
the most important ranked first. Note: rows sum to 96 per cent, with four per cent answering that they were either not
sure or did not rank any of these as their energy priority.
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Top 3 energy priorities of Australian voters
Waves 1 and 2 compared

LOwering energy costs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) =

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

aintaining energy reliability
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 22
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Bl Ranked 1st [ Ranked 2nd I Ranked 3rd || Not ranked

Figure 18: The energy priorities of Australian voters. Each respondent was asked to rank three different priorities, with
the most important ranked first.
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Faster emission reductions

Faster emission reductions as an energy priority

All voters -

Labor -

Coalition =

The Greens =

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -
65 and older - . —_
Rank in arder, your energy prlOfItleS
Faster emission reductions
Ranked 1st
Rantzg 2r':jd
= Ran 3n
Women Mot ranked
Men =

New South Wales -

Victoria -

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Quter suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 19: Faster emission reductions as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 16: Faster emission reductions as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 13 16 67 4
Vote intention
Labor 17 20 60 3
Coalition 5 10 81 4
The Greens 31 24 43 2
Other parties and candidates 6 1 78 5
Age
Aged 18-34 18 21 57 4
35-49 13 20 62 5
50-64 11 14 72 3
65 and older 9 11 76 4
Gender
Women 13 18 63 6
Men 11 15 71 3
State
New South Wales 12 16 68 4
Victoria 14 16 68 2
Queensland 10 15 69 6
All other states and territories 14 19 62 5
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 19 17 60 4
Outer suburbs 13 19 65 3
Provincial cities 9 14 71 6
Rural communities 7 14 74 5
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Faster emission reductions as an energy priority

All voters -

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational =
University degree =

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week =
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say =

Rank in order, your energy priorities
Faster emission reductions

! Ranked 1st

Ranked Znd
Ranked 3rd
Notranked

Does notown -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright - 11

Financial stress

A great deal of stress- 11
Some stress -

Not much stress -

No stress at all=

Figure 20: Faster emission reductions as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.
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Table 17: Faster emission reductions as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 13 16 67 4
Education
Less than year 12 6 13 73 8
Year 12 or equivalent 1" 18 66 5
TAFE, trade or vocational 10 15 72 3
University degree 21 20 56 3
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 19 15 64 2
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 13 18 67 2
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 11 16 70 3
Less than $1,000 per week 10 16 67 7
Prefer not to say 14 16 62 8
Home ownership
Does not own 14 18 62 6
Owned with a mortgage 13 18 66 3
Owned outright 11 13 72 4
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 11 20 66 3
Some stress 11 15 69 5
Not much stress 16 15 64 5
No stress at all 15 15 66 4
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Maintaining energy reliability
Maintaining reliability as an energy priority

All voters - 23

Vote intention

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -
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35-49-
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65 and older -

Rank in order, your energy priorities
Maintaining energy reliability
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Ranked Z2nd
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Gender

Women - Ranked 3rd

Men =

State

New South Wales -

Victoria -

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Location

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 21: Maintaining reliability as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 18: Maintaining reliability as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 23 54 19 4
Vote intention
Labor 21 54 22 3
Coalition 29 57 10 4
The Greens 11 48 39 2
Other parties and candidates 25 61 9 5
Age
Aged 18-34 17 52 27 4
35-49 17 55 23 5
50-64 22 58 17 3
65 and older 35 53 8 4
Gender
Women 19 54 21 6
Men 27 54 16 3
State
New South Wales 23 55 18 4
Victoria 25 53 20 2
Queensland 22 55 17 6
All other states and territories 20 55 20 5
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 22 53 22 3
Outer suburbs 22 52 23 3
Provincial cities 23 57 14 6
Rural communities 24 58 13 5
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Maintaining reliability as an energy priority
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Figure 22: Maintaining reliability as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.



Table 19: Maintaining reliability as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 23 54 19 4
Education
Less than year 12 22 58 12 8
Year 12 or equivalent 16 59 20 5
TAFE, trade or vocational 24 55 18 3
University degree 25 48 24 3
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 21 57 20 2
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 21 57 20 2
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 24 55 17 4
Less than $1,000 per week 24 51 18 7
Prefer not to say 21 51 20 8
Home ownership
Does not own 16 54 24 6
Owned with a mortgage 19 58 20 3
Owned outright 33 51 12 4
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 14 58 25 3
Some stress 22 57 17 4
Not much stress 26 51 18 5
No stress at all 38 43 15 4

49



Lowering energy costs

Lowering costs as an energy priority
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Figure 23: Lowering costs as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 20: Lowering costs as an energy priority, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 61 25 10 4
Vote intention
Labor 59 23 15 3
Coalition 61 30 5 4
The Greens 56 26 16 2
Other parties and candidates 64 23 8 5
Age
Aged 18-34 61 23 11 5
35-49 65 20 10 5
50-64 64 25 8 3
65 and older 52 33 11 4
Gender
Women 62 22 10 6
Men 59 28 10 3
State
New South Wales 61 25 10 4
Victoria 59 29 10 2
Queensland 61 25 8 6
All other states and territories 61 21 13 5
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 56 26 15 3
Outer suburbs 61 26 9 4
Provincial cities 63 23 8 6
Rural communities 64 23 8 5
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Lowering costs as an energy priority
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Figure 24: Lowering costs as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.



Table 21: Lowering costs as an energy priority, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Ranked 1st Ranked 2nd Ranked 3rd Not ranked
All voters 61 25 10 4
Education
Less than year 12 64 21 7 8
Year 12 or equivalent 68 18 5
TAFE, trade or vocational 63 27 3
University degree 51 30 17 2
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 59 26 14 1
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 64 22 12 2
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 62 25 10 3
Less than $1,000 per week 60 26 7 7
Prefer not to say 58 24 10 8
Home ownership
Does not own 64 22 8 6
Owned with a mortgage 65 21 11 3
Owned outright 53 32 12 3
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 72 20 5 3
Some stress 62 23 10 5
Not much stress 53 28 14 5
No stress at all 43 38 15 4
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Perceptions of changes to cost, availability and reliability of electricity

Question text

Compared to five years ago, have the following gotten better or worse?

The cost of electricity from all sources
The reliability of the electricity system
The availability of renewable energy options

OO wm>

The cost of renewable energy options

Much better
Somewhat better
Somewhat worse
Much worse

AR

Not sure
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Compared to five years ago, have the following gotten
better or worse?

Net better
The availability of renewable energy options - 33
The reliability of the electricity system - 20 N
The cost of renewable energy options - . 25 ]
The cost of electricity from all sources = i} -68

BV uch better
B Somewhat better
I somewhat worse
B Much worse

Not sure

Figure 25: How Australians feel about the renewable energy options, and the cost and reliability of electricity, com-
pared to five years ago.
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Compared to five years ago, have the following gotten better
or worse?

Waves 1 and 2 compared

Net better
The availability of renewable energy options
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 9 48 13 71 23
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 8 47 4 s 23 K]
The reliabi = electricity syste
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 6 37 25 10 22 I
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 6 38 26 10 20 [ Much better
Somewhat better
s ' arawalle BrErayY BBt oM Somewhat worse
- _ Bl Much worse
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- [ 29 24 17 ) o (Notsue
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 4 29 22 20 | 25 [
The cost of electricity from all sources
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 9 33 49 | ] -72
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 11 31 i < -68

Figure 26: How Australians feel about the renewable energy options, and the cost and reliability of electricity, com-
pared to five years ago, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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The cost of electricity from all sources
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Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse

Waves 1 and 2 comparaad

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Net better

Compared to five years ago,

have the following gotten
-72 better or worse? The cost of

electricity from all sources

Much better
Somewhat better
-68 Somewhat worse

Much worse
MNot sure

Figure 27: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 22: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better

better worse worse
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 9 34 49 6 -72
Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 11 31 50 6 -68




Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net better
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- K 13 40 Ll o 62
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 19 34 39 NGV
i
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 8 30 57 ST » )
— ompared to five years ago,
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 6 28 PR | 83 have the following gotten
better or worse? The cost of

electricity from all sources
The Greens Much better
Somewhat better
Somewhat worse

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 11 35 43 J -66 | Much worse
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 10 38 - N—— o

(o]
|
i
(=]
[

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-  ERENEENE N Y -5

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 7 30 59 G

Figure 28: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 com-
pared.
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Table 23: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 13 40 38 6 -62

Wave 2 (May 2024) 19 34 39 6 -52
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 8 30 57 3 77

Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 28 62 3 -83
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 11 35 43 10 -66

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 10 38 37 13 -63
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 1 5 29 60 5 -83

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 7 30 59 3 -81




Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse

Waves 1 and 2 comparad
Net better
nner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- KEEEED] 37 43 -67
Wave 2 (May 2024)-  EEEEEE 32 46 -84
Outer sl I
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 11 32 Gl - -69 I —

Wave 2 (May 2024)- 10 32 49 . -89 have the following gotten
better or worse? The cost of
electricity from all sources

P nCi i Much bettar
Somewhat better
Somewhat worse

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 8 31 = 7 i
Wave 2 (May 2024)- i 31 T -0 et
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 11 29 Ll -T2

Figure 29: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 24: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 10 37 43 7 -67

Wave 2 (May 2024) 3 11 32 46 8 -64
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 1 32 50 5 -69

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 10 32 49 7 -69
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 8 31 50 -71

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 11 31 51 -70
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 1 8 33 53 -77

Wave 2 (May 2024) 1 11 29 55 72




Has the cost of electricity from all sources
gotten better or worse

Net better

All voters-

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 - 15 a5 39 NOT4

35-49 - 10 29 N | 70
50-64 - 9 29 55 [NGIere: . i —
& E 3 . ompared 1o five years ago, have the
65 and older 8 30 ol 77 following gotten better or worse? The
cost of electricity from all sources
Gender Much better
Somewhat better
Wormen - T 32 48 [NSIEN-Y:] Edomﬁ!what worse
Men - 11 30 Pl -69 Ntz

New South Wales = . -68

Victoria = | -70

Queensland - 87

All other states and territories = . 66
L¢

Inner and middle suburbs - o B4

QOuter suburbs - § -69

Provincial cities - -70

Rural communities = -72

Figure 30: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each option will get
better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).



Table 25: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and

location.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 2 11 31 50 6 -68
Vote intention
Labor 2 19 34 39 6 -52
Coalition 1 6 28 62 3 -83
The Greens 2 10 38 37 13 -63
Other parties and candidates 1 7 30 59 3 -81
Age
Aged 18-34 2 15 35 39 9 -57
35-49 2 10 29 53 6 -70
50-64 1 9 29 55 6 -74
65 and older 1 8 30 56 5 -77
Gender
Women 1 11 32 48 8 -68
Men 2 11 30 52 5 -69
State
New South Wales 2 12 28 54 4 -68
Victoria 2 9 33 48 8 -70
Queensland 2 11 29 51 7 -67
All other states and territories 2 11 34 45 8 -66
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 3 11 32 46 8 -64
Outer suburbs 2 10 32 49 7 -69
Provincial cities 1 11 31 51 6 -70
Rural communities 1 11 29 55 4 -72
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Has the cost of electricity from all sources
gotten better or worse

Net better
All voters - 11 31 M 68
Educatior
Less than year 12~ 12 26 54 BNV
Year 12 or equivalent~- 12 32 TS -65
TAFE, trade or vocational - 9 29 55 FOErE
University degree - 11 36 Rl -65
Household income
$3,000 or more per week - [ i -62 Compared 1o five years ago, have the

$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -

| -T2 following gotten better or worse? The
1 67 cost of electricity from all sources

Less than $1,000 per week - @ -70 Ay S
Prefer not to say - (5] 15 V] Somewhat worse
Much worse
e B e Mat sure
Home owners' '!_'

Does not own = 11 32 Pl -66
Owned with a mortgage - 12 30 il | -68
Owned outright - 9 31 53 5 eril

Financial stress

A great deal of stress= 10 25 il -74
Some stress- ] 34 50 DG EEr

Not much stress-  IRETI Yl | -50

No stress atall- ol 55

Figure 31: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each
option will get better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).



Table 26: Has the cost of electricity from all sources gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 2 11 31 50 6 -68
Education
Less than year 12 1 12 26 54 7 -67
Year 12 or equivalent 2 12 32 47 7 -65
TAFE, trade or vocational 2 9 29 55 5 73
University degree 3 " 36 43 7 -65
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 4 12 27 51 6 -62
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 2 10 33 52 3 -73
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 2 12 33 48 5 -67
Less than $1,000 per week 0 12 30 52 6 -70
Prefer not to say 0 6 32 47 15 -73
Home ownership
Does not own 1 11 32 46 10 -66
Owned with a mortgage 1 12 30 51 6 -68
Owned outright 2 9 31 53 5 -73
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 1 10 25 60 4 -74
Some stress 1 9 34 50 6 -74
Not much stress 3 13 32 43 9 -59
No stress at all 5 13 31 42 9 -55
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Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse

\A/- ~ -~ . |
VWaves 1 and comparaa

Net better

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Comﬁared to five years
ago, have the following
gotten better orworse? The
reliability of the electricity
system

Much better
Scmewhat better
Somewhat worse

I Viuch worse

Not sure

Figure 32: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 27: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better

better worse worse
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 37 25 10 22 8
Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 38 26 10 20 8




Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net better
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 7 50 g 4 21 IS
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 9 49 18 | 4 20 [l
( i am
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- [JIB 30 31 16 17 MRk Comparad o fve yoars
Wave 2 (May 2024)- & 32 34 14 Bl 2 e
reliability of the electricity
-~ syster‘n
e Green Much better
Socmewhat better
Wave 1 (Fob 2024)- » et
B |\uch worse
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 6 e
Othet parties af andidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 5 30 32 11 | -8
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 5 37 28 16 -2

Figure 33: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 com-
pared.
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Table 28: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 7 50 18 4 21 35

Wave 2 (May 2024) 9 49 18 4 20 36
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 30 31 16 17 -1

Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 32 34 14 16 -12
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 44 20 4 26 26

Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 39 24 5 26 16
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 5 30 32 1" 22 -8

Wave 2 (May 2024) 5 37 28 16 14 -2




Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net better
nner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 6 39 23 8 24 EEP
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 8 38 24 8 22 L
QOuter suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 6 39 24 12 9 Comﬁared to five years
Wave 2 (May 2024)- i3 40 28 9 e e T
reliability of the electricity
- T T system
Provincial cities Much better
Somewhat better
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- e
- = B |\uch worse
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 5 37 31 8 19 K W Not: sure
Rural communities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 6 84 28 11 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 4 37 29 13 | -1

Figure 34: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 29: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better

better worse worse

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 39 23 8 24 14
Wave 2 (May 2024) 8 38 24 8 22 14
Outer suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 39 24 12 19 9
Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 40 23 9 22 14
Provincial cities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 33 27 10 24
Wave 2 (May 2024) 5 37 31 8 19
Rural communities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 34 28 1" 21 1
Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 37 29 13 17 -1




Has the reliability of the electricity system
gotten better or worse

Net better

All voters-

Labor-
Coalition- &l
The Greens- 6
Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34- 8 44 22 7

35-49- ] 37 26 B
50-64 - 6 36 27 10} : i ; g
il 5 ompared 1o five years ago, have the
65 and older 2 5 30 i following gotten better or worse? The
raliability of the alectricity system
Gender Much better
Somewhat better
Women - 5 40 24 8 Eﬂomﬁwhat worse
= = e uch worse
Men - 36 29 11 Netstng

New South Wales =

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs - 8 38 24 a8l
Outer suburbs - [ 40 23 9
Provincial cities- B 37 31 8

Rural communities- | 37 29 13

Figure 35: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each option will get
better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).



Table 30: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and

location.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 6 38 26 10 20 8
Vote intention
Labor 9 49 18 4 20 36
Coalition 4 32 34 14 16 -12
The Greens 6 39 24 5 26 16
Other parties and candidates 5 37 28 16 14 -2
Age
Aged 18-34 8 44 22 7 19 23
35-49 5 37 26 11 21 5
50-64 6 36 27 10 21 5
65 and older 5 35 30 11 19 -1
Gender
Women 5 40 24 8 23 13
Men 7 36 29 11 17 3
State
New South Wales 6 39 25 9 21 11
Victoria 6 33 30 10 21 -1
Queensland 5 39 27 10 19 7
All other states and territories 7 43 22 9 19 19
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 8 38 24 8 22 14
Outer suburbs 6 40 23 9 22 14
Provincial cities 5 37 31 8 19 3
Rural communities 4 37 29 13 17 -1
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Has the reliability of the electricity system
gotten better or worse

Net better
All voters - 6 38 264 10§ 2ol 8
Education
Less than year 12~ 8 38 24 10|
Year 12 or equivalent~- 6 37 25 i1 B

TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week =
Prefer not to say -

Compared 1o five years ago, have the
following gotten better or worse? The
raliability of the alectricity systam

Much better
Somewhat better
Somewhat worse
Much worse

Nat sure

Does not own =
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress=
Some stress-

Not much stress =

No stress at all-

Figure 36: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each
option will get better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).
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Table 31: Has the reliability of the electricity system gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 6 38 26 10 20 8
Education
Less than year 12 8 38 24 10 20 12
Year 12 or equivalent 6 37 25 11 21
TAFE, trade or vocational 4 37 30 10 19
University degree 6 41 25 7 21 15
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 7 40 25 10 18 12
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 6 39 24 9 22 12
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 7 39 31 9 14 6
Less than $1,000 per week 5 43 22 11 19 15
Prefer not to say 4 25 26 10 35 -7
Home ownership
Does not own 7 42 21 8 22 20
Owned with a mortgage 4 39 26 10 21 7
Owned outright 7 34 30 M 18
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 7 36 25 15 17 3
Some stress 3 39 28 8 22 6
Not much stress 6 39 24 8 23 13
No stress at all 13 40 25 10 12 18
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Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or
worse

Waves 1 and 2 compared

L Compared to five years

ago, have the following

37 gotten better or worse? The
availability of renewable
energy options

Much better
33 Scmewhat better
Semewhat worse

Much warse
Not sure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Figure 37: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 32: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 9 48 13 7 23 37

Wave 2 (May 2024) 8 47 14 8 23 33




Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or

worse
Wawves 1 an j compa |
MNet better
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 55
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 51
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 24 Comﬁared ':D ffi\fﬁ years
Wave 2 (May 2024)- W geenbeterorwane? The
availability of renewable
= . energy options
Bk Ui Much better
— Somewhat better
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 13 54 13| 4 5 50 .50mewhat worse
: il Much worse
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 12 52 B S5 18 RIS " Not sure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- A 28

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 5 45 13 13 24 L

Figure 38: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2
compared.
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Table 33: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 12 57 10 4 17 55

Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 55 12 4 17 51
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 7 44 17 10 22 24

Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 41 18 10 25 19
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 13 54 13 4 16 50

Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 52 13 5 18 46
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 9 40 13 8 30 28

Wave 2 (May 2024) 5 45 13 13 24 24




Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or

worse

Waves 1 a

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 7

Wave 2 (May 2024 - 7

Rural mun
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 8
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 8

46

fos]

MNet better

40
37
36 Compared to five years
ago, Eave the following
33 gotten better or worse? The
availability of renewable
energy options
Much better
Somewhat better
35 Somewhat worse
il Much worse
36 . Not sure
32
30

Figure 39: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 com-

pared.
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Table 34: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better

better worse worse

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 12 47 12 7 22 40

Wave 2 (May 2024) 10 47 14 6 23 37
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 8 48 13 7 24 36

Wave 2 (May 2024) 8 47 14 8 23 33
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 7 50 14 8 21 35

Wave 2 (May 2024) 7 48 11 8 26 36
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 8 46 16 6 24 32

Wave 2 (May 2024) 8 46 16 8 22 30




Has the availability of renewable energy options
gotten better or worse

Net better

All voters-
Labor- 2 55 12 4
Coalition - 44 i8 10 |
The Greens - 12 52 13 5
Other parties and candidates =
Aged 18-34-
35-49-
50-64 -

&5 and older-

New South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs - 10 47 14 6
Outer suburbs -
Provincial cities =

Rural communities =

Compared 1o five years ago, have the
following gotten better or worse? The
availability of renewable erergy optiens

Much better
Somewhart better
Somewhat worse
Much worse

Not sure

Figure 40: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender,
and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each option will

get better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).



Table 35: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and

location.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 8 47 14 8 23 33
Vote intention
Labor 12 55 12 4 17 51
Coalition 6 41 18 10 25 19
The Greens 12 52 13 5 18 46
Other parties and candidates 5 45 13 13 24 24
Age
Aged 18-34 11 52 15 6 16 42
35-49 9 48 14 6 23 37
50-64 9 44 14 26 32
65 and older 6 43 13 11 27 25
Gender
Women 7 45 12 7 29 33
Men 10 49 16 8 17 35
State
New South Wales 10 44 15 8 23 31
Victoria 49 14 7 22 36
Queensland 7 49 13 8 23 35
All other states and territories 47 14 7 23 35
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 10 47 14 6 23 37
Outer suburbs 47 14 8 23 33
Provincial cities 7 48 11 8 26 36
Rural communities 46 16 8 22 30
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Has the availability of renewable energy options
gotten better or worse

Net better

All voters - 8 47 14 8 23 kX!

Educatior

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent~-
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week - Compared 1o five years ago, have the

$2,000 to $2,999 per week - 1 48 14 6 : 21 following gotten better or worse? The

$1.000 to $‘| 599 per weelk - [ 50 15 8 availability of ranewable erergy optiens
Less than $1,000 per week - 40 =94 10 B 29 Merasn
Prefer not to say- [ 42 40 10 83 At e
Much worse
Home ownarshio Not surs
Does not own - 8 45 14 ]
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright - 9 47 13 8

Financial stress

A great deal of stress= 8 43 1 11 23 W
Some stress - oL 34
Notmuch stress- I B - 42

No stress at all - T 84

Figure 41: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by education, income, home
ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think
each option will get better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).



Table 36: Has the availability of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by education, income, home
ownership and financial stress.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 8 47 14 8 23 33
Education
Less than year 12 6 39 14 10 31 21
Year 12 or equivalent 7 46 17 8 22 28
TAFE, trade or vocational 8 46 15 8 23 31
University degree 12 54 12 5 17 49
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 10 53 15 5 17 43
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 11 48 14 6 21 39
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 8 50 15 8 19 35
Less than $1,000 per week 7 40 14 10 29 23
Prefer not to say 5 42 10 10 33 27
Home ownership
Does not own 8 45 14 9 24 30
Owned with a mortgage 8 49 15 6 22 36
Owned outright 9 47 13 8 23 35
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 8 43 15 (N 23 25
Some stress 7 48 14 7 24 34
Not much stress 9 51 12 6 22 42
No stress at all 14 43 12 11 20 34
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Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse

Y e T O - 7 T ava——
Waves 1 and 2 comparaad

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Net better

Compared to five years ago,

have the following gotten
-8 better or worse? The cost of

renewable energy options

Much better
Somewhat better
-9 Somewhat worse

Much worse
MNot sure

Figure 42: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 37: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better

better worse worse
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 4 29 24 17 26 -8
Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 29 22 20 25 -9




Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse

-3

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net better
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 7 36 - Rl
Wave 2 (May 2024)=- 6 37 22 10 25 IEY
s
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- K 24 26 27 -26 ” )
ompared to five years ago,
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 21 25 31 -32 have the following gotten
better or worse? The cost of
renewable energy options
The Greens Much better
: Somewtat better
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- [IB 34 23 13 T p e
N
Wave 2 (May 2024)- B 35 21 11 R
Other parties af indidate
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- H 29 20 18 31 [
Wave 2 (ay 202¢)- A T ) 19

Figure 43: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 com-
pared.
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Table 38: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 7 36 25 7 25 11

Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 37 22 10 25 11
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 24 26 27 20 -26

Wave 2 (May 2024) 3 21 25 31 20 -32
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 34 23 13 24

Wave 2 (May 2024) 5 35 21 11 28 8
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 29 20 18 31 -7

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 27 21 27 23 -19




Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse

-3

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net better
nner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 6 29 23 16 §
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 5 29 23 17
Sifter siiBLrk
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 5 30 25 17 23 B

Compared to five years ago,

Wave 2 (May 2024)- 4 28 23 21 24 BT have the following gotten
- better or worse? The cost of

renewable energy options
Provincial cities Much better
Somewhat better

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 29 22 is | 29 [ gl

Wave 2 (May 2024)- B 32 19 21 | 5 HoRtae
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 28 24 19 27 k]
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 26 25 22 | o 19

Figure 44: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 39: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 29 23 16 26 -4

Wave 2 (May 2024) 5 29 23 17 26 -6
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 5 30 25 17 23 -7

Wave 2 (May 2024) 28 23 21 24 -12
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 29 22 18 29 -9

Wave 2 (May 2024) 32 19 21 25 -5
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 28 24 19 27 -13

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 26 25 22 25 -19




Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten
better or worse

Net better

All voters- &

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates -

HAge

Aged 18-34- B3 36 23 16
3549- §E 30 22 17 §
50-64- BB 24 22 21 §) f
3 oY, N7 i Compared to five years ago, have the
65 and older 3 24 22 =t o 22 following gotten better or worse? The
cost of renewsble ehergy options
Gender Much better
Somewhat better
Women - 27 24 18 Eﬂomﬁwhat worse
5 - = Ty uch worse
Men A ] 31 23 23 Mot sure

New South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Eel 12

Inner and middle suburbs -
QOuter suburbs -

Provincial cities -

Rural communities =

Figure 45: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each option will get
better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).
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Table 40: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by vote intention, age, gender, and

location.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 4 29 22 20 25 -9
Vote intention
Labor 6 37 22 10 25 11
Coalition 3 21 25 31 20 -32
The Greens 5 35 21 11 28 8
Other parties and candidates 2 27 21 27 23 -19
Age
Aged 18-34 4 36 23 16 21 1
35-49 4 30 22 17 27 -5
50-64 4 24 22 21 29 -15
65 and older 3 24 22 27 24 -22
Gender
Women 2 27 21 18 32 -10
Men 5 31 23 23 18 -10
State
New South Wales 4 25 25 20 26 -16
Victoria 4 27 22 20 27 -1
Queensland 5 34 17 23 21 -1
All other states and territories 2 29 24 19 26 -12
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 5 29 23 17 26 -6
Outer suburbs 4 28 23 21 24 -12
Provincial cities 3 32 19 21 25 -5
Rural communities 2 26 25 22 25 -19
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Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten
better or worse

Net better
All voters- El 29 22 20 B e -9
Education
Less than year 12~ 27 22 2 o 19
Year 12 or equivalent~- 28 27 19 | -16
TAFE, trade or vocational- B 24 23 22 2 17
University degree - 6 35 20 15 § 24 ]
Housshold income

$3,000 or more per week - 6 Compared 1o five years ago, have the
$2,000 to $2,7999 per week- B following gotten better or worse? The
$1,000 to $1,799 per week - [E 50 | 23 B cost of renewable shergy options

i Much better
Less than $1,000 per week Somewhat better
Somewhat worse

Much worse

Prefer not to say -

Home ownershio Not sure
Does notown= E 29 22 17 20 [y
Owned with a mortgage - 32 25 18 22
Owned outright = 22l -18
Financial stress
A great deal of stress= -21
Some stress - -8
Not much stress = &
No stress at all- -3

Figure 46: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net percentage who think each
option will get better (total share that chose better, minus the total share that chose worse).
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Table 41: Has the cost of renewable energy options gotten better or worse, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.

Much better Somewhat Somewhat Much Not sure Net better
better worse worse
All voters 4 29 22 20 25 -9
Education
Less than year 12 1 27 22 25 25 -19
Year 12 or equivalent 2 28 27 19 24 -16
TAFE, trade or vocational 4 24 23 22 27 -17
University degree 6 35 20 15 24 6
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 6 32 22 20 20 -4
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 4 33 23 18 22 -4
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 4 29 24 20 23 -1
Less than $1,000 per week 3 26 23 21 27 -15
Prefer not to say 3 22 18 21 36 -14
Home ownership
Does not own 3 29 22 17 29 -7
Owned with a mortgage 3 32 25 18 22 -8
Owned outright 5 25 21 25 24 -16
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 3 25 24 25 23 -21
Some stress 3 30 23 18 26 -8
Not much stress 6 30 21 16 27 -1
No stress at all 7 30 15 25 23 -3
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Who is most responsible for the reliability of the energy system

Question text

Who do you believe is the most responsible for the reliability of the energy system?

1. The <pipe respondent state> Government
2. The Federal Government

3. Energy Retailers

4. Other
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Who is most responsible for the reliability of the
energy system

All voters - 24 37 35 §

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -
65 and older - Who do you believe is the most
responsible for the reliability of the
energy system?

The State Gavernment
The Federal Government
Energy Retailers
Other

Women =
Men -

New South Wales =

Victoria =

Queensland =

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities =

Figure 47: Who is most responsible for the reliability of the energy system, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.



Table 42: Who is most responsible for the reliability of the energy system, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

The State The Federal Energy Other
Government Government Retailers
All voters 24 37 35 4
Vote intention
Labor 26 33 39 2
Coalition 24 43 30 3
The Greens 22 38 35 5
Other parties and candidates 22 38 35 5
Age
Aged 18-34 26 39 30 5
35-49 21 38 37 4
50-64 22 36 37 5
65 and older 26 35 35 4
Gender
Women 22 35 38 5
Men 26 40 31 3
State
New South Wales 19 41 36 4
Victoria 22 40 33 5
Queensland 24 33 38 5
All other states and territories 31 32 33 4
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 26 37 33 4
Outer suburbs 26 38 33 3
Provincial cities 20 37 39 4
Rural communities 20 36 38 6
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Who is most responsible for the reliability of the
energy system

All voters - 24 37 35

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say -

Who do you believe is the most
responsible for the reliability of the
energy system?

The State Government
.The Federal Government

Energy Retailers

Other

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

Financial stress
A great deal of stress= 21 40 35
Some stress = 23 40 34
Not much stress -
No stress at all - 20 30 35 e

Figure 48: Who is most responsible for the reliability of the energy system, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.
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Table 43: Who is most responsible for the reliability of the energy system, by education, income, home ownership and
financial stress.

The State The Federal Energy Other
Government Government Retailers
All voters 24 37 35 4
Education
Less than year 12 26 37 33 4
Year 12 or equivalent 23 36 36 5
TAFE, trade or vocational 21 39 36 4
University degree 24 37 35 4
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 25 40 32 3
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 19 39 39 3
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 24 37 35 4
Less than $1,000 per week 24 35 36 5
Prefer not to say 25 34 33 8
Home ownership
Does not own 22 40 33 5
Owned with a mortgage 22 36 39 3
Owned outright 27 36 33 4
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 21 40 35 4
Some stress 23 40 34 3
Not much stress 26 32 38 4
No stress at all 29 30 35 6
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Who is most responsible for the affordability of the energy system

Question text

Who do you believe is the most responsible for the affordability of the energy system?

1. The <pipe respondent state> Government
2. The Federal Government

3. Energy Retailers

4. Other
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Who is most responsible for the affordability of
the energy system

All voters = 19 43 35

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -

50-64 -

65 and older -

Whe do you believe is the most
responsible for the afferdakbility of the
energy system?

The State Government

The Federal Government
Energy Retailers
- Other

Women =
Men -

New South Wales =

Victoria =

Queensland =

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities =

Figure 49: Who is most responsible for the affordability of the energy system, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location.
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Table 44: Who is most responsible for the affordability of the energy system, by vote intention, age, gender, and
location.

The State The Federal Energy Other
Government Government Retailers
All voters 19 43 35 3
Vote intention
Labor 21 37 41 1
Coalition 20 48 30 2
The Greens 16 44 38 2
Other parties and candidates 20 48 28 4
Age
Aged 18-34 22 45 30 3
35-49 19 42 37 2
50-64 19 43 35 3
65 and older 18 41 38 3
Gender
Women 19 41 37 3
Men 20 45 33 2
State
New South Wales 15 45 38 2
Victoria 18 43 37 2
Queensland 24 40 32 4
All other states and territories 25 43 29 3
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 20 42 35 3
Outer suburbs 22 45 31 2
Provincial cities 19 40 39 2
Rural communities 17 42 37 4
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Who is most responsible for the affordability of
the energy system

All voters - 19 43 35

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent =
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say -

Whe do you believe is the most
responsible for the afferdakbility of the
energy system?

The State Government

The Federal Government
Energy Retailers
 Other

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

Fir stres
A great deal of stress= 19 47 32
Some stress = 19 43 35
Not much stress = 21 39 37 B

No stress at all- 19 40 37

Figure 50: Who is most responsible for the affordability of the energy system, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.
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Table 45: Who is most responsible for the affordability of the energy system, by education, income, home ownership
and financial stress.

The State The Federal Energy Other
Government Government Retailers
All voters 19 43 35 3
Education
Less than year 12 20 41 35 4
Year 12 or equivalent 17 46 34 3
TAFE, trade or vocational 20 43 34 3
University degree 20 42 36 2
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 20 44 35 1
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 20 41 36 3
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 21 44 33 2
Less than $1,000 per week 20 42 34 4
Prefer not to say 14 44 37 5
Home ownership
Does not own 17 45 35 3
Owned with a mortgage 20 44 34 2
Owned outright 21 40 35 4
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 19 47 32 2
Some stress 19 43 35 3
Not much stress 21 39 37 3
No stress at all 19 40 37 4
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State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources

Question text

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement?

The <pipe state> Government should not put all its energy eggs in the one basket and needs a mix of
energy, including solar, wind and gas

Strongly agree
Agree

Disagree
Strongly disagree

AR A

Unsure
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State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources
Vaves 1 and 2 comparaad

Net agree Do you agree or disagree with

the following statement? The
[State] Government should not

77 put all its energy eggs in the
one basket and needs a mix of
energy, including solar, wind
and gas

Strongly agree
78 !Agreegy ¥
Disagree
I Strongly disagree
Unsure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Figure 51: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 46: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 37 48 6 2 7 77

Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 48 5 2 8 78




State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources

Wawy

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

es 1 and 2 comparad

o

(]
o)

50 7
52 B
45 B

Net agree

76
79

77
82

76
75

Al

Do you agree or disagree with
the following statement? The
[State] Government should not
put all its energy eggs in the
one basket and needs a mix of
energy, including solar, wind
and gas

Strongly agree

Illﬁgr'ee

Disagree
Strongly disagree
Unsure

Figure 52: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 47: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 50 7 2 6 76

Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 52 6 1 7 79
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 41 45 7 2 5 77

Wave 2 (May 2024) 44 44 4 2 6 82
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 36 49 8 1 6 76

Wave 2 (May 2024) 30 54 7 2 7 75
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 37 48 5 3 7 77

Wave 2 (May 2024) 39 42 7 3 9 71




State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources

\A/T- o~ -~ ok T i Ert i
Waves 1 and 2 comparad

Net agree
er ar nidd D
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 36 47 | 7 74
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 42 44 5 7

= Do you agree or disagree with
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 36 50 1 5 3 79 the:.;ollovang statemgﬂr? The
o x [State] Government should not
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 35 51 8 . 80 put all its energy eggs in the
one basket and neads a mix of
energy, including solar, wind
and gas
IStroneg agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly disagree
Unsure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 85 47 INE 9

Wave 2 (Vay 2024)- m

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 39 48 6 R
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 33 43 7 73

Figure 53: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 48: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 36 47 2 8 74

Wave 2 (May 2024) 42 44 2 7 79
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 36 50 2 7 79

Wave 2 (May 2024) 35 51 1 8 80
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 47 9 73

Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 46 11 77
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 39 48 6 1 6 80

Wave 2 (May 2024) 33 49 7 2 9 73




State governments should focus on a mix of energy

sources
Net agree

All voters - 78
Labor- 79
Coalition - 82
The Greens - 75
Other parties and candidates~ 71
Aged 18-34- 31 55 Bf 79
35-49 - 35 47 7 N OWK

50-64 - 43 43 3 =} 81 Do you agree or disagree with the

45 and older - 29 46 5 5 79 following statement? The [State]

Government should not put all its energy
2qggs in the one basket and neads a mix
Gender of energy, including solar, wind and gas

) Strongly agree
Women - 33 50 4 - 78 Agree
Men - 40 - 75 i
en | Strengly disagree

Unsure

New South Wales = 76

Victoria = 82

Queensland - 74

All other states and territories - 76
Inner and middle suburbs - £ 44 5 ENE]

Outer suburbs- 35 51 IS -~ 80
Provincial cities - 77
Rural communities = 33 49 7 73

Figure 54: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share who agree with the statement (total share that
agree, minus the total share that disagree).
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Table 49: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
All voters 37 48 5 2 8 78
Vote intention
Labor 34 52 6 1 7 79
Coalition 44 44 4 2 6 82
The Greens 30 54 7 2 7 75
Other parties and candidates 39 42 7 3 9 71
Age
Aged 18-34 31 55 6 1 7 79
35-49 35 47 7 2 9 73
50-64 43 43 3 2 9 81
65 and older 39 46 5 1 9 79
Gender
Women 33 50 4 1 12 78
Men 40 45 7 3 5 75
State
New South Wales 33 50 5 2 10 76
Victoria 44 44 5 1 6 82
Queensland 34 49 6 3 8 74
All other states and territories 34 49 5 2 10 76
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 42 44 5 2 79
Outer suburbs 35 51 5 1 80
Provincial cities 37 46 3 3 11 77
Rural communities 33 49 7 2 9 73
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State governments should focus on a mix of energy

sources
Net agree
All voters - 37 48 | 5 - 78
Edl
Less than year 12~ 31 49 5 74
Year 12 or equivalent~- 34 52 5 SN
TAFE, trade or vocational - 38 47 |5 | 77
University degree = 41 45 | 7 [

Do you agree or disagree with the

$3,000 or more per week - a2 following statement? The [State]
$2,000 to $2,999 per week - 77 Government should not put all its energy
$1,000 to $1,799 per week - 80 egas in the one basket and needs & mix
Le;s than $1 [DOO ger Waale< _ 76 of energy, including solar, wind and gas
Prefer not to say - 5 W Igt;?:ggly agree
Disagresa
B ety Hapahis Strengly disagree
Home 12rsnip Unsure
Does not own = 33 50 86 786
Owned with a mortgage - 37 48 6 .77
Owned outright - 39 46 5 = 78
Fin -
A great deal of stress= 34 47 I el 71
Some stress - &l 79
Not much stress = o 78
No stress at all - L 78

Figure 55: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by education, income, home ownership and
financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share who agree with the statement
(total share that agree, minus the total share that disagree).
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Table 50: State governments should focus on a mix of energy sources, by education, income, home ownership and
financial stress.

Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
All voters 37 48 5 2 8 78
Education
Less than year 12 31 49 5 1 14 74
Year 12 or equivalent 34 52 5 0 81
TAFE, trade or vocational 38 47 5 3 7 77
University degree 41 45 7 3 76
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 43 46 5 2 4 82
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 41 45 7 2 5 77
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 40 46 5 1 8 80
Less than $1,000 per week 29 53 4 2 12 76
Prefer not to say 29 49 5 2 15 71
Home ownership
Does not own 33 50 6 1 10 76
Owned with a mortgage 37 48 6 2 7 77
Owned outright 39 46 5 2 78
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 34 47 7 3 9 71
Some stress 38 47 4 2 79
Not much stress 32 54 6 2 78
No stress at all 45 39 4 2 10 78
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Support for new gas projects

Question text

Would you support or oppose...

New gas projects if they supported the faster retirement of coal fired power stations in Australia?

Strongly support
Support
Oppose
Strongly oppose

a s wenhd -

Unsure
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Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal
fired power stations

Waould you support or oppose new gas

projects if they supported the faster Il Strongly support Bl Cppose Unsure
retirement of coal fired power stations [l Support I Strongly oppose
in Australia?
Net
support
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 9 43 14 7 31
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 12 40 14 6 {; 32

Figure 56: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 51: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly Support Oppose Strongly Unsure Net
support oppose support
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 9 43 14 7 27 31

Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 40 14 6 28 32




Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal
fired power stations

A

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Would you support or Oppose new gas projects if- Strongly support Il Oppose B )Fsiind
‘g::m ;:Jﬁgﬁgtﬁﬁ? gﬁ; Js;tjifar?enrement of coal fired B Support B Strongly oppose
Net
support
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 8 50 14 4 0 40
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 13 45 13 5 40
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 12 42 16 7 23 31
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 15 39 15 7 24 Y
The Greer
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 11 43 19 6 21 I
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 11 42 15 5] 33
Other parties ar dates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 6 40 15 15 24 T
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 10 36 16 ol =

Figure 57: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by vote intention,
waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 52: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly Support Oppose Strongly Unsure Net
support oppose support
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 50 14 4 24 40
Wave 2 (May 2024) 13 45 13 5 24 40
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 12 42 16 23 31
Wave 2 (May 2024) 15 39 15 24 32
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 11 43 19 6 21 29
Wave 2 (May 2024) 11 42 15 5 27 33
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 6 40 15 15 24 16
Wave 2 (May 2024) 10 36 16 9 29 21




Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal
fired power stations

A

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Would you support or Oppose new gas projects if- Strongly support Il Oppose B )Fsiind
ey wpportd o ety ement o o oo copse
Net
support
nner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 10 43 14 7 7 32
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 13 42 12 7 26 36
Iuter si i
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 10 45 12 6 37
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 12 45 13 | 4 40
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 5 43 19 8 21
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 9 33 16 5 21
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 8 4 16 8§ 27 S
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 2 36 16 8 28 T

Figure 58: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by location, waves
1 and 2 compared.
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Table 53: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly Support Oppose Strongly Unsure Net
support oppose support

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 10 43 14 7 26 32

Wave 2 (May 2024) 13 42 12 7 26 36
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 10 45 12 6 27 37

Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 45 13 4 26 40
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 5 43 19 8 25 21

Wave 2 (May 2024) 9 33 16 5 37 21
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 8 41 16 8 27 25

Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 36 16 8 28 24




Supports new gas projects if it means the faster
retirement of coal fired power stations

Net
support
All voters = 32
Labor=- 13 45 130 51
Coalition - 15 39 15
The Greens- 11 42 i 5
Other parties and candidates = 10 36 16 9
Aged 18-34 - 11 43 14 5
35-49 - 10 39 15 6]
50-64 - 12 39 11 8 Would you support or oppose new gas
65 and older - 14 39 15 7 projects if they supported the faster
retirement of coal fired power stations
G - in Australia?
Gendger gtrangly support
Women = 9 35 14 5 o Eil 25 Ohipnce
Men - 14 45 14 8 EN 37 Strongly oppose

| Unsure

New South Wales -

Victoria=

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 59: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by vote intention,
age, gender, and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share who support the
statement (total share that support, minus the total share that oppose).
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Table 54: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by vote intention,

age, gender, and location.

Strongly Support Oppose Strongly Unsure Net
support oppose support
All voters 12 40 14 6 28 32
Vote intention
Labor 13 45 13 5 24 40
Coalition 15 39 15 7 24 32
The Greens 11 42 15 5 27 33
Other parties and candidates 10 36 16 9 29 21
Age
Aged 18-34 11 43 14 5 27 35
35-49 10 39 15 6 30 28
50-64 12 39 11 8 30 32
65 and older 14 39 15 7 25 31
Gender
Women 9 35 14 5 37 25
Men 14 45 14 8 19 37
State
New South Wales 11 39 15 5 30 30
Victoria 14 43 11 6 26 40
Queensland 6 38 18 8 30 18
All other states and territories 14 41 12 6 27 37
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 13 42 12 7 26 36
Outer suburbs 12 45 13 4 26 40
Provincial cities 9 33 16 5 37 21
Rural communities 12 36 16 8 28 24
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Supports new gas projects if it means the faster
retirement of coal fired power stations

Net
support

All voters = 12 40 4] 6 ECl 32

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent =
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

Would you support or oppose new gas
projects if they supported the faster
retirement of coal fired power stations

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -

$1,000 to $1,999 per week - in Australia?
Less than $1,000 per week - Strongly support
Prefer not to say = Support
Oppcsle
o Strongly oppose
Home ownership Uiz T

Does notown -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright-

A great deal of stress-
Some stress =

Not much stress =

No stress at all-

Figure 60: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by education,
income, home ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share
who support the statement (total share that support, minus the total share that oppose).

125



Table 55: Supports new gas projects if it means the faster retirement of coal fired power stations, by education, income,
home ownership and financial stress.

Strongly Support Oppose Strongly Unsure Net
support oppose support
All voters 12 40 14 6 28 32
Education
Less than year 12 (N 35 13 6 35 27
Year 12 or equivalent 12 41 13 4 30 36
TAFE, trade or vocational 12 39 14 7 28 30
University degree 12 45 15 6 22 36
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 15 44 12 8 21 39
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 12 44 13 7 24 36
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 11 42 15 5 27 33
Less than $1,000 per week 12 38 14 6 30 30
Prefer not to say 8 29 15 5 43 17
Home ownership
Does not own 10 41 13 4 32 34
Owned with a mortgage (N 39 14 7 29 29
Owned outright 13 40 15 7 25 31
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 15 33 15 9 28 24
Some stress 10 42 13 6 29 33
Not much stress 10 44 16 5 25 33
No stress at all 15 37 11 6 31 35
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The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy

Question text

What is the biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy?

Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
Cost of the transition

Delivering electricity transmission

Maintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts

Environmental impacts

Something else

NOo bk~ wDdh =

Don't know

127



The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy

Cost of the transition -

Maintaining electricity reliability, ie. _
blackouts

Residents opposed to the development of _
energy infrastructure in their community

Environmental impacts -
Delivering electricity transmission =

Something else -

Don't know -

Figure 61: Share of voters who say each issue is the most important for the Australian Government to focus on right
now.
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The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy

Bl C o<t of the transition
Il /aintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts
I Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
I Environmental impacts
I Delivering electricity transmission
Bl Scrrething else
Don't know

What is the biggest risk 1o the transition to
renewable energy?

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Figure 62: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 56: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of the Maintaining Residents  Environmental Delivering Something  Don't know
transition electricity  opposed to impacts electricity else
reliability, ie. the devel- transmis-
blackouts opment of sion
energy in-
frastructure
in their
community
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 33 29 11 7 5 4 1

Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 30 10 9 5 2 10




The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy

Il Cost of the transition
B |1zintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts
B Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
I Envirenmental impacts
I Dclivering electricity transmission
B crething else
Don't know

What is the biggest risk o the transition to
renawable energy?

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 36 26 13 i ¢ 3

Wave 2 (May 2024)- 34 27 12 9 7 e

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2026)-

Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Figure 63: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 57: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of the Maintaining Residents  Environmental Delivering Something  Don't know
transition electricity  opposed to impacts electricity else
reliability, ie. the devel- transmis-
blackouts opment of sion
energy in-
frastructure
in their
community
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 36 26 13 7 6
Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 27 12 9 7
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 36 34 8 7 5 2 8
Wave 2 (May 2024) 36 35 7 4 2 8
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 21 16 12 3
Wave 2 (May 2024) 35 20 15 12
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 29 32 1" 4 5 8 1"
Wave 2 (May 2024) 33 30 1" 9 5 2 10




The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy

Il Cost of the transition

B |1zintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts

B Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
I Envirenmental impacts

I Dclivering electricity transmission

B crething else
Don't know

What is the biggest risk o the transition to
renawable energy?

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 33 28 11 8 5 4
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 37 28 11 9 53

Wave 1 (Feb 2026)-

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 85 29 8 9 53
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 30 32 10 6 5 6
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 28 31 9 8 6

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 31 32 12 6 4 3
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 31 31 12 9 43

Figure 64: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 58: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Cost of the Maintaining Residents  Environmental Delivering Something  Don't know
transition electricity  opposed to impacts electricity else
reliability, ie. the devel- transmis-
blackouts opment of sion
energy in-
frastructure
in their
community
Inner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 33 28 1" 8 4 1"
Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 28 1" 9 3 7
Outer suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 37 28 10 8 5 3 9
Wave 2 (May 2024) 35 29 8 9 5 3 11
Provincial cities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 30 32 10 6 5 6 1"
Wave 2 (May 2024) 28 31 9 8 2 16
Rural communities
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 31 32 12 6 4 3 12
Wave 2 (May 2024) 31 31 12 9 4 3 10




The biggest risk to the transition to renewable
energy

All voters=

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34-
35-49 -
50-64 -

65 and older-

Women -

Men -

New South Wales -
Victoria -
Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs -

Provincial cities =

Rural communities =

Il Cost of the transition

B (\aintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts

I Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
[ Environmental impacts

Il D<ivering electricity transmission

Il Something else

Don't know

What is the biggest risk to the
transition to renewable energy?

Figure 65: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 59: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Cost of the Maintaining Residents  Environmental Delivering Something  Don't know
transition electricity  opposed to impacts electricity else
reliability, ie. the devel- transmis-
blackouts opment of sion
energy in-
frastructure
in their
community
All voters 34 30 10 9 5 2 10
Vote intention
Labor 34 27 12 9 7 3 8
Coalition 36 35 7 8 4 2 8
The Greens 35 20 15 12 6 5 7
Other parties and candidates 33 30 1" 9 5 2 10
Age
Aged 18-34 34 25 13 12 5 1 10
35-49 37 23 12 9 3 4 12
50-64 33 31 9 10 5 2 10
65 and older 30 40 7 4 6 3 10
Gender
Women 31 28 9 10 4 2 16
Men 37 31 11 7 6 3 5
State
New South Wales 30 31 11 7 6 3 12
Victoria 38 30 9 9 4 2 8
Queensland 35 28 11 9 6 2 9
All other states and territories 33 29 9 11 3 3 12
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 37 28 11 9 5 3 7
Outer suburbs 35 29 8 9 5 3 11
Provincial cities 28 31 9 8 6 2 16
Rural communities 31 31 12 9 4 3 10




The biggest risk to the transition to renewable
energy

All voters=

Less than year 12~
Year 12 or equivalent=
TAFE, trade or vocational =

University degree =

$3,000 or more per week =
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -

Prefer not to say -

Does notown =
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress -
Some stress =

Not much stress =

No stress at all -

I Cost of the transition

I \aintaining electricity reliability, ie. blackouts

B Residents opposed to the development of energy infrastructure in their community
[ Environmental impacts

Il D<livering electricity transmission

Il 5omething else
Don't know

What is the biggest rigk 1o the
transition to renewable energy?

Figure 66: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.
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Table 60: The biggest risk to the transition to renewable energy, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Cost of the Maintaining Residents  Environmental Delivering Something ~ Don't know
transition electricity ~ opposed to impacts electricity else
reliability, ie. the devel- transmis-
blackouts opment of sion
energy in-
frastructure
in their
community
All voters 34 30 10 9 5 2 10
Education
Less than year 12 31 33 6 8 4 2 16
Year 12 or equivalent 32 26 12 11 5 2 12
TAFE, trade or vocational 33 32 9 9 5 3 9
University degree 38 27 13 6 3 5
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 38 29 12 9 4 3 5
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 38 29 1" 7 4 4 7
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 31 32 10 10 6 3 8
Less than $1,000 per week 36 28 8 9 5 2 12
Prefer not to say 25 30 9 8 3 2 23
Home ownership
Does not own 31 27 12 10 4 2 14
Owned with a mortgage 39 25 10 10 4 3 9
Owned outright 30 37 9 6 6 3
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 34 27 12 12 4 2 9
Some stress 35 29 8 9 5 3 11
Not much stress 32 31 10 9 6 2 10
No stress at all 29 34 13 5 6 10




The Australian Government’s emissions reduction target for 2030

Question text

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement?

The Australian Government is on target to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 43% below 2005 levels by
2030.

Strongly agree
Agree
Disagree

Strongly disagree

AR A

Unsure
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The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas
emissions reduction targets by 2030

VWWaves | a nel comparad

Net agree  De you agree or disagree with
the following statement? The
Australian Government is on
Wave 1 (Feb 2[}24)- 3 (il -16 target to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions to 43% below
2005 levels by 2030,

Strongly agree
=14 begﬂa-;;l ¥

Disagree

Strongly disagree

Unsure

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Figure 67: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 61: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 3 21 29 11 36 -16

Wave 2 (May 2024) 3 22 27 12 36 -14




The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas
emissions reduction targets by 2030

'\;'.\‘.".

aves 1 and 2 compared

Net agree

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- T
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 10
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- M 34 Gl waamat? T
Wave 2 (May 2024} = 34 -28 Australian Government is on
- target to reduce gresnhouse
gas emissions 10 43% below
The Graat 2005 levels by 2030,
_ Strengly agree
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- [ 25 3 12 25 L =3|5;{:;me
Wave 2 (May 2024)- E 26 33 12 | Bl -16 B - Cocly cXsaires
Other |_'-,_-| tiae and cane iates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- -36
18 -24

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 4 18 28

Figure 68: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030,
by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 62: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2

compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 4 33 24 6 33 7

Wave 2 (May 2024) 6 31 23 4 36 10
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 14 34 16 34 -34

Wave 2 (May 2024) 17 29 18 34 -28
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 25 35 12 25 -19

Wave 2 (May 2024) 26 33 12 26 -16
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 12 33 17 36 -36

Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 18 28 18 32 -24




The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas
emissions reduction targets by 2030

Waves 1 and 2 compared

Net agree

nner and middle suburps

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- K 25 -9
Wave 2 (May 2024)- ' 7
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- = [ e e bt
Wave 2 (May 2024:] - EEl -15 Australian Government is on
— target to reduce gresnhouse
gas emissions 10 43% below
ovincial ¢ities 2005 levels by 2030,
_ Strengly agree
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 18 32 12 EYE o5 =B%:;ree |
Wave 2 (May 2024)- g 22 27 12 36 WP . _.lsjtnrggrgelydlsagree
Rural communitie
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 17 29 14 -24
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 22 26 12 -14

Figure 69: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030,
by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 63: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 25 27 10 35 -9

Wave 2 (May 2024) 24 25 1" 35 -7
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 4 21 30 10 35 -15

Wave 2 (May 2024) 4 21 29 11 35 -15
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 18 32 12 37 -25

Wave 2 (May 2024) 3 22 27 12 36 -14
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 2 17 29 14 38 -24

Wave 2 (May 2024) 2 22 26 12 38 -14




The Australian Government is on target to meet its
greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030

Net agree
All voters - 14
Labor-
Coalition -

The Greens-  §
Other parties and candidates~ [

MAge

Aged 18-34- BB 34 27 8
3549- B 22 26 10 '
50-64 - 19 24 13 § fDT you agree or disagree with the
T o ollowing statement? The Australian
65 and older = 14 30 16 Government is on target to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions ta 43% below
Gende 2005 levels by 2030,
Strongly agree
Women - 19 25 9 ggree
= isagree
Men- I8 25 28 15 Stror?g ly disagree
L . Unsure
>tate
New South Wales- § pad 29° 10 B
Victoria- [ 18 29 15
Queensland- [ 25 24 14 |

All other states and territories - 26 23 8|

Inner and middle suburbs= B 24 25 11 |
Outer suburbs- B 21 29 i
Provincial cities- | NN AR

Rural communities = 22 26 12 |

Figure 70: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030,
by vote intention, age, gender, and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share
who agree with the statement (total share that agree, minus the total share that disagree).
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Table 64: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, by

vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
All voters 3 22 27 12 36 -14
Vote intention
Labor 6 31 23 4 36 10
Coalition 2 17 29 18 34 -28
The Greens 3 26 33 12 26 -16
Other parties and candidates 4 18 28 18 32 -24
Age
Aged 18-34 4 34 27 8 27 3
35-49 4 22 26 10 38 -10
50-64 2 19 24 13 42 -16
65 and older 3 14 30 16 37 -29
Gender
Women 3 19 25 9 44 -12
Men 5 25 28 15 27 -13
State
New South Wales 3 22 29 10 36 -14
Victoria 4 18 29 15 34 -22
Queensland 4 25 24 14 33 -9
All other states and territories 3 26 23 8 40 -2
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 5 24 25 11 35 -7
Outer suburbs 4 21 29 11 35 -15
Provincial cities 3 22 27 12 36 -14
Rural communities 2 22 26 12 38 -14
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The Australian Government is on target to meet its
greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030

Net agree
All voters- 22 27 12 -14

Education

Less than year 12~ 17 24 13 o

Year 12 or equivalent~- 29 26 10
TAFE, trade or vocational- [ 22 27 12

University degree= B 23 29 11

Housshold income

Do you agree or disagree with the
following statement? The Australian
Government is on target to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions to 43% below
2005 levels by 2030,

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week - 0 |
$1,000 to $1,999 per week- E
Less than $1,000 per week= [

Prefer not to say - ' R
?isagnlaed_
| ~ra ~airareb e i
Home owners le] . 1 Unr::%)" lsagree
Does not own = 26 25 10 -6
Owned with a mortgage - 23 29 11 -14
Owned outright- [E 18 26 14 -18
Financial stress
A great deal of stress=  § 22 29 13 | £l -17
Some stress- [ 21 28 10 13
Not much stress-  E 24 23 11 . 7
No stress atall-  IENEEEEE- DTN -14

Figure 71: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030,
by education, income, home ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent
the net share who agree with the statement (total share that agree, minus the total share that disagree).

146



Table 65: The Australian Government is on target to meet its greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets by 2030, by
education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Strongly agree Agree Disagree Strongly Unsure Net agree
disagree
All voters 3 22 27 12 36 -14
Education
Less than year 12 3 17 24 13 43 -17
Year 12 or equivalent 3 29 26 10 32 -4
TAFE, trade or vocational 3 22 27 12 36 -14
University degree 4 23 29 " 33 -13
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 5 24 31 13 27 -15
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 3 28 27 10 32 -6
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 3 23 29 12 33 -15
Less than $1,000 per week 4 21 21 12 42 -8
Prefer not to say 1 15 25 12 47 -21
Home ownership
Does not own 3 26 25 10 36 -6
Owned with a mortgage 3 23 29 (N 34 -14
Owned outright 4 18 26 14 38 -18
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 3 22 29 13 33 -17
Some stress 4 21 28 10 37 -13
Not much stress 3 24 23 (N 39 -7
No stress at all 5 21 24 16 34 -14

147



Perceptions of how the transition to renewables will impact Aus-
tralians’ bills

Question text

How do you expect the transition to cleaner energy to impact your electricity bills over the next five years?

Significantly increase
Slightly increase

No change

Slightly decrease
Significantly decrease

ok wh =

Unsure
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The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity
bills in the next five years

Waves 1 and 2 compared

o How d t th
- ow do you expect the
INGISEsE transition to ceanar energy
te impact your electricity
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 48 E!Lsmq}verthe next five
-Si_gniﬁca.lntly increase
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 49 Rty Increcea
=S|ightly ecrease
Significantly decrease
Unsure

Figure 72: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 66: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Significantly Slightly ~ No change Slightly  Significantly Unsure Net
increase increase decrease decrease increase
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 33 28 13 10 3 13 48

Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 27 14 9 3 13 49




The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity
bills in the next five years

Waves 1 and 2 compared
_ Net
Increase
Labot
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 19 37 15 15 4 i 37

Wave 2 (May 2024)- R S TN | 39

How do you expect the
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 49 28 10 6 65 transitiorfto clepaner energy

(s

- = to impact your electricit
Wave 2 (May 2024) 51 23 15 il 67 bills c?\.fer t);"e next five /
years?
The Graers !Sign'lfia:antl;.I increase
Slightly increase
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 22 2 1 154 RIGNIE: e
Wave 2 (May 2024) > 16 34 19 16 3 i 31 [ air?sﬂig:amly decrease

50
59

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Figure 73: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by vote
intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 67: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Significantly Slightly No change Slightly  Significantly Unsure Net
increase increase decrease decrease increase
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 19 37 15 15 4 10 37
Wave 2 (May 2024) 20 36 15 14 3 12 39
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 49 23 10 6 1 11 65
Wave 2 (May 2024) 51 23 " 5 2 8 67
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 22 32 11 18 4 13 32
Wave 2 (May 2024) 16 34 19 16 3 12 31
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 38 24 16 7 5 10 50
Wave 2 (May 2024) 45 22 12 6 2 13 59




The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity
bills in the next five years

pl -

\f

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net
increase
nner and middle suburbs
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 29 31 13 12 3 [ 2N T
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 29 3 TR 5

Outer suburbs
How do you expect the

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 33 29 12 10 3 13 transition to cleaner energy
- ‘ 4l to impact your electricit
Wave 2 (May 2024) 33 28 14 10 4 . 47 bills c?\.fer t);"e next five /
years?

!Sign'lfia:antl;.I increase

Slightly increase
Ne change

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 35 28 13 kil 12 ey Slightly decrease

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 34 25 i1 10 § 18 Y4 B Significantly decrease
Unsure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 35 24 14 9 3 47

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 39 22 14 8 & 51

Figure 74: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by location,
waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 68: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Significantly Slightly No change Slightly  Significantly Unsure Net

increase increase decrease decrease increase

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 29 31 13 12 3 12 45

Wave 2 (May 2024) 29 34 15 9 3 10 51
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 33 29 12 10 3 13 49

Wave 2 (May 2024) 33 28 14 10 4 11 47
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 28 13 10 2 12 51

Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 25 11 10 2 18 47
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 24 14 9 3 15 47

Wave 2 (May 2024) 39 22 14 8 2 15 51




The expected impact of the change to cleaner
energy on electricity bills in the next five years

Net
increase

All voters= 34 27 14 9 49

Labor=- 20 36 15 14 3 BT

Coalition - 51 23 11 5 ] 67

The Greens~- 16 34 19 16 | 2 el

Other parties and candidates = 45 22 12 6 § I 59
Aged 18-34 - 17 35 18 16 el 34

35-49 - 32 27 13 9 4 © 46

50-64 - 39 25 12" 7131 54 How do you expect the transition
- / [~ to cleaner energy to impact your
65 and older g 23 . S 64 electricity bills over the next five
years?
Gende Significantly increase
- Slightly increase
Women = 30 25 14 10 18 42 g%ﬁt]lin eecrease
Men - 58 30 14 8 w57 Significantly decrease
Unsure
tate

New South Wales- 29 EE 51
Victoria= 36 28 15 'l . 52

Queensland - 835 25 12 104 Ll 46

All other states and territories - : 49

L

Inner and middle suburbs - 51
Outer suburbs = 47

Provincial cities = 3 47

Rural communities - 51

Figure 75: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by vote
intention, age, gender, and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share who think
their energy bills will increase (total share that report increase, minus the total share that report decrease).
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Table 69: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Significantly Slightly No change Slightly  Significantly Unsure Net
increase increase decrease decrease increase
All voters 34 27 14 9 3 13 49
Vote intention
Labor 20 36 15 14 3 12 39
Coalition 51 23 11 5 2 8 67
The Greens 16 34 19 16 3 12 31
Other parties and candidates 45 22 12 6 2 13 59
Age
Aged 18-34 17 35 18 16 2 12 34
35-49 32 27 13 9 4 15 46
50-64 39 25 12 3 14 54
65 and older 48 23 11 2 11 64
Gender
Women 30 25 14 10 3 18 42
Men 38 30 14 8 3 7 57
State
New South Wales 34 29 13 9 3 12 51
Victoria 36 28 15 10 2 9 52
Queensland 35 25 12 10 4 14 46
All other states and territories 30 29 13 8 2 18 49
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 29 34 15 9 3 10 51
Quter suburbs 33 28 14 10 4 1" 47
Provincial cities 34 25 11 10 2 18 47
Rural communities 39 22 14 8 2 15 51




The expected impact of the change to cleaner
energy on electricity bills in the next five years

Net
increase

All voters = 34 27 14 g [EH 49

Educatior

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent =
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

How da you expect the transition
to cleaner energy to impact your
electricity bills over the next five
years?

B Significantly increase

Slightly increase

Mo change

Slightly decrease
Significantly decrease

$3,000 or mare per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say =

Unsure

Does notown -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright-

A great deal of stress- 23 13

Some stress = ) 28 14 10
Not much stress = 30 33 14 8 |
No stress at all - } 24 1 7 B

Figure 76: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by education,
income, home ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net share
who think their energy bills will increase (total share that report increase, minus the total share that report decrease).
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Table 70: The expected impact of the change to cleaner energy on electricity bills in the next five years, by education,

income, home ownership and financial stress.

Significantly Slightly ~ No change Slightly  Significantly Unsure Net
increase increase decrease decrease increase
All voters 34 27 14 9 3 13 49
Education
Less than year 12 39 22 14 4 2 19 55
Year 12 or equivalent 28 29 16 11 2 14 44
TAFE, trade or vocational 37 25 14 10 3 1M 49
University degree 30 35 12 12 3 8 50
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 29 34 13 12 4 8 47
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 28 31 18 10 2 11 47
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 37 31 12 9 2 9 57
Less than $1,000 per week 38 21 14 8 3 16 48
Prefer not to say 34 19 13 6 5 23 42
Home ownership
Does not own 24 30 17 10 2 17 42
Owned with a mortgage 33 29 13 (N 3 (N 48
Owned outright 44 24 12 7 3 10 58
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 37 23 13 10 4 13 46
Some stress 33 28 14 10 3 12 48
Not much stress 30 33 14 8 2 13 53
No stress at all 38 24 15 7 2 14 53
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How Australians say they will reduce their carbon emissions in the

next three years

Question text

Which of the following personal actions do you expect to take to reduce your carbon emissions within the
next three years?

Reduce air travel

Use public transportation more often
Reduce meat consumption

Invest in solar panels

Buy an electric vehicle (EV)

Purchase a home battery

Something else

© No ks wDdh =

None of these
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How Australians will reduce their carbon emissions in the
next three years

Invest in solar panels -

Use public transportation more often -
Purchase a home battery =

Buy an electric vehicle (EV) =

Reduce meat consumption -

Reduce air travel -

Something else -

None of these =

Figure 77: The ways that Australians say they will reduce their carbon emissions in the next three years. Values sum
to more than 100 as respondents could select more than one option.
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Which of the following personal actions do you expect to take to reduce
your carbon emissions within the next three years?
None of these

Wave 2 (May 2024)- 38

Figure 78: Intention to do none of these, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Reduce air travel

Intention to reduce air travel

All voters- 10

Vote intention

Labor=

Coalition =

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates -

Age
Aged 18-34 -
3549~
50-64 -
b and oldar= = Which of the following persanal actions
da gbu expect to take to reduce your
Gender carban emissions within the next three
years? Reduce air travel
Women = ) Yes
No
Men = 11
State

New South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Location

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs =

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 79: Intention to reduce air travel, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 71: Intention to reduce air travel, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 10 90
Vote intention
Labor 11 89
Coalition 7 93
The Greens 16 84
Other parties and candidates 12 88
Age
Aged 18-34 14 86
35-49 9 91
50-64 8 92
65 and older 9 91
Gender
Women 9 91
Men 11 89
State
New South Wales 11 89
Victoria 11 89
Queensland 9 91
All other states and territories 9 91
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 15 85
Outer suburbs 7 93
Provincial cities 9 91
Rural communities 9 91
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Intention to reduce air travel

All voters - 10

Education

Less than year 12~
Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational - [INEIN e

University degree = 11 89

Household income

$3,000 or more per week - 6 94
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -

Less than $1,000 per week - 12 88

Prefer not to say -

Home ownership

Does notown - 12
Owned with a mortgage = 9
Owned outright - 10

Financial stress

A great deal of stress-
Some stress -

Not much stress -

No stress at all=

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Reduce air travel

Yes

Mo

Figure 80: Intention to reduce air travel, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 72: Intention to reduce air travel, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 10 90
Education
Less than year 12 10 90
Year 12 or equivalent 10 90
TAFE, trade or vocational 9 91
University degree 11 89
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 6 94
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 9 91
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 12 88
Less than $1,000 per week 12 88
Prefer not to say 9 91
Home ownership
Does not own 12 88
Owned with a mortgage 9 91
Owned outright 10 90
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 12 88
Some stress 11 89
Not much stress 7 93
No stress at all 7 93
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Use public transportation more often

Intention to use public transportation more often

All voters = 19

Vote intention

Labor-
Coalition -

The Greens -
Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 - 73
35-49- 83
so-s4- HENECH

65 and older - 16 84 Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three

Gender y-feteafs? Use public transportation more
omen
Women = 18 82 Yes
ven-  IREN e
State
New South Wales - 20 BO

Victoria-  [RER
Queensland -
All other states and territories - BO

Location

Inner and middle suburbs -
Outer suburbs -

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 81: Intention to use public transportation more often, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 73: Intention to use public transportation more often, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 19 81
Vote intention
Labor 22 78
Coalition 15 85
The Greens 32 68
Other parties and candidates 14 86
Age
Aged 18-34 27 73
35-49 17 83
50-64 16 84
65 and older 16 84
Gender
Women 18 82
Men 19 81
State
New South Wales 20 80
Victoria 18 82
Queensland 18 82
All other states and territories 20 80
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 29 71
Outer suburbs 20 80
Provincial cities 14 86
Rural communities 10 90
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Intention to use public transportation more often

All voters - 19 81

Education

Less than year 12 -

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational =
University degree -

Household income

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say -

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

Financial stress

A great deal of stress -
Some stress =

Not much stress- | IEEEER S —

MNo stress at all -

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Use public transportation more
often

Yes

Mo

Figure 82: Intention to use public transportation more often, by education, income, home ownership and financial

stress.
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Table 74: Intention to use public transportation more often, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.

Yes No
All voters 19 81
Education
Less than year 12 14 86
Year 12 or equivalent 22 78
TAFE, trade or vocational 15 85
University degree 25 75
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 20 80
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 16 84
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 18 82
Less than $1,000 per week 22 78
Prefer not to say 18 82
Home ownership
Does not own 26 74
Owned with a mortgage 16 84
Owned outright 16 84
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 20 80
Some stress 20 80
Not much stress 18 82
No stress at all 14 86
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Reduce meat consumption

Intention to reduce meat consumption

All voters - 14

Vote intention

Labor- 14
Coalition - 9
The Greens -
Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -

65 and older -

Gender

Women -
Men = 10

State

New South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Location

Inner and middle suburbs - 1 7
Outer suburbs = Iw

Provincial cities -
Rural communities - —

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Reduce meat consumption

Yes

No

Figure 83: Intention to reduce meat consumption, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 75: Intention to reduce meat consumption, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 14 86
Vote intention
Labor 14 86
Coalition 9 91
The Greens 31 69
Other parties and candidates 14 86
Age
Aged 18-34 21 79
35-49 16 84
50-64 11 89
65 and older 9 91
Gender
Women 18 82
Men 10 90
State
New South Wales 14 86
Victoria 12 88
Queensland 17 83
All other states and territories 15 85
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 17 83
Outer suburbs 14 86
Provincial cities 13 87
Rural communities 13 87
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Intention to reduce meat consumption

All voters - 14

Education

Less than year 12 -

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

Household income

$3,000 or more per week - [ ENEEE—E

$2,000 to $2,999 per week - 5 85
$1,000 to $1,999 per week - 86
Less than $1,000 per week = 15 85

Prefer not to say - 5 85

Home ownership

Does not own = 19
Owned with a mortgage - 14
Owned outright = 10 90

Financial stress

A great deal of stress- 20 80
Some stress- [ NEE—
Not much stress-

No stress at al| =

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take 1o reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Reduce meat consumption

Yes

Mo

Figure 84: Intention to reduce meat consumption, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 76: Intention to reduce meat consumption, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 14 86
Education
Less than year 12 11 89
Year 12 or equivalent 16 84
TAFE, trade or vocational 14 86
University degree 17 83
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 11 89
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 15 85
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 14 86
Less than $1,000 per week 15 85
Prefer not to say 15 85
Home ownership
Does not own 19 81
Owned with a mortgage 14 86
Owned outright 10 90
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 20 80
Some stress 14 86
Not much stress 10 90
No stress at all 8 92
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Invest in solar panels

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates =

Aged 18-34-
35-49 -
50-64 -
&5 and older-

".lf'Jr'DI'I"' en=
Men =

New South Wales-

Victoria -

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs =
Quter suburbs -
Pravincial cities -

Rural communities -

Intention to invest in solar panels
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Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to 1ake to reduce your
carbaon emissions within the next three
years? [nvest in solar panels

. e
Ne

Figure 85: Intention to invest in solar panels, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 77: Intention to invest in solar panels, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 29 71
Vote intention
Labor 33 67
Coalition 26 74
The Greens 41 59
Other parties and candidates 24 76
Age
Aged 18-34 42 58
35-49 33 67
50-64 24 76
65 and older 18 82
Gender
Women 30 70
Men 29 71
State
New South Wales 29 71
Victoria 29 71
Queensland 30 70
All other states and territories 30 70
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 33 67
Outer suburbs 29 71
Provincial cities 27 73
Rural communities 27 73
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Intention to invest in solar panels

(3]
w

All voters-
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o]

o ]
ol =
IL—I

Less than year 12 -

Year 12 or equivalent-
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree - 38

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 te §1,999 per week - 27
Less than $1,000 per week =
Prefer not to say =

Which of the following personal actions
do you axpect to take to reduce your
carban emissions within the next three
years? Invest in solar panels

I e
Ne

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage - 36
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress =
Some siress =

Not much stress -

No stress at all -
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n [\ [5]
o ) L
o |w il
hrd e

_.
©

¥

©

Figure 86: Intention to invest in solar panels, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 78: Intention to invest in solar panels, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 29 71
Education
Less than year 12 16 84
Year 12 or equivalent 30 70
TAFE, trade or vocational 31 69
University degree 38 62
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 39 61
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 36 64
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 27 73
Less than $1,000 per week 23 77
Prefer not to say 25 75
Home ownership
Does not own 27 73
Owned with a mortgage 36 64
Owned outright 25 75
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 31 69
Some stress 31 69
Not much stress 29 71
No stress at all 19 81
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Buy an electric vehicle (EV)

Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV)

Allvorers- IEEER T

Vote intention

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates =

Aged 18-34 -
35-49-
50-64 -
65 and older- Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
Gender «carbon emissions within the next three
years? Buy an electric vehicle (EV)
Women = 15 85 ‘,{fs
=]
Men-  IRER
State
New South Wales - 16 84
Victoria - 20 80
Queensland - [IIEER
All other states and territories = 14 86

Location

Inner and middle suburbs -
Quter suburbs -

Provincial cities =

Rural communities -

Figure 87: Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV), by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 79: Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV), by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 16 84
Vote intention
Labor 20 80
Coalition 11 89
The Greens 29 71
Other parties and candidates 9 91
Age
Aged 18-34 21 79
35-49 21 79
50-64 13 87
65 and older 10 90
Gender
Women 15 85
Men 18 82
State
New South Wales 16 84
Victoria 20 80
Queensland 14 86
All other states and territories 14 86
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 23 77
Outer suburbs 19 81
Provincial cities 12 88
Rural communities 9 91
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Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV)

All voters - 16 B4

Education
Less than year 12~
Year 12 or equivalent -

TAFE, trade or vocational =
University degree =

Household income

$3,000 or more per wesek -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per wesk -
Prefer not to say -

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Buy an electric vehicle (EV)

Yes

MNo

Home ownersnip

Does notown -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright =

Financial stress

A great deal of stress-
Some stress =

Not much stress -

Mo stress at all -

Figure 88: Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV), by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 80: Intention to buy an electric vehicle (EV), by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 16 84
Education
Less than year 12 7 93
Year 12 or equivalent 14 86
TAFE, trade or vocational 16 84
University degree 27 73
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 33 67
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 19 81
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 13 87
Less than $1,000 per week 10 90
Prefer not to say 11 89
Home ownership
Does not own 14 86
Owned with a mortgage 21 79
Owned outright 14 86
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 15 85
Some stress 16 84
Not much stress 19 81
No stress at all 15 85
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Purchase a home battery

Intention to purchase a home battery

All voters - 18

Vote intention

Labor -

Coalition -

The Greens -

Other parties and candidates -

Age
Aged 18-34 -
35-49- 22 [
5064 - REN
65 and older - 16 84
Gender
Wamen - 16
Men - 20
State
New South Wales - RER I
Victoria - 18 82

Queensland - 18 8z
All other states and territories -

Location
Inner and middle suburbs -

Quter suburbs =
Provincial cities - 16 B4

Rural communities - [EEN——

Which of the fallowing personal actions
dao you expect to take to reduce your
carbon erissions within the next three
years? Purchase a home battery

s

Ne

Figure 89: Intention to purchase a home battery, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 81: Intention to purchase a home battery, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 18 82
Vote intention
Labor 22 78
Coalition 18 82
The Greens 17 83
Other parties and candidates 13 87
Age
Aged 18-34 15 85
35-49 22 78
50-64 19 81
65 and older 16 84
Gender
Women 16 84
Men 20 80
State
New South Wales 15 85
Victoria 18 82
Queensland 18 82
All other states and territories 22 78
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 17 83
Outer suburbs 20 80
Provincial cities 16 84
Rural communities 18 82
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Intention to purchase a home battery

Allvoters- [ EERN—ce

Education

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

Household income

$3,000 or more per week -
52,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say -

6 T4
Which of the following personal actions
[ o s do you expect to taks to reciuce your
T bk i RO i
il 89 years? Purchase a home battery
- Vs

Ne

Home ownership

Does notown- [ EEE——
Owned with a mortgage -

Owned outright -

Financial stress

A great deal of stress -
Some stress -

Not much stress -

Mo stress at all -

Figure 90: Intention to purchase a home battery, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 82: Intention to purchase a home battery, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 18 82
Education
Less than year 12 12 88
Year 12 or equivalent 15 85
TAFE, trade or vocational 18 82
University degree 26 74
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 26 74
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 21 79
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 19 81
Less than $1,000 per week 11 89
Prefer not to say 14 86
Home ownership
Does not own 11 89
Owned with a mortgage 23 77
Owned outright 20 80
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 17 83
Some stress 17 83
Not much stress 22 78
No stress at all 19 81
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Something else

Intention to do something else

All voters = 57

Vote intention

Labor-  [I—
Coalition -
The Greens- | )
Other parties and candidates~ [ 95
Age
Aged 18-34- 100
3549- [T
s0-64-  ER—
65 and older - Which of the foflowing personsl actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
Gender carbon emissions within the rext three
years? Socmething else
Women- [N =
Ne
Men- R ——a

State

MNew South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories =

Location

Inner and middle suburbs -
Quter suburbs -

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 91: Intention to do something else, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 83: Intention to do something else, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 3 97
Vote intention
Labor 2 98
Coalition 3 97
The Greens 1 99
Other parties and candidates 5 95
Age
Aged 18-34 0 100
35-49 3 97
50-64 4 96
65 and older 4 96
Gender
Women 2 98
Men 3 97
State
New South Wales 3 97
Victoria 2 98
Queensland 3 97
All other states and territories 3 97
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 2 98
Outer suburbs 3 97
Provincial cities 2 98
Rural communities 3 97

186



Intention to do something else

All voters = g7
Education
Less than year 12- I
Year 12 or equivalent- | IEE——
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

Household income

86

¥ N

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 1o $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week - 98
Prefer not to say =

\é"vohid\ of the fattmvilr:g paﬁsnal actions.
u expect to take to reduce your
carggn emissions within the next three
years? Something else
Yes

[#%]
I

Ne

Home ownership

Does not awn =
Owned with a mortgage =
Owned outright- [

e
!m

Financial stress

A great deal of stress -
Some stress -
Not much stress - [ E—T

Mo stress at all-  [El 96

Figure 92: Intention to do something else, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 84: Intention to do something else, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 3 97
Education
Less than year 12 2 98
Year 12 or equivalent 1 99
TAFE, trade or vocational 3 97
University degree 5 95
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 4 96
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 2 98
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 3 97
Less than $1,000 per week 2 98
Prefer not to say 2 98
Home ownership
Does not own 2 98
Owned with a mortgage 2 98
Owned outright 4 96
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 3 97
Some stress 3 97
Not much stress 2 98
No stress at all 4 96
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None of these

Intention to do none of these

Al voters -

(/5]
o

Labar- 31
Coalition = 46
The Greens=
Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 - 24
35-49- 33
50-64-
&5 and older- 51
Waomen - 39
Men = a7

Mew South Wales-

Victoria -

Queensland =

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
Quter suburbs - :
Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Which of the following personal actions
do you expect to take to reduce your
carbon emissions within the next three
years? Nons of these

[ ke
=

Figure 93: Intention to do none of these, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 85: Intention to do none of these, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Yes No
All voters 38 62
Vote intention
Labor 31 69
Coalition 46 54
The Greens 16 84
Other parties and candidates 44 56
Age
Aged 18-34 24 76
35-49 33 67
50-64 44 56
65 and older 51 49
Gender
Women 39 61
Men 37 63
State
New South Wales 39 61
Victoria 39 61
Queensland 37 63
All other states and territories 35 65
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 33 67
Outer suburbs 36 64
Provincial cities 45 55
Rural communities 41 59
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Intention to do none of these

All voters = 38
Less than year 12 - 54
Year 12 or equivalent - 35
TAFE, trade or vocational - 40
University degree - 23

$3,000 or more per week -

52,000 to 32,999 per week - 32 Which of the follawing persanal actions
$1,000 to $1,999 per waek = do you sxpect to taks to reduce your
E han $1.000 i carbon emissicns within the next three
ess than 31, per weel 4 years? None of these
Prefernotto say - [ N RN -
No
Does not own =
Owned with a mortgage = 31
Owned outright = 45
A great deal of stress - 36
Some stress - 35

Not much stress -
No stress at all-

Figure 94: Intention to do none of these, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 86: Intention to do none of these, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Yes No
All voters 38 62
Education
Less than year 12 54 46
Year 12 or equivalent 35 65
TAFE, trade or vocational 40 60
University degree 23 77
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 27 73
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 32 68
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 37 63
Less than $1,000 per week 46 54
Prefer not to say 48 52
Home ownership
Does not own 38 62
Owned with a mortgage 31 69
Owned outright 45 55
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 36 64
Some stress 35 65
Not much stress 40 60
No stress at all 53 47
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Willingness to increase electricity bills to ensure 100% renewable en-
ergy

Question text

Would you be willing to increase your electricity bill by <pipe value of $50, $100, $250, or $500> per month

to ensure 100% of the electricity you use comes from renewable energy sources, such as solar, wind and
hydro?

Definitely would
Probably would
Probably would not
Definitely would not

o weDd -

Not sure
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Price elasticity for renewable energy

$50-
$100-
$250-
$500-

Would you be willing to increase your il Definitely would
electricity bill by <pipe value from
C8_random> per month to ensure 100%-Pmbab|y oy

of the electricity you use comes from =Eroft?a.$|{ woullddnott
renewable energy sources, such as solar, & efinitely would no

wind and hydro? Not sure

Figure 95: How price increases influence Australians’ interest in electricity from renewable sources. Respondents were
randomly allocated a monthly price increase for their energy bill, and asked if they would be willing to spend that

amount to shift to 100 per cent renewable sources.
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Price elasticity for renewable energy
Waves 1 and 2 compared

Net share
who would
pay more
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 6 17 22 43 | -41
Wave 2 (May 2024)- B 19 27 42 .47
Would you be willing to
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 13 26 51 - -62 increase your electricity bill
: by <pipe value from C8_random>
Wave 2 (May 2024)- B i 25 54 . -64 per month to ensure 100% of
the electricity you use comes
from renewable energy sources,
5250 such as solar, wind and hydro?
Definitely would
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- K 23 7 w0 EProbablyywould
Probably would not
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 6 26 59 { -77 Definitefy would not
Not sure
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 5 12 77 -82
Wave 2 (May 2024)- B 15 74 -84

Figure 96: How price increases influence Australians’ interest in electricity from renewable sources. Respondents were
randomly allocated a monthly price increase for their energy bill, and asked if they would be willing to spend that
amount to shift to 100 per cent renewable sources. Comparison of waves 1 and 2.
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Support for difference sources of energy production

Question text

Do you support or oppose producing more energy from the following sources?

Solar

Onshore wind

Offshore wind

Natural gas

Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane
Nuclear

Coal

OxmOO0O w >

Support
Oppose
Neither support nor oppose

Awbd =

Unsure
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Support for increased energy production from different
sources

Solar-
Onshore wind -

Offshore wind =

Natural gas -

Renewable gases like _
hydrogen or biomethane

Nuclear=

Coal -

Do you support or oppose

producing more energy from the
following sources? Bl Oppose

Il Support Ml Neither support nor oppose

Unsure

Figure 97: Support for increased energy production from difference sources of electricity.
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Support for increased energy production from different
sources

Waves 1 and 2 compared

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 84 4 9
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 80 6 10
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) = B65 12 13
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 62 12 15
Dffsh
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 62 13 13
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 57 15 17
Do you support or oppose
producing more energy from the
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 53 14 22 following sources?
S rt
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 57 11 20 l oulfppoi.e
Neither support ner oppose
Jable case s hvdrogen or biomiethane Unsure
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 52 7 19
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 48 9 20

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 35 33 16

Wave 2 (May 2024) - 28 35 25

Figure 98: Support for increased energy production from difference sources of electricity, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Solar

Support for additional energy from Solar

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 1834
35.49 -
50-64 - 10
65 and older - 14

Do you support or oppose praducing more
energy from the following sources? Salar
Support

- B
Women - 7

Oppose
Men =

Neither support nor oppose
Unsure

New South Wales - i 7
Victoria-
Queensland-

All other states and territories = 85 8

Inner and middle suburbs = 84
Outer suburbs - 83 5 5
Provincial cities - 76 8 12

Rural communities - 74 9 N

Figure 99: Support for additional energy from Solar, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 87: Support for additional energy from Solar, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 80 6 10 4
Vote intention
Labor 86 3 7 4
Coalition 76 8 12 4
The Greens 91 3 4 2
Other parties and candidates 71 12 14 3
Age
Aged 18-34 82 5 7 6
35-49 83 4 8 5
50-64 81 5 10 4
65 and older 72 10 14 4
Gender
Women 78 6 9 7
Men 82 6 11 1
State
New South Wales 76 7 11 6
Victoria 82 5 9 4
Queensland 79 7 10 4
All other states and territories 85 3 8 4
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 84 3 9 4
Outer suburbs 83 5 7 5
Provincial cities 76 8 12 4
Rural communities 74 9 1 6
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Support for additional energy from Solar

All voters -

o
L=>]
il
ra
ey
Reu)

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent - 84 4
TAFE, trade or vocational - 80 5

University degree =

I

F
(=]

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -

| 00
m
S
~J

o
I
[o2]
o4}

Do you support or oppose producing more
energy from the following sources? Solar

o
o
wn
—
—

Less than $1,000 per week - 75 S ! %‘ppppcf’s:
Prefer not to say = 73 B 13 Neither support nor oppose

Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright - 6

(o}

A great deal of stress -
Some stress -

Not much stress - 79 5

No stress at all= 76

& ;
I
J
=~ a::
E‘-"m
3
oo
Py mm
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=l
o
b —
n|o|w 7

o
n

Figure 100: Support for additional energy from Solar, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 88: Support for additional energy from Solar, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 80 6 10 4
Education
Less than year 12 66 12 13 9
Year 12 or equivalent 84 4 10 2
TAFE, trade or vocational 80 5 10 5
University degree 89 3 6 2
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 86 4 7 3
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 84 6 8 2
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 80 5 11 4
Less than $1,000 per week 75 8 9 8
Prefer not to say 73 6 13 8
Home ownership
Does not own 78 5 10 7
Owned with a mortgage 85 4 7 4
Owned outright 76 8 13 3
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 78 8 9 5
Some stress 82 4 9 5
Not much stress 79 5 12 4
No stress at all 76 9 12 3
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Onshore wind

Support for additicnal energy from Onshore wind

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -
65 and older - Do you support or oppose producing
mere energy from the following sources?

o Onshore wind

Support

Oppose

Women - Neither support hor oppose
Men = Unsure

New South Wales -

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories =

Inner and middle suburbs = 8 18
QOuter suburbs - 62 11 16

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 101: Support for additional energy from Onshore wind, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 89: Support for additional energy from Onshore wind, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 62 12 15 11
Vote intention
Labor 73 5 13 9
Coalition 51 21 20 8
The Greens 82 2 7 9
Other parties and candidates 51 19 19 1
Age
Aged 18-34 71 6 13 10
35-49 66 10 12 12
50-64 62 11 16 11
65 and older 48 21 20 11
Gender
Women 57 9 16 18
Men 66 15 15
State
New South Wales 55 15 17 13
Victoria 70 9 13 8
Queensland 57 16 16 1
All other states and territories 66 7 15 12
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 70 8 13 9
Outer suburbs 62 11 16 11
Provincial cities 56 14 17 13
Rural communities 57 15 15 13
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Support for additional energy from Onshore wind

All voters -

—
]
o]
o

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

el
m

an
(=]
wl
L8]]

74 9 11

—
i

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say =

o
-

P
)]
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o
=
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Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

66 1

o
o
i
"
o0

Agrest desl of stress-
Some stress-

Not much sirsss-
No stress at all-

Do you suppert or oppose producing
more energy from the following sources?
Onshore wind

Support
Oppose
Neither support nor oppose

Unsure

Figure 102: Support for additional energy from Onshore wind, by education, income, home ownership and financial

stress.
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Table 90: Support for additional energy from Onshore wind, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 62 12 15 11
Education
Less than year 12 48 13 20 19
Year 12 or equivalent 64 11 16 9
TAFE, trade or vocational 60 14 15 11
University degree 74 9 (Nl 6
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 70 11 11 8
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 67 12 14 7
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 64 12 15
Less than $1,000 per week 55 12 19 14
Prefer not to say 51 12 15 22
Home ownership
Does not own 64 8 15 13
Owned with a mortgage 66 (N 12 11
Owned outright 55 16 19 10
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 61 11 17 11
Some stress 63 11 14 12
Not much stress 63 13 15 9
No stress at all 57 16 16 11
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Offshore wind

Support for additional energy from Offshore wind

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -
65 and older - Do you support or oppose producing
mere energy from the following sources?

o Offshore wind

Support

Oppose

Women - Neither support hor oppose
Men = Unsure

New South Wales -
Victoria =
Queensland -

All other states and territories =

Inner and middle suburbs = 63 12 15
QOuter suburbs - 56 15 17

Provincial cities -

Rural communities -

Figure 103: Support for additional energy from Offshore wind, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 91: Support for additional energy from Offshore wind, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 57 15 17 11
Vote intention
Labor 67 7 15 11
Coalition 48 24 20 8
The Greens 76 5 " 8
Other parties and candidates 48 25 18 9
Age
Aged 18-34 62 9 17 12
35-49 62 13 14 11
50-64 58 15 16 11
65 and older 46 23 20 11
Gender
Women 53 13 16 18
Men 62 17 17
State
New South Wales 53 18 17 12
Victoria 63 12 16 9
Queensland 54 18 16 12
All other states and territories 59 12 16 13
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 63 12 15 10
Outer suburbs 56 15 17 12
Provincial cities 54 16 18 12
Rural communities 54 19 16 1
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Support for additional energy from Offshore wind

All voters -

e,
w0

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

i,
L2 ]

o
(] o
oo
: T
AT i
w w

$3,000 or more per week - 5 14
$2,000 to $2,999 per week = 64 14 13 Do you suppc;r‘t or cl':;p;::coﬁe producing ,
, = more energy from the following sources?
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 56 15 18 Offehor by
Less than $1,000 per week - 54 17 16 =Souppnn
— ose
Prefer not to say - 47 14 19 Nepi':her support nor oppose

Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress -
Some stress -

Not much stress -

No stress at all=

Figure 104: Support for additional energy from Offshore wind, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.
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Table 92: Support for additional energy from Offshore wind, by education, income, home ownership and financial

stress.
Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 57 15 17 11
Education
Less than year 12 45 19 19 17
Year 12 or equivalent 60 11 19 10
TAFE, trade or vocational 55 18 15 12
University degree 68 (Nl 15 6
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 65 14 15 6
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 64 14 13 9
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 56 15 18 11
Less than $1,000 per week 54 17 16 13
Prefer not to say 47 14 19 20
Home ownership
Does not own 60 12 16 12
Owned with a mortgage 61 13 15 11
Owned outright 51 20 18 11
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 55 15 18 12
Some stress 58 13 17 12
Not much stress 59 16 16 9
No stress at all 55 20 15 10
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Natural gas

Support for additional energy from Natural gas

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens -~

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49-
50-64 -
65 and older - Do you support or oppose producing
mare energy from the following sources?
o Natural gas
Support
Oppose
Women - Neither support nor oppose
Y Unsure

New South Wales -

Victoria -

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -
OQuter suburbs - 16

Provincial cities -

Rural communities-

Figure 105: Support for additional energy from Natural gas, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 93: Support for additional energy from Natural gas, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 57 11 20 12
Vote intention
Labor 53 14 22 11
Coalition 72 5 16 7
The Greens 37 23 25 15
Other parties and candidates 63 12 17 8
Age
Aged 18-34 54 13 21 12
35-49 50 14 22 14
50-64 60 10 20 10
65 and older 65 8 17 10
Gender
Women 51 10 20 19
Men 64 13 19
State
New South Wales 54 11 23 12
Victoria 64 11 15 10
Queensland 56 10 23 1
All other states and territories 55 12 19 14
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 58 14 20 8
Outer suburbs 63 9 16 12
Provincial cities 48 10 27 15
Rural communities 55 12 20 13
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Support for additional energy from Natural gas

All voters -

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week =

Do you suppert or oppose producing
more energy from the following sources?

- Natural gas
Less than $1,000 per week - Supporn
Pref “ Oppose
reter not to say Neither support nor oppose
Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress -
Some stress - 21

Not much stress - 60 1 19
No stress at all= 60 14 16

Figure 106: Support for additional energy from Natural gas, by education, income, home ownership and financial
stress.
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Table 94: Support for additional energy from Natural gas, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 57 11 20 12
Education
Less than year 12 58 7 18 17
Year 12 or equivalent 57 11 20 12
TAFE, trade or vocational 59 10 20 11
University degree 54 16 21 9
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 60 14 21 5
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 59 13 19 9
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 59 11 19 11
Less than $1,000 per week 53 10 24 13
Prefer not to say 51 9 17 23
Home ownership
Does not own 50 13 23 14
Owned with a mortgage 58 12 19 11
Owned outright 62 9 18 11
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 55 12 20 13
Some stress 56 10 21 13
Not much stress 60 11 19 10
No stress at all 60 14 16 10
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Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane

Support for additional energy from Renewable gases
like hydrogen or biomethane

All voters = 48 9 20
Labor- 48 9 22
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Inner and middle suburbs-
Outer suburbs -

Provincial cities -

Rural communities =

Do you suppert or oppose producing
more energy from the following sources?
Renewable gases like hydrogen or
biomethane

Support
Oppose
Neither support nor oppose

Unsure

Figure 107: Support for additional energy from Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane, by vote intention,

age, gender, and location.
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Table 95: Support for additional energy from Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane, by vote intention, age,
gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 48 9 20 23
Vote intention
Labor 48 9 22 21
Coalition 51 8 20 21
The Greens 52 10 19 19
Other parties and candidates 48 10 20 22
Age
Aged 18-34 50 9 23 18
35-49 48 8 20 24
50-64 47 7 21 25
65 and older 46 11 17 26
Gender
Women 34 9 21 36
Men 62 9 19 10
State
New South Wales 46 9 23 22
Victoria 51 8 18 23
Queensland 46 10 19 25
All other states and territories 47 9 20 24
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 57 6 18 19
Outer suburbs 47 8 20 25
Provincial cities 40 10 22 28
Rural communities 43 11 22 24
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Supﬁort for additional energy from Renewable gases
like hydrogen or biomethane

All voters - 48 9 20

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say -

Do you support or oppose preducing
more energy from the following sources?
Renewable gases like hydrogen or
bismethane

Support
Oppose
Neither suppart nor oppose

Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress= 44 11 22
Some stress = 48 8 21
Not much stress =

50 8 18
No stress at all- 52 10 18

Figure 108: Support for additional energy from Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane, by education, income,
home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 96: Support for additional energy from Renewable gases like hydrogen or biomethane, by education, income,
home ownership and financial stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 48 9 20 23
Education
Less than year 12 34 13 23 30
Year 12 or equivalent 50 8 23 19
TAFE, trade or vocational 48 9 19 24
University degree 58 5 18 19
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 60 8 17 15
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 52 8 20 20
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 48 11 21 20
Less than $1,000 per week 40 10 19 31
Prefer not to say 38 6 24 32
Home ownership
Does not own 44 11 23 22
Owned with a mortgage 51 9 18 22
Owned outright 48 7 20 25
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 44 11 22 23
Some stress 48 8 21 23
Not much stress 50 8 18 24
No stress at all 52 10 18 20
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Nuclear

Support for additional energy from Nuclear

All voters -

Labor=

Coalition =

The Greens~-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -
50-64 -
65 and older - Do you support or oppose producing
maore energy from the following sources?
o Nuclear
Support
Oppose
Women = Neither support nor oppose
Men = Unsure

New South Wales -
Victoria =
Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs -

Outer suburbs -

Provincial cities = 3¢ 31
Rural communities - 32 36

Figure 109: Support for additional energy from Nuclear, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

219



Table 97: Support for additional energy from Nuclear, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 35 33 16 16
Vote intention
Labor 23 43 18 16
Coalition 52 21 14 13
The Greens 25 44 16 15
Other parties and candidates 42 28 17 13
Age
Aged 18-34 29 34 22 15
35-49 32 39 13 16
50-64 31 32 16 21
65 and older 47 27 13 13
Gender
Women 19 40 16 25
Men 51 26 16 7
State
New South Wales 36 30 19 15
Victoria 33 34 15 18
Queensland 38 31 17 14
All other states and territories 32 37 13 18
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 35 33 16 16
Outer suburbs 37 32 14 17
Provincial cities 34 31 18 17
Rural communities 32 36 17 15
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Support for additional energy from Nuclear

All voters -

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week =

Do you suppert or oppose producing
meore energy from the following sources?

- MNuclear
Less than $1,000 per week - Supporn
Pref _ Oppose
reter not to say Neither support nor oppose
Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress -
Some stress - 32 33 17

Not much stress - 39 21 17
No stress at all -

Figure 110: Support for additional energy from Nuclear, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 98: Support for additional energy from Nuclear, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 35 33 16 16
Education
Less than year 12 31 30 18 21
Year 12 or equivalent 35 31 17 17
TAFE, trade or vocational 35 33 14 18
University degree 36 37 16 11
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 39 34 16 11
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 40 30 14 16
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 35 35 16 14
Less than $1,000 per week 29 34 17 20
Prefer not to say 30 28 19 23
Home ownership
Does not own 27 34 21 18
Owned with a mortgage 34 35 13 18
Owned outright 42 30 14 14
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 28 36 17 19
Some stress 32 33 17 18
Not much stress 39 31 17 13
No stress at all 52 29 7 12
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Coal

Support for additional energy from Coal

All voters -

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34-
35-4%2 -
50-64 -
65 and older - )
Do you support or oppose praducing more
energy from the following sources? Coal
Support
Oppose
Waomen - Neither support nor oppose
Unsure
Men =

New South Wales -

Victoria -

Queensland -

All other states and territories =

Inner and middle suburbs =

Outer suburbs -
Provincial cities - 26 30 3
Rural communities -

Figure 111: Support for additional energy from Coal, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 99: Support for additional energy from Coal, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 28 35 25 12
Vote intention
Labor 19 47 23 11
Coalition 44 21 26 9
The Greens 9 61 20 10
Other parties and candidates 38 25 30 7
Age
Aged 18-34 23 41 23 13
35-49 25 38 25 12
50-64 30 33 26 11
65 and older 36 29 25 10
Gender
Women 24 33 26 17
Men 33 37 24
State
New South Wales 33 31 26 10
Victoria 25 39 23 13
Queensland 33 29 27 1
All other states and territories 22 42 23 13
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 26 40 25 9
Outer suburbs 27 36 24 13
Provincial cities 26 30 31 13
Rural communities 34 32 22 12
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Support for additional energy from Coal

All voters -

Less than year 12-

Year 12 or equivalent -
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree =

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week =
$1,000 to $1,999 per week =
Less than $1,000 per week -
Prefer not to say =

Do you support or oppose producing more
energy from the following sources? Coal

Support
Oppose
Neither support nor oppose

Unsure

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress -
Some stress -

Not much stress -

No stress at all=

Figure 112: Support for additional energy from Coal, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.
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Table 100: Support for additional energy from Coal, by education, income, home ownership and financial stress.

Support Oppose Neither Unsure
support nor
oppose
All voters 28 35 25 12
Education
Less than year 12 36 24 23 17
Year 12 or equivalent 26 34 27 13
TAFE, trade or vocational 31 33 25 11
University degree 21 47 25 7
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 27 42 22 9
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 29 38 21 12
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 28 36 26 10
Less than $1,000 per week 32 28 27 13
Prefer not to say 25 30 28 17
Home ownership
Does not own 22 38 26 14
Owned with a mortgage 29 36 23 12
Owned outright 33 32 26 9
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 26 36 26 12
Some stress 30 32 26 12
Not much stress 27 37 25 11
No stress at all 33 38 20 9
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The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts from energy short-
ages during the renewable energy transition

Question text

How likely or unlikely do you think it is that <pipe state> will experience blackouts from electricity shortages
during the renewable energy transition within the next few years?

Very likely
Somewhat likely
Somewhat unlikely
Very unlikely

SARE I A

Unsure
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The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the
renewable energy transition

i How likely or unlikely do you
it think it is that <pipe state>
will experience blackouts
frem electricity shortages

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 50 during the renewable energy
transition within the next few
years?

B Wery likel
Wave 2 (May 2024) & ESG%ewhgt likehy
Somewhat unlikely
Wery unlikely
Unsure

Figure 113: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 101: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very likely Somewhat Somewhat Very Unsure Net likely
likely unlikely unlikely
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 29 40 15 4 12 50

Wave 2 (May 2024) 29 38 16 4 13




The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the
renewable energy transition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024 -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wy

NMaves 1 and 2 compared

10

Net likely

31
33

21
22

55

How likely ar unlikely do you
think it is that <pipe state>
will experience blackouts
from electricity shortages
during the renewable enargy
transition within the next few
years?

Wery likely
Somewhat Iikellzz
Somewhat unlikely
Wery unlikely

i Unsure

Figure 114: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by vote
intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 102: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very likely Somewhat Somewhat Very Unsure Net likely
likely unlikely unlikely

Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 16 43 22 6 13 31

Wave 2 (May 2024) 16 43 20 6 15 33
Coalition

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 43 37 10 2 8 68

Wave 2 (May 2024) 42 36 11 2 9 65
The Greens

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 10 44 23 10 13 21

Wave 2 (May 2024) 14 40 26 6 14 22
Other parties and candidates

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 37 39 12 4 8 60

Wave 2 (May 2024) 38 34 13 4 11 55




The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the
renewable energy transition

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Net likely
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 36
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 34

How likely or unlikely do you

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 52 think it is that <pipe state>
ill experience blackout
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 48 Ao okt ot

during the renewable enargy
transition within the next few

ovinclal cities years?
. n Very likel
Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 31 40 12 < S giﬁe'wEé’t kel
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 30 40 14 4 B s ﬁ‘e’ﬁi‘lni’éﬁ”' v
i nsure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)- 32 41 11 5 74
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 34 40 10 3 13

Figure 115: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by location,
waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 103: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave Very likely Somewhat Somewhat Very Unsure Net likely
likely unlikely unlikely

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 23 38 19 6 14 36

Wave 2 (May 2024) 25 34 19 6 16 34
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 30 41 15 4 10 52

Wave 2 (May 2024) 26 40 18 4 12 44
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 31 40 12 4 13 55

Wave 2 (May 2024) 30 40 14 4 12 52
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 32 41 1" 5 11 57

Wave 2 (May 2024) 34 40 10 3 13 61




The likelihood of your state experiencing
blackouts during the renewable energy transition

Net likely

All voters-

Labor-

Coalition -

The Greens-

Other parties and candidates -

Aged 18-34-
35-49 -

50-64 -

&5 and older-

How likely or unlikely do you think it

is that <pipe state> will experience
blackouts from electricity shortages
curing the renewable enargy transition
within the next few years?

Very likely
Women - Somewhat Iikelz
- Somewhat unlikely
Men Very unlikely

Unsure

New South Wales =

Victoria =

Queensland -

All other states and territories -

Inner and middle suburbs - 34 :
Outer suburbs -
Provincial cities- | I T
Rural communities =

Figure 116: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by vote
intention, age, gender, and location. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net likelihood of
experiencing blackouts (total share that report likely, minus the total share that report unlikely).
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Table 104: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by vote inten-

tion, age, gender, and location.

Very likely Somewhat Somewhat Very Unsure Net likely
likely unlikely unlikely
All voters 29 38 16 4 13 47
Vote intention
Labor 16 43 20 6 15 33
Coalition 42 36 11 2 9 65
The Greens 14 40 26 6 14 22
Other parties and candidates 38 34 13 4 11 55
Age
Aged 18-34 18 45 20 5 12 38
35-49 25 37 17 5 16 40
50-64 32 36 13 5 14 50
65 and older 40 34 12 3 11 59
Gender
Women 26 41 12 4 17 51
Men 31 35 19 5 10 42
State
New South Wales 27 42 15 4 12 50
Victoria 32 39 12 3 14 56
Queensland 28 36 20 4 12 40
All other states and territories 27 35 16 6 16 40
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 25 34 19 6 16 34
Outer suburbs 26 40 18 4 12 44
Provincial cities 30 40 14 4 12 52
Rural communities 34 40 10 3 13 61
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The likelihood of your state experiencing
blackouts during the renewable energy transition

Net likely
All voters - 29 38 i6 4 13 ¥
Education
Less than year 12~ 35 34 14 | 53
Year 12 or equivalent~- 25 40 16 4
TAFE, trade or vocational - 30 40 43l 5
University degree - 23 38 20 6

How likely or unlikely do you think it

is that <pipe state> will experience
blackouts from electricity shortages
curing the renewable enargy transition
within the next few years?

Very likely
Somewhat IikeEr
Semewhat Lnlikely

$3,000 or more per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -
$1,000 to $1,999 per week -
Less than $1,000 per week =
Prefer not to say -

f o Vary unlikel
Home ownerst 12 11 :_Un?ure o
Does not own = 23 41 17 3 e
Owned with a mortgage - 27 39 el S
Owned outright - 35 34 i3 5
Financial stress
A great deal of stress= 34 38 13
Some stress- _27 40 14 4
Not much stress = 22 40 21 68
Neo stress at all- a3 27 18 6

Figure 117: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by education,
income, home ownership and financial stress. Note: figures on the right-hand side of the plot represent the net
likelihood of experiencing blackouts (total share that report likely, minus the total share that report unlikely).
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Table 105: The likelihood of your state experiencing blackouts during the renewable energy transition, by education,
income, home ownership and financial stress.

Very likely Somewhat Somewhat Very Unsure Net likely
likely unlikely unlikely
All voters 29 38 16 4 13 47
Education
Less than year 12 35 34 14 2 15 53
Year 12 or equivalent 25 40 16 4 15 45
TAFE, trade or vocational 30 40 13 5 12 52
University degree 23 38 20 6 13 35
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 23 44 18 6 9 43
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 24 40 20 5 11 39
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 31 39 16 4 10 50
Less than $1,000 per week 31 36 10 3 20 54
Prefer not to say 30 31 16 5 18 40
Home ownership
Does not own 23 41 17 3 16 44
Owned with a mortgage 27 39 17 5 12 44
Owned outright 35 34 13 5 13 51
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 34 38 13 3 12 56
Some stress 27 40 14 4 15 49
Not much stress 22 40 21 6 (N 35
No stress at all 33 27 19 6 15 35
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Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system

Question text

Recently, Australia’s energy market operator said there were risks to supply reliability along the east coast
in the next few years.

How concerned are you about the reliability of the <pipe state plural> electricity system?

. Very concerned
. Somewhat concerned
. Not concerned

A W N -

. Unsure
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Concern with the reliability of the state's electricity system

\Alavime T ard D rerar o real
Waves 1 and 2 compared

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-

Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Recently, Australia's
energy market operator said
there were risks to supply
reliability along the east
coast in the next few years.
How concerned are you about
the reliability of the <pipe
state_plural> electricity
system?
i Very concerned
Somewhat concerned
Net concerned
~ Unsure

Figure 118: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Table 106: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave  Very concerned

Unsure

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 24
Wave 2 (May 2024) 25




Concern with the reliability of the state's electricity system

Waves 1 and 2 compared
Labor

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) - 14 51 28
Wave 2 (May 2024) - 17 51 26 |

Coalition

Recently, Australia’s

energy market operator said
there were risks to supply
reliability along the east

coast in the next few years.
How concerned are you about
the reliability of the <pipe
state_plural> electricity
system?

Very concerned
Somewhat concemed

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024)- 12 47 29 I

| Not concerned
~ Unsure

B

Other parties and candidates

Wave 2 (May 2024)- :

Figure 119: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 107: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by federal vote intention, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave  Very concerned Somewhat Not Unsure
concerned concerned
Labor
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 14 51 28 7
Wave 2 (May 2024) 17 51 26
Coalition
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 35 50 11
Wave 2 (May 2024) 37 47 9 7
The Greens
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 1 47 34 8
Wave 2 (May 2024) 12 47 29 12
Other parties and candidates
Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 31 44 18 7
Wave 2 (May 2024) 27 52 16 5




Concern with the reliability of the state's electricity system

Waves 1 and 2 compared

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Wave 1 (Feb 2024)-
Wave 2 (May 2024) -

Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) -
Wave 2 (May 2024)-

Recently, Australia’s

energy market operator said

there were risks to supply

reliability along the east

coast in the next few years.

How concerned are you about

the reliability of the <pipe

state_plural> electricity

system?

=Very concerned
Somewhat concemed
Not concerned

" Unsure

Figure 120: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.
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Table 108: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by location, waves 1 and 2 compared.

Wave  Very concerned Somewhat Not Unsure

concerned concerned

Inner and middle suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 22 49 21

Wave 2 (May 2024) 22 49 22 7
Outer suburbs

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 24 51 19 6

Wave 2 (May 2024) 25 47 19 9
Provincial cities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 24 52 15 9

Wave 2 (May 2024) 26 46 18 10
Rural communities

Wave 1 (Feb 2024) 27 42 23 8

Wave 2 (May 2024) 26 53 13 8




Concern with the reliability of the state's
electricity system

Allvoters- I A Y

Vete intention

Labor-

Coalition =

The Greens-

Qther parties and candidates =

Aged 18-34 -
35-49 -

50-64 -

65 and older -

Recently, Australia’s energy market
operator said there were risks to supply
reliability along the east coast in

the next few years. How concerned are
yau about the reliability of the <pipe
state_plural> electricity system?

Very concemed
Somewhat concemed
Not concerned

Unsure

New South Wales =

Victoria=

Queensland =

All other states and territories -

Location

Inner and middle suburbs - 22
Outer suburbs = 25 47 19 S
Provincial cities - 28 46 18 |
o 13

Rural communities = 26

Figure 121: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.
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Table 109: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by vote intention, age, gender, and location.

Very concerned Somewhat Not Unsure
concerned concerned
All voters 25 49 18 8
Vote intention
Labor 17 51 26
Coalition 37 47 9
The Greens 12 47 29 12
Other parties and candidates 27 52 16
Age
Aged 18-34 14 58 18 10
35-49 19 49 22 10
50-64 30 42 21 7
65 and older 35 46 13 6
Gender
Women 21 50 17 12
Men 28 47 20 5
State
New South Wales 25 53 15 7
Victoria 28 49 15
Queensland 21 48 21 10
All other states and territories 22 43 26 9
Location
Inner and middle suburbs 22 49 22 7
Outer suburbs 25 47 19
Provincial cities 26 46 18 10
Rural communities 26 53 13 8
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Concern with the reliability of the state's
electricity system

All voters - 25 49 18 S

Education

Less than year 12~

Year 12 or equivalent =
TAFE, trade or vocational -
University degree -

Recently, Australia’s energy market
operator said there were risks to supply
reliability along the east coast in

$1.000 to $1,999 per week - the next few years. How concerned are
yau about the reliability of the <pipe

Less than $1,000 per week - state_plural> electricity system?

Prefer not to say - : O Very concemned
Somewhat concemed
; Not concerned
Home ownership [=,

Unsure

$3,000 or mare per week -
$2,000 to $2,999 per week -

Does not own -
Owned with a mortgage -
Owned outright -

A great deal of stress = 30 46 15 .
Some stress - : I 8

Not much stress =

No stress at all -

Figure 122: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by education, income, home ownership and
financial stress.
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Table 110: Concern with the reliability of the state’s electricity system, by education, income, home ownership and
financial stress.

Very concerned Somewhat Not Unsure
concerned concerned
All voters 25 49 18 8
Education
Less than year 12 29 45 15 11
Year 12 or equivalent 22 51 17 10
TAFE, trade or vocational 25 51 17 7
University degree 22 48 23 7
Household income
$3,000 or more per week 22 48 26 4
$2,000 to $2,999 per week 19 55 19 7
$1,000 to $1,999 per week 22 54 17 7
Less than $1,000 per week 31 43 17 9
Prefer not to say 29 40 13 18
Home ownership
Does not own 18 53 18 11
Owned with a mortgage 24 48 20 8
Owned outright 31 46 16 7
Financial stress
A great deal of stress 30 46 15 9
Some stress 24 53 15 8
Not much stress 19 48 24 9
No stress at all 25 38 28 9
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