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Between September 10th and 13th, EMERGE conducted a poll regarding views on Syria. Because 

demographic data was not collected, and because this is a convenience poll (as opposed to a 

random sample) it is likely difficult to generalize the results of this poll.  

Despite this, we can make some assumptions about the data. The poll was disseminated through 

the EMERGE-USA listserv, Facebook, and through the forwarding of the initial email to other 

Muslim community listservs around the United States, and garnered a sample consisting of 99 

responses. This means that we can speculatively assume that the majority of respondents are 

Muslim-Americans or those who are close to Muslim communities in the United States. 

Based on IP addresses collected by the survey software, we can get a general idea of where 

responses came from. Some responses from Maryland and Northern Virginia were considered as 

part of the Washington, DC Metropolitan Area, since this area is significantly different than the 

rest of Virginia. The majority of responses came from Florida, though there were also somewhat 

significant numbers of responses from Texas, the DC Metro Area, from overseas, and from the 

state of Washington. These results are summarized in Table 1.  

 
Table 1. State Data 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Florida 63 63.6 

Texas 7 7.1 

DC Metro 6 6.1 

International 5 5.1 

Washington 4 4.0 

New Jersey 3 3.0 

Georgia 2 2.0 

New York 2 2.0 

Colorado 1 1.0 

Idaho 1 1.0 

Illinois 1 1.0 

Kansas 1 1.0 

Michigan 1 1.0 

Nevada 1 1.0 

Pennsylvania 1 1.0 

Total 99 100.0 
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Overall, respondents were opposed to intervention in Syria.  

 
Table 2. Are you in favor of U.S. military force against the Government of Syria? 

 Frequency Percent 

 

No 55 55.6 

Yes 41 41.4 

Unsure 3 3.0 

Total 99 100.0 

 

 

55.6% of respondents were opposed to American intervention in Syria, though a substantial 

number of respondents (41.4%) desired intervention. This may be due to poor explanation on the 

part of the Obama administration on why it wishes to militarily intervene in Syria. 62.6% of 

respondents believed that the Obama administration had not explained its goals for intervention.  

 
Table 3. Do you believe that the Obama Administration has clearly explained its goals for the use of military 

force against the Government of Syria? 

 Frequency Percent 

 

No 62 62.6 

Yes 29 29.3 

Unsure 8 8.1 

Total 99 100.0 

 

Interestingly, some respondents who supported intervention supported intervention despite not 

being sure why the Obama administration wanted to intervene. 26.8% of respondents in favor of 

intervention did not feel that the Obama administration had clearly explained their goals for 

intervention. This is in contrast to opponents of intervention, who overwhelmingly (89%) 

believed that the Obama administration had no clearly explained its’ goals. The raw counts are 

shown below in Table 4.   
Table 4.  

 

Do you believe that the Obama Administration has clearly explained 
its goals for the use of military force against the Government of 

Syria? 

No Unsure Yes 

Are you in favor of U.S. military force 
against the Government of Syria? 

No 49 3 3 

Unsure 2 1 0 

Yes 11  4 26 

 

Despite these metrics, a majority of respondents still feel that the US should lead the 

international effort in finding a resolution in Syria. While further statistics were not collected on 

this, it is likely because respondents may not have felt that a resolution necessarily required 

American military involvement, and rather could be through diplomacy. See Table 5 for detailed 

statistics.  
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Table 5. Do you believe the U.S. should take a lead role in finding a solution to the conflict in Syria? 

 Frequency Percent 

 

Should 58 58.6 

Should not 36 36.4 

Unsure 5 5.1 

Total 99 100.0 

 

Given the small size of the sample, it is not possible to compare state by state data, but it is 

possible to compare different parts of Florida with respect to their their views. In order to 

compare the different parts of Florida, each part of Florida was assigned a different numerical 

category, and then counts were compared via Chi-Square test.  Out of the 63 cities in Florida, 59 

provided a city, which could then be used for classification into one of six categories:  

1) Tampa (covering Tampa, St. Petersburg, and Sarasota-Bradenton) 

2) Orlando (covering Orlando and all its suburbs)  

3) South Florida (covering the area from Miami to West Palm Beach)  

4) North Florida (covering Gainesville and the Florida Panhandle)  

5) Jacksonville  

6) SW Florida (covering Naples and Ft. Myers)  

However, when comparing different parts of Florida on their views on the questions asked, the 

Fisher’s Exact test (displayed as a Pearson Correlation in the tables) were not significant. We 

therefore cannot reject the null hypothesis that there is a significant difference between areas of  

Florida on their opinions of Syria. Table 6-8 display the results.  

 
Table 6. Differences between regions of Florida in their views of the usage of military force in Syria. 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 10.386a 10 .407 
Likelihood Ratio 12.505 10 .253 

N of Valid Cases 59   

a. 12 cells (66.7%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .05. 

 

 
Table 7. Differences between regions of Florida in their views of Obama's justifications for intervention 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 9.210a 10 .512 
Likelihood Ratio 10.494 10 .398 

N of Valid Cases 59   

a. 14 cells (77.8%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .10. 

 

 
Table 8. Differences between regions of Florida in their views of  the US role in Syria 

 Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided) 

Pearson Chi-Square 11.724a 10 .304 
Likelihood Ratio 13.490 10 .198 

N of Valid Cases 59   

a. 14 cells (77.8%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .05. 

 


