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Abstract
The scholarly literature on US–UK relations has been marked by recurrent debate over 
the health and utility of the special relationship, recently enlivened by the policy tensions 
and political turbulence of the Trump presidency. The literature has also seen a social 
and cultural ‘turn’, with a growing focus on the broader linkages between the two coun-
tries’ societies and cultures. However, there has been limited analysis of public opinion 
in Britain in recent scholarly research. This article examines the ‘image of America’ in 
British public opinion in the twenty-first century, across recent Republican and Demo-
cratic presidencies. It uses data from the annual Pew Global Attitudes survey series and 
Transatlantic Trends survey series to undertake systematic analysis of these quantitative 
data sources. It examines the following areas: the performance and policies of presidents 
from Bush to Biden, the US and its people, the state of bilateral relations, and NATO. It 
examines aggregate-level opinion and also pays close attention to views across different 
societal groups, based on demographic characteristics, party support and left–right ideol-
ogy. The paper makes a significant and distinctive contribution to scholarly research into 
US–UK relations.
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Introduction

What is the British public’s ‘image of America’, and in what ways has it changed or 
remained stable over recent decades, under Republican and Democratic presidents? 
Smith and Wertman observe that:

The American image is composed of many different levels and types of 
opinions; individuals can have some positive attitudes about the USA mixed 
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together with some negative ones. However, it is only the most fundamental 
attitudes relating to overall opinion of the United States and its society, institu-
tions, values, and culture which speak directly to the question of anti-Ameri-
canism. Nevertheless, opinions of US foreign policy, specific US actions, or 
individual US leaders are part of the American image and will be examined 
here with more underlying attitudes towards the United States.1

It is this second aspect of ‘the American image’ which is the focus of this article, 
examining the attitudes of the British public in the period covered by the presidencies 
of George W. Bush through to Joe Biden. Specifically, the article assesses the public’s 
views of core elements of US–UK relations and the wider transatlantic partnership: the 
performance of recent presidents, the US as a country, the American people, the extent of 
consideration afforded to Britain in the bilateral links? The analysis also includes popular 
attitudes towards British membership in, and the role of, the North Atlantic Treaty Organ-
isation (NATO). NATO is the key organisational manifestation of the wider transatlantic 
relationship and a core underpinning of post-war British foreign policy, an institutional 
arena in which US–UK relations have historically been a critical driving force, but also 
an organisation whose member countries have been criticised by recent US presidents 
regarding issues of ‘burden-sharing’ relating to defence capabilities and expenditure. The 
principal research questions are: how did the public opinion respond to the political con-
troversies and policy disagreements of Trump’s one-term presidency, and to the previous 
incumbents of the White House? Has public opinion shown a tendency to favour Dem-
ocratic over Republican presidents, a feature noted in earlier research.2 Has there been 
notable variation in the ‘image of America’ across different societal groups in Britain, 
defined socio-demographically or in terms of core political attitudes?

Such an analysis is lacking in the rich and ever-expanding scholarly literature 
on the US–UK ‘special relationship’, and there are several reasons why one is war-
ranted. Firstly, paying close attention to public opinion contributes to a fuller recog-
nition of the multi-layered structure (the ‘layer cake’) of US–UK relations.3 There 
is a clear need to provide in-depth analysis of all levels of this relationship: moving 
from the political elites and governments through the intermediate bureaucratic and 
sectoral level, down to the bottom, societal layer, of respective national publics. As 
Xu and Rees observe: ‘Common sentiments refer to mutual affection and favour-
able feelings between the US and the UK at both the leadership level and the pub-
lic level’ (emphasis added).4 Secondly, this focus aligns with the recent social and 
cultural ‘turn’ in the scholarly literature5: exploring the interconnections between 

1 Steven K. Smith and Douglas A. Wertman, US-West European Relations During the Reagan Years. 
(Palgrave Macmillan, 1992), 93.
2 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 126.
3 John Dumbrell, ‘Personal Diplomacy: Relations between Prime Ministers and Presidents’, in Anglo-
American Relations: Contemporary Perspectives, ed. Steve Marsh and Alan P. Dobson. (London: Rout-
ledge, 2013), 82.
4 Ruike Xu and Wyn Rees, ‘America and the special relationship: the impact of the Trump administra-
tion on relations with the UK’, British Politics 17, no. 1 (2022), 65.
5 Robert M. Hendershot, ‘Reflecting on the “Cultural Turn”: New Directions in the Study of Anglo-
American Relations and the Special Relationship’, Journal of Transatlantic Studies 18, no. 4 (2020).
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the two countries’ societies and cultures, the subject of a recent special issue in this 
journal.6 As recent research has noted: ‘Scholarship on popular attitudes during the 
post-war period is, by contrast, surprisingly thin’.7 Third, and more specifically, pub-
lic opinion comprises a worthy area of analysis in the scholarly literature’s aim to 
identify and explain the effects of the Trump presidency on the health and utility of 
US–UK relations8 and wider transatlantic linkages,9 and whether policy and politics 
has returned to—or is returning to—‘business as usual’ under the Biden administra-
tion. Fourth, the strategic flux and political contestation over Britain’s international 
role and relationships in the context of leaving the EU—including emphasis of the 
importance of the Anglosphere and the advocacy of efforts to strike a trade deal 
with the US—make it instructive to identify and account for recent shifts in public 
opinion on foreign policy and defence issues.

Undertaking systematic analysis of quantitative data using two survey series, the 
aims of this article are twofold. Firstly, to analyse aggregate-level opinion in Brit-
ain towards different aspects of the ‘image of America’, over recent decades. Sec-
ondly, to examine the views of different groups within British society, defined demo-
graphically and by core attitudes in domestic politics (left–right ideology and party 
support). By doing this and relating the findings to insights from existing research, 
the article builds on and extends earlier scholarship into attitudes in Britain.10 This 
detailed, country-specific study also contributes to the broader, cross-national or 
comparative, literature looking at the causes and consequences of public opinion 
towards the US in other countries and regions of the world.11

6 Clive Webb and Robert Cook, ‘British attitudes towards the United States since 1941’, Journal of 
Transatlantic Studies 18 (2020), no. 3.
7 Webb and Cook, ‘British attitudes’, 279.
8 Xu and Rees, ‘America and the special relationship’, p. 65.
9 Gorm Rye Olsen, ‘America is Back’ or ‘America First’ and the Transatlantic Relationship’. Politics and 
Governance 10, no. 2 (2022), 154–64.
10 Ivor Crewe. ‘Britain: Two and a half cheers for the Atlantic Alliance’, in The Public and Atlantic 
Defense, ed. Gregory Flynn and Hans Rattinger. (Totowa, NJ: Rowman & Littlefield, 1985); Paul 
Whiteley, ‘Attitudes to defence and international affairs’, in British Social Attitudes: The 1985 Report, 
ed. Roger Jowell and Sharon Witherspoon (Aldershot: Gower, 1985); Dean Godson, ‘British Attitudes 
Toward the United States’, in British Security Policy and the Atlantic Alliance: Prospects for the 1990s, 
ed. Martin Holmes. (Pergamon-Brassey’s International Defense Publishers, 1987); Jorgen Rasmussen 
and James M. McCormick, ‘British Mass Perceptions of the Anglo-American Special Relationship’, 
Political Science Quarterly 108, no. 3 (1993); Caroline Page, U.S. Official Propaganda During the Viet-
nam War, 1965–1973: The Limits of Persuasion. (London: Bloomsbury Academic, 1996), 191–225; Ben 
Clements, British Public Opinion towards Foreign and Defence Policy: 1945–2017. (London: Routledge, 
2018); Ben Clements, ‘British Public Opinion Towards the Vietnam War and UK-US Relations During 
the 1964–70 Labour Governments’, International History Review 43, no. 4 (2021).
11 Richard L. Merritt and Donald J. Puchala eds, Western European Perspectives on International 
Affairs: Public Opinion Studies and Evaluations. (New York: Frederick A Praeger, 1968); Gregory 
Flynn and Hans Rattinger eds, The Public and Atlantic Defense. (Totowa, NJ: Rowman & Littlefield, 
1985); Richard C. Eichenberg, Public Opinion and National Security in Western Europe. (Ithaca, NY: 
Cornell University Press, 1989); Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’; Sergio Fabbrini, 
‘The Domestic Sources of European Anti-Americanism’, Government and Opposition 37, no. 1 (2002); 
Peter J. Katzenstein and Robert O. Keohane, Anti-Americanisms in world politics (Ithaca, NY: Cornell 
University Press, 2007); Ole R. Holsti, To See Ourselves as Others See Us: How Publics Abroad View 
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The article proceeds as follows. First, it discusses the methodological approach 
and the data sources used, highlighting the key features and strengths of the lat-
ter, and sets out the two principal areas of analysis. Second, it provides a detailed 
analysis of aggregate public opinion in Britain towards US–UK relations over the 
last two decades, identifying key patterns, shifts in attitudes, and areas of continuity 
across recent Democratic and Republican presidents. Third, it then provides an in-
depth analysis of the opinions of groups within British society, on the basis of socio-
demographic, political, and ideological characteristics. The final section concludes 
the main findings from the analyses and identifies areas for further research.

Methodology and data sources

This paper assesses public opinion towards US–UK relations through systematic anal-
ysis of quantitative data. The research uses two cross-national survey series: the Pew 
Research Center’s Global Attitudes Project (GAP) surveys (running annually from 
2000 onwards) and the Transatlantic Trends (TT) surveys (which ran from 2002 to 
14). Each survey in these series sampled public opinion amongst adults living in Brit-
ain or the UK. For consistency, in those surveys where the sample was drawn from 
the UK, the very small number of cases of respondents living in Northern Ireland 
were omitted, so the analysis focused on those respondents living in Britain (England, 
Wales, and Scotland). Appendix 1 provides a profile of the two survey series. The sur-
vey datasets—around 35 in total—and their accompanying user documentation were 
all downloaded online. The bibliographic citations for the TT survey datasets are pro-
vided at the end of the article, but the Pew GAP surveys cannot be cited in this way as 
they do not have digital object identifiers. All of the analyses were undertaken by the 
author, using the software package SPSS v26. In terms of presentation, in all figures 
and tables data have been rounded to the nearest per cent.

Both survey series provide thematic continuity in terms of gauging opinion 
towards different aspects of the image of America (presidents, the US as a coun-
try, American people, bilateral relations), as well as coverage of NATO, featuring 
identical questions over time. The Pew GAP series is the primary resource for the 

the United States after 9/11 (Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 2008); Giacomo Chiozza, Anti-
Americanism and the American world order (Baltimore, Md: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009); 
Monti Naraya Datta, Anti-Americanism and the rise of world opinion: consequences for the US national 
interest (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014); Colin W. Lawson and John Hudson, ‘Who Is 
Anti-American in the European Union?’, SAGE Open 5, no. 2 (2015); Philip Everts, and Pierangelo Iser-
nia, Public Opinion, Transatlantic Relations and the Use of Force. (Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2015); 
Alexander Agadjanian and Yusaku Horiuchi, ‘Has Trump Damaged the U.S. Image Abroad? Decompos-
ing the Effects of Policy Messages on Foreign Public Opinion’, Political Behavior, 42, no. 2 (2020); 
Michael Haman and Milan Školník, ‘Trump and the Image of the United States in Latin America’, Cen-
tral European Journal of International and Security Studies, 15, no. 2 (2021); Songying Fang, Xiaojun 
Li, and Adam Y. Liu ‘Chinese Public Opinion about US–China Relations from Trump to Biden’, The 
Chinese Journal of International Politics, 15, no. 1 (2022); Stephen Azzi and Norman Hillmer, ‘The 
Presidents and the Polls, 1963–2021: An Inquiry into Canadian Anti-Americanism’, American Review of 
Canadian Studies, 52, no. 4 (2022).

Footnote 11 (continued)
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analysis, given its wider thematic coverage of this topic (both regular questions and 
some supplementary questions), and its longer duration, the most recently-released 
dataset covering the 2021 survey. The TT surveys function as a secondary resource, 
given their more limited duration and because they did not feature such an exten-
sive set of questions on the topic. Using two survey series provides a more robust 
analysis, in terms of corroborating recurrent patterns or shifts in opinion in Britain. 
Appendix 2 displays the topics and question wordings from each survey series.

The availability, extent, and consistent content of the data in these two series 
serve to highlight that, to borrow a term used by Dobson, public opinion data as a 
form of evidence is eminently ‘examinable’ for Britain.12 Moreover, in depth analy-
sis of the survey series addresses another issue:

Yet there is much more we need to learn. Since opinion poll data seldom pro-
vides a demographic profile of respondents, it affords little perspective on dif-
ferences in opinion shaped by age, gender, class, race and ethnicity. Provid-
ing a more nuanced portrait of British public opinion will allow us to move 
beyond broad generalisations.13

Secondary analysis of both survey series enables an assessment of overall pub-
lic opinion in Britain, as well as a systematic comparison of specific socio-demo-
graphic, political and ideological groups within the general population. Doing this 
enables the article to make an important contribution, extending the scope of recent 
analyses which have been focused on British public opinion as a whole and which 
have not used the potential of survey datasets for secondary analysis.14

Aggregate‑level analysis

To enable a comparison of the direction and magnitude of shifts in attitudes over 
time, Figs.  1, 2 provide a visual summary for key indicators using the Pew GAP 
surveys. Figure 1 shows the proportions of the British public with a positive opinion 
for the two questions asked most often: views of the US as a country (the percentage 
with a somewhat or very favourable opinion) and views of the president’s handling 
of world affairs (the percentage expressing some or a lot of confidence). Figure 2 
shows the proportions with positive views for three indicators (either asked less fre-
quently or introduced later on in the series): views of the American people (the per-
centage with a somewhat or very favourable opinion); whether the US takes into 
account British interests when making international policy decisions (the percentage 

12 Alan P. Dobson, ‘The evolving study of Anglo-American relations: The Last 50 Years’, Journal of 
Transatlantic Studies 18, no. 4 (2020), 421.
13 Webb and Cook, ‘British attitudes’, 3.
14 Robert M. Hendershot, ‘“Affection is the cement that binds us”: Understanding the cultural sinews of 
the Anglo-American special relationship’, in Anglo-American Relations: Contemporary Perspectives, ed. 
Steve Marsh and Alan P. Dobson (London: Routledge, 2013); Sylvia Ellis, ‘British public opinion and 
the Vietnam war’, Journal of Transatlantic Studies 18, no. 3 (2020).
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saying a great deal or somewhat); and views of NATO (the percentage with a very 
or somewhat favourable opinion).

Figure  1 shows evidence of changing attitudes over time. The most notable 
changes are evident from the public’s assessment of how well US presidents were 
performing on the international stage, with a stark distinction made between Demo-
cratic and Republican presidents in the public’s mind. Put simply, the British public 
were much more likely to view Obama and Biden positively, with negative opin-
ion much more prevalent during the Bush and Trump presidencies. Bush’s rating’s 
fell away after 2003 (when it was 51%) and never recovered, getting lower during 
his second term of office. The 2003 rating represented an improvement on 2001, 
though, when only 30% said that they had some level of confidence in Bush and 
foreign affairs, while 64% had no much or none at. Confidence in Trump started off 
very low, increased somewhat, and then regressed at the end of his time in office. 
There were several pronounced year-on-year shifts in the proportions with positive 
assessments, as seen in the transitions from Bush to Obama (2008–09) and from 
Trump to Biden (2020–21). Dumbrell’s observation regarding the shift from Bush 
to Obama—‘The turnaround in opinion appeared to be based on a generally positive 
perception of the new US president and on relief at the imminent departure of his 
predecessor’15—also applies well to Biden replacing Trump. Datta interprets this 
dramatic shift in from Bush to Obama opinion as a ‘multilateralism effect’ rather 
than an ‘“Obama effect” per se’,16 and the same could be said to characterise—to 
some extent—the dramatic shift in support attending the change from Trump to 
Biden. The former had a declared aversion to multilateralism as part of the ‘Ameri-
can First’ agenda in foreign policy from 2017–2117; while the latter declared their 
intention to return the US to its rightful place in the international stage, engaging 
in much closer cooperation with other states and international institutions.18 Fur-
thermore, Datta’s observation concerning popular views towards Obama—that ‘The 
world was hungry for not just a change in American leadership, but for a return to 
a less unilateral United States’19—also applies equally well to Biden. In contrast to 
these shifts, there was a drastic movement—in the opposite direction—in the pro-
portion of the public with a positive appraisal when Trump replaced Obama in the 
White House (2016–17). Overall, the range for this data series stretched from as low 
as 19% (Trump, in 2020, his final rating) to as high as 86% (for Obama, in 2009, his 
first rating).

Additional evidence shows the widely diverging views of Obama and Trump. In 
2017, 91% of the British public adjudged Obama to have been a very or somewhat 

15 John Dumbrell, ‘Hating Bush, Supporting Washington: George W. Bush, Anti-Americanism and the 
US–UK Special Relationship’, in America’s ’Special Relationships’: Foreign and Domestic Aspects of 
the Politics of Alliance, ed. John Dumbrell and Axel Schäfer. (London: Routledge, 2009), 57.
16 Datta, ‘Anti-Americanism’, 149.
17 Jon Herbert, Trevor McCrisken and Andrew Wroe, The Ordinary Presidency of Donald J. Trump. 
(Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, 2019), 187.
18 Dina Smeltz, ‘Are we drowning at the water’s edge? Foreign policy polarization among the US Pub-
lic’, International Politics, 59, no. 5 (2022), 22.
19 Datta, ‘Anti-Americanism’, 150.
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good president (just 8% took the opposite view). When asked to assess Trump, 
recently-elected, 67% said that he would be a somewhat or very bad president, with 
28% offering a positive assessment. Distinctions in public evaluations of Republican 
and Democratic politicians are also apparent in responses to questions which asked 
about the parties’ respective presidential candidates, focusing again on confidence in 
their ability to manage international affairs. In 2008, 62% expressed some level of 
confidence for Obama and 50% for Hilary Clinton, both well ahead of John McCain 
(the Republican candidate, at 37%). In 2016, Clinton was well in advance of her 
Democratic contender, Bernie Sanders (68% versus 35%), and even farther ahead 
of the two Republican contenders (25% for Ted Cruz and just 12% for Trump). The 
2012 survey did not ask about the presidential candidates for both parties, but did 
probe views of Obama being re-elected: a very large majority of the British pub-
lic (73%) wanted this outcome, with just 11% backing the opposite result and 16% 
unsure.

Responses to the question gauging views of the US as a country show that the 
proportion of the public with a favourable assessment does vary over time, but 
that the variation is more constrained compared to the dramatic swings seen in the 
appraisals of presidents. But this indicator also shows that, under unpopular Repub-
lican presidents, positive views of the US tend to recede as well. The country was 
viewed more favourably under Obama and Biden than under Bush and Trump. The 
evidence for British public opinion in recent decades does seem to indicate, then, 
that views of the USA as a country can be influenced by opinions towards the cur-
rent president. This is a feature that has been found in recent studies of attitudes 
in other countries, both leading allies of the USA and amongst its major competi-
tors.20 What was most recently a ‘Trump effect’—his widespread unpopularity low-
ering the positive share of views of the US—was also to some extent a ‘Bush effect’. 
When Obama replaced Bush in 2009, the proportion in Britain with a positive view 
of the USA increased from 54% in 2008 to 70%. When Trump in turn succeeded 
Obama, favourable views of the USA declined from 62% in 2016 to 50% in 2017. 
Finally, when Biden replaced Trump, positive views of the country rose from 41% 
in 2020 to 65% in 2021. Statistically, there is also a strong correlation between the 
two data series shown in Fig. 1 (coefficient: 0.81), which indicates a high level of 
co-variation between them.

More direct evidence bearing on this issue—of presidential assessments act-
ing to as a lens through which some individuals’ view the country—comes from a 
question asked in the 2005, 2009 and 2013 surveys, after the election or re-election, 
respectively, of Bush and Obama. In terms of whether they thought that the elec-
tion outcome would lead to them having a more or less favourable view of the US 
(or would have no effect), the differences are stark. In 2005, 63% took the view that 
it would have an adverse effect on their view of the US, just 18% said it would be 
more favourable and 15% declared there would be no change. In 2009 and 2013, in 
contrast, clear majorities said that Obama’s election and re-election would improve 

20 Agadjanian and Horiuchi, ‘Has Trump Damaged; Haman and Školník, ‘Trump and the Image’; Fang, 
Li, and Liu, ‘Chinese Public Opinion’; Azzi and Hillmer, ‘The Presidents and the Polls’.
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their view of the US: respectively, 78% (compared to 6% unfavourable and 14% no 
change) and 65% (10% unfavourable and 19% no change).

Figure 2 charts the public’s consistently favourable views of the American people 
(asked between 2003 and 2013 and repeated in 2017). This has been in the range of 
69–74%, with the exception of 2003 during the Bush presidency when it was higher, 
at 83%, with feeling perhaps bolstered by support for the US after the 9–11 attacks 
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and the coalition intervention launched against Afghanistan. What is the British pub-
lic’s assessment of how the US treats its longstanding ally? A recent YouGov poll 
conducted in Britain and the US found that public opinion in the latter was much 
more likely to think that the two countries had a shared bond and a special relation-
ship, an inversion of the situation that has often thought to prevail at the level of the 
political and diplomatic elites. The British public was more likely to adjudge that 
the two countries were close allies but did not have a special relationship and had 
other close bilateral links, or to say that the US and UK were not now particularly 
close allies.21 When asked, in the Pew GAP surveys, if the US takes Britain into 
account when making decisions regarding international policy, public opinion has 
clearly shifted in response to the incumbent in the White House and their foreign 
policies and approach to bilateral relations. During the Bush presidency, as shown 
in Fig. 2, the proportion saying a great deal or a fair amount decreased (from 44% in 
2002 to 24% in 2008), but this trend halted when Obama came into office, ranging 
between 35 and 42% during his presidency (asked between 2009 and 2013). Asked 
only once, part-way, through Trump’s presidency, the proportion fell again to 27%, 
but then rose when asked again in the first year of Biden’s presidency (to 39%). 
Even taking these fluctuations into account, the proportion taking a more scepti-
cal view of the consideration given to UK interests has always exceeded the share 
thinking that Britain’s national interests are considered a great deal or a fair amount. 
But more generous views of the extent of US consideration have been higher during 
periods of Democratic occupancy of the White House. This prevailing scepticism 
about the representation of interests in bilateral relations with the US seems to be a 
longer-term feature of public opinion, given earlier research found that, during the 
1980s, ‘Western European nation also think the USA is not sensitive to their coun-
try’s interests or views’.22

Finally, Fig. 2 shows that public opinion in Britain towards NATO (asked from 
2009 onwards) has generally been stable, showing a consistent majority with favour-
able views of the organisation (ranging between 59 and 67%). This includes the 
Trump presidency (where it stood at between 62 and 66%), a period marked initially 
by strong criticisms from the president of the organisation’s supposed obsoleteness 
and its role regarding fighting terrorism, the longstanding issue of burden-sharing 
and the contribution of European member states to collective defence, and how the 
latter linked to the US’s willingness to uphold the Article 5 treaty commitment.23 
This recent pattern of aggregate stability in attitudes aligns with the high levels of 
support for NATO shown in many West European countries, including Britain, in 
the Cold War period.24

21 Camilla Walden, ‘Americans are twice as likely as Britons to believe the US and UK share a “Special 
Relationship”’, YouGov, June 11th 2021. Available at: https:// yougov. co. uk/ topics/ polit ics/ artic les- repor 
ts/ 2021/ 06/ 11/ ameri cans- are- twice- likely- brito ns- belie ve- us- and-.
22 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 114.
23 Stanley R. Sloan, ‘Donald Trump and NATO: Historic Alliance Meets A-historic President’, Chaos 
in the Liberal Order: The Trump Presidency and International Politics in the Twenty-First Century, ed. 
Robert Jervis, Francis J. Gavin, Joshua Rovner and Diane N. Labrosse (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 2018), 223–6.
24 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 20.

https://yougov.co.uk/topics/politics/articles-reports/2021/06/11/americans-are-twice-likely-britons-believe-us-and
https://yougov.co.uk/topics/politics/articles-reports/2021/06/11/americans-are-twice-likely-britons-believe-us-and
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Figures 3, 4 show aggregate-level opinion in Britain using the TT surveys, for 
the period 2002–2014. Figure  3 shows the following indicators: the percentage 
approving of the president’s handling of international policies; the percentage that 
desired a strong leadership role for the US in world affairs; and the percentage say-
ing that NATO is still essential for Britain’s security. Figure 4 features two indica-
tors about the US: the percentage with a somewhat or very favourable opinion of the 
US (asked between 2002 and 09); and the average score based on a ‘thermometer’ 
rating of feelings towards the US (asked from 2009 to 14). For the latter indicator, 
which ranged from 0 to 100, zero represented a very cold (unfavourable) feeling, 50 
denoted not particularly warm or cold, and 100 represented a very warm (favour-
able) feeling.

The evidence shown in Figs. 3 and 4 exhibits some similarities to the data from 
the Pew GAP surveys. Again, there is a consistent majority supportive of NATO’s 
role in providing for Britain’s national security, ranging from 60 to 76%. In response 
to an equivalent question, for the period 1967–91, consistent majorities of the Brit-
ish public took the view that NATO was essential for Britain’s security.25 This 
staunch backing for NATO on the part of the British public may reflect the enduring 
role that it has played in national security and defence policy since the outset of the 
post-war period, and the longstanding bipartisan underpinnings of Britain’s involve-
ment in NATO as expressed in the positions of the two major parties, Labour and 
Conservative.

Evaluations of US presidents also showed the marked variation seen earlier on. 
Positive appraisals of Bush were low or very low between 2002 and 08, with his 
ratings somewhat worse between 2006 and 08 (ranging between 17 and 20%) com-
pared to 2003–05 (26–35%). The change in White House incumbency saw a similar 
dramatic year-on-year increase in public opinion, from 18 to 82%. In every year, 
there was majority approval of Obama’s handling of international policies (61–82%). 
Interestingly, the 2013 survey also featured an equivalent question asking about the 
US government’s management of international policies, which elicited a much lower 
level of approval, at 44%. Assessments of the role that the USA should play on the 
international stage were initially very high under Bush (72% in 2002) and then fell 
away, ranging between 54 and 58% in 2003–05 and then 47–50% from 2006 to 08. 
When Obama arrived in the White House, public opinion became more favourable, 
rising to 64% in 2009 and higher still to 72% in 2010. It then settled at 57–72% 
between 2011 and 2014. This provides some evidence perhaps of attitudes towards 
presidents—here, involving a generally unpopular incumbent being replaced by a 
very popular successor—influencing wider evaluations of the US.

Feelings towards the US (Fig. 4) also tended to be positive across the presiden-
cies of Bush and Obama, for both indicators. The mean score based on the feeling 
thermometer ranged between 55 and 68, while a majority maintained a favourable 
view (between 65 and 77%).

To provide a more effective comparison of public opinion during the periods 
of recent Republican and Democratic presidents, the data shown in Figs.  1, 2, 3, 
4 were averaged across all available survey years per presidency (for Biden, this 

25 Clements, ‘British Public Opinion’, 76.
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was only based on the 2021 survey). This summary picture of the data is reported 
in Table 1. In recent decades, based on the Pew GAP surveys (shown in the upper 
part of Table 1), British public opinion has been somewhat more favourable towards 
Democratic than Republican presidents. In other words, there is evidence of a ‘pro-
Democratic’ tendency, but only for some of the questions. This is evident for the 
question asking directly about presidential performance on world affairs, with the 
average proportions expressing confidence in Bush and Trump during their respec-
tive periods in office much lower than that seen for Obama and Biden. Also, overall, 
favourable views of the US as a country were somewhat lower under Trump, but not 
Bush’s time in office. Likewise, the generally sceptical assessments of whether the 
US takes British interests into account when making foreign policy decisions were 
more pronounced under Trump (27% choosing a great deal or a fair amount) com-
pared to the three predecessors (36–39%). British public opinion was quite negative 
towards Bush during his time in office, in some respects, but was even more so dur-
ing Trump’s tenure. In contrast, though, views of the American people were highly 
favourable under Bush, Obama, and Trump (this question not asked in the 2021 sur-
vey). Similarly, support for NATO was high and stable across presidents, Demo-
cratic and Republican (the NATO question did not feature in the Pew GAP surveys 
during the Bush presidency).

Based on the TT survey data (shown in the lower part of Table 1), covering most 
of the Bush (2002–08) and Obama presidencies (2009–14), there are similarly posi-
tive views of NATO under both White House incumbents. For views of whether the 
US should play a leadership role in world affairs, desirability for this was higher 
under Obama than Bush, but was a majority view nonetheless in each case. The data 
also replicate the considerable variation in evaluations of these presidents’ handling 
of the international situation. This patterning corresponds with findings from earlier 
search, which found there was a pro-Democratic patterning to public opinion in the 
1970s and 1980s, with evaluations of Jimmy Carter (1977–81) being more favour-
able than those of Ronald Reagan (1981–89).26

Does this pro-Democratic tendency show up in the responses to other questions 
asked in the Pew GAP surveys? Another question gauging approval or disapproval 
of presidential performance on international affairs—asked infrequently—enables 
comparison of recent Republican and Democratic presidents. As shown in Fig. 5, 
there is a clear contrast in the British public’s assessments of Obama and Bush, with 
the former receiving much higher approval ratings. This also extends to the com-
parison of Bush and his Democratic predecessor, Bill Clinton. For Bush’s ratings, 
we can see a clear decline from 2002 to 2003, as opinion moves from being broadly 
split to being much more skewed in a negative direction, given the heated debates—
domestically and internationally—in the run-up to and then after the invasion of Iraq 
in March 2003.

As well as asking about presidential performance, the Pew GAP surveys have 
gauged approval or disapproval towards the foreign policy agendas of recent pres-
idents. The actual number of policies asked about for each president has varied 
(between 4–8 items), so the data here show the level of approval for each policy 

26 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 126.
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and the average approval rate (across the set of policies) per president. Policy 
approval was gauged on two occasions for Bush (2001 and 2002) and Trump 
(2017 and 2019), and once for Obama (2009) and (so far) Biden (in 2021). The 
results are shown in Table 2 (for Bush and Obama) and Table 3 (for Trump and 
Biden). The full question wordings in the original surveys have been paraphrased 
and abbreviated for ease of presentation. Comparing Tables  2 and 3, average 
policy approval, amongst the British public, was much higher for Obama (68%) 
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Fig. 3  Public opinion towards NATO, US role in world affairs, and US presidents’ handling of interna-
tional policies, 2002–14. Source: Author’s analysis of TT survey datasets. Note: British samples only; 
weighted data

58

60

62

64

66

68

70

72

74

76

78

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

%
Mean

score

USA: Very favourable or somewhat favourable (%) Feelings towards USA (mean score)

Fig. 4  Public opinion towards the USA, 2002–14. Source: Author’s analysis of TT survey datasets. Note: 
British samples only; weighted data



Journal of Transatlantic Studies 

Ta
bl

e 
1 

 S
um

m
ar

y 
of

 p
ub

lic
 o

pi
ni

on
 d

ur
in

g 
ea

ch
 p

re
si

de
nc

y

So
ur

ce
: A

ut
ho

r’s
 a

na
ly

si
s o

f P
ew

 G
lo

ba
l A

tti
tu

de
s s

ur
ve

y 
da

ta
se

ts
N

ot
e:

 B
rit

is
h 

sa
m

pl
es

 o
nl

y;
 w

ei
gh

te
d 

da
ta

Q
ue

sti
on

B
us

h
O

ba
m

a
Tr

um
p

B
id

en

Pe
w

 G
AP

Pe
rc

en
t w

ith
 so

m
e 

co
nfi

de
nc

e 
or

 a
 lo

t o
f c

on
fid

en
ce

 in
 th

e 
U

S 
pr

es
id

en
t t

o 
do

 th
e 

rig
ht

 th
in

g 
in

 w
or

ld
 a

ffa
irs

33
78

25
72

Pe
rc

en
t w

ith
 a

 v
er

y 
fa

vo
ur

ab
le

 o
r s

om
ew

ha
t f

av
ou

ra
bl

e 
vi

ew
 o

f A
m

er
ic

an
s

74
73

74
–

Pe
rc

en
t w

ith
 a

 so
m

ew
ha

t f
av

ou
ra

bl
e 

or
 v

er
y 

fa
vo

ur
ab

le
 v

ie
w

 o
f t

he
 U

SA
60

64
50

65
Pe

rc
en

t s
ay

in
g 

th
e 

U
S 

ta
ke

s t
he

 in
te

re
sts

 o
f t

he
 U

K
 in

to
 a

cc
ou

nt
 a

 g
re

at
 d

ea
l o

r a
 fa

ir 
am

ou
nt

 w
he

n 
ta

ki
ng

 
in

te
rn

at
io

na
l p

ol
ic

y 
de

ci
si

on
s

36
39

27
39

Pe
rc

en
ta

ge
 w

ith
 a

 so
m

ew
ha

t f
av

ou
ra

bl
e 

or
 v

er
y 

fa
vo

ur
ab

le
 v

ie
w

 o
f N

A
TO

–
61

64
67

Tr
an

sa
tla

nt
ic

 T
re

nd
s

Pe
rc

en
t a

pp
ro

vi
ng

 v
er

y 
m

uc
h 

or
 so

m
ew

ha
t o

f h
ow

 th
e 

U
S 

pr
es

id
en

t i
s h

an
dl

in
g 

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l p
ol

ic
ie

s
25

69
–

–
Pe

rc
en

t s
ay

in
g 

th
at

 it
 is

 v
er

y 
or

 so
m

ew
ha

t d
es

ira
bl

e 
th

at
 th

e 
U

S 
ex

er
ts

 st
ro

ng
 le

ad
er

sh
ip

 in
 w

or
ld

 a
ffa

irs
55

63
–

–
Fe

el
in

gs
 to

w
ar

ds
 th

e 
U

SA
 (m

ea
n 

sc
or

e)
59

59
–

–
Pe

rc
en

t w
ith

 a
 v

er
y 

fa
vo

ur
ab

le
 o

r s
om

ew
ha

t f
av

ou
ra

bl
e 

vi
ew

 o
f A

m
er

ic
an

s
–

73
–

–
Pe

rc
en

t s
ay

in
g 

N
A

TO
 is

 st
ill

 e
ss

en
tia

l
66

67
–

–



 Journal of Transatlantic Studies

and Biden (82%) than for their Republican counterparts. Agreement with Bush’s 
policies—averaged at 41% and 53%, respectively—was considerably higher than 
that expressed for Trump (just 21% in 2017 and 32% two years later). The clear 
differentiation in British public opinion in levels of support for Democratic and 
Republican presidents encompasses specific foreign policies, as well as their gen-
eral performance in managing international affairs.

Moving beyond performance assessments and policy appraisals, further ques-
tions asked by the Pew GAP surveys gauged the British public’s views of Trump 
and Biden’s leadership attributes or personality characteristics. These took the 
form of respondents being asked to say whether each president possessed each 
of several positive or negative attributes. This comparison is shown in Table 4. 
Trump was assessed on seven attributes (in 2017) and Biden on four of these 
(in 2021). In terms of positive characteristics as a leader, the public rated Biden 
much more highly in terms of being a strong leader (61% to 39%) and being well-
qualified to lead the US (76% compared to just 16%). Very small proportions 
rated Biden as dangerous (17%) or as arrogant (13%), whereas very large majori-
ties said the same about Trump (69% and 89%, respectively), as well as being 
intolerant (77%; this was not asked of Biden). For two other attributes not asked 
of Biden, only 27% affirmed that Trump cared about ordinary people, while 39% 
thought that he was charismatic. Albeit based on a limited comparison of the two 
most recent presidents, the pro-Democratic tendency is again apparent in public 
opinion.
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Fig. 5  Public opinion towards the international policies of US presidents. Source: Author’s analysis of 
Pew Global Attitudes survey datasets. Note: British samples only; weighted data
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Group‑level analysis

In aggregate, the British public has been broadly positive in its views of the US as a 
country and its people, and staunchly supportive of NATO. But its views of recent 
US presidents—their international role, foreign policy, and leadership traits—have 
varied markedly. This feature of public opinion in recent decades therefore under-
scores earlier research, with Crewe finding that ‘general attitudes of liking and trust 
are positive’, but which became ‘lukewarm when directed to the performance and 
judgement of the United States government and of particular presidents’.27

This raises questions addressed in this second part of the analysis, as the focus 
moves from the aggregate level to the micro-level. Which groups in British soci-
ety have been more (or less) supportive of recent US presidents (Democratic and 
Republican), and which have been more positive (or negative) in their views of the 
US, its people, and US–UK bilateral relations? Furthermore, has there been any 
notable variation in groups’ views of NATO? The analysis of group attitudes encom-
passes both socio-demographic variables and core political attitudes, using the Pew 
GAP and TT surveys.

Socio‑demographic groups

A core set of socio-demographic variables were used to facilitate the analysis over 
time for the Pew GAP surveys. These are gender (men and women), age group 
(divided into four categories: 18–29, 30–44, 45–64, 65 and older), and educational 
attainment (using a binary categorisation of university level and below university 
level). The presentation of the results follows the same approach used in Table 1. 
For each question, the data have been averaged across all (available) years for each 
president (with the caveat that the data for Biden are from the 2021 survey only). 
This enables a clear comparison of attitudes across Democratic and Republican 

Table 4  Public opinion towards 
the leadership attributes of 
Trump and Biden

Source: Author’s analysis of Pew Global Attitudes survey datasets
Note: British samples only; weighted data

Attribute Trump: 2017) (% 
yes)

Biden: 
2021 (% 
yes)

Well-qualified to be president 16 76
A strong leader 39 61
Caring about ordinary people 27 -
Charismatic 39 -
Intolerant 77 -
Dangerous 69 17
Arrogant 89 13

27 Crewe, ‘Britain’, 40.
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presidents. The exception to be noted here are the data pertaining to views of the 
American people. Given that public opinion is consistently high and generally sta-
ble over time and show little variation, these data are not presented or discussed in 
depth in the tables that follow, but—for purposes of comparison—the percentages 
for core demographic groups and political attitudes are reported in Appendix 3 (for 
the Bush, Obama, and Trump presidencies; the question was not asked in 2021).

Within the overall pattern of strongly divergent assessments for the recent Demo-
cratic and Republican presidents seen earlier, Table 5 shows that men and women 
evaluated Bush and Obama at similar levels (the former low and the latter high), but 
women’s evaluations of Trump were lower than those given by men (respectively, 
19% and 32%). Across the age groups, assessments of Bush were broadly similar, as 
were the very positive evaluations of Obama. Positive appraisals of Trump, which 
were very low across-the-board, reached a nadir amongst those aged 18–29 years 
old (at just 18%). Based on level of education, those without some form of univer-
sity level education were slightly more favourable in their assessments of Bush and 
Trump. Both groups registered positive ratings of the Democratic president’s han-
dling of international politics. In the 2021 survey, Biden received favourable assess-
ments across all socio-demographic groups, broadly similar to the average levels 
seen for Obama, with some difference based on level of education (78% of those 
with university level experience, compared to 68% for those without).

What about attitudes towards the US as a country? The views of men and women 
towards the US were similar during the Bush and Obama presidencies, but men had 
slightly more favourable attitudes during Trump’s time in office (58% compared to 
52%), in the context of overall favourability being lower during his presidency. The 
levels of positive sentiment towards the US did not really vary across the differ-
ent age groups, whether under a Republic or a Democratic incumbent. Moreover, 
the level of education did not differentiate views of the US during the Obama and 
Trump presidencies, although those with some form of university level education 
were somewhat more favourable during Biden’s first year in the White House (68% 
compared to 58% for those without some form of university level education), and 
also slightly more so during Bush’s presidency.

In terms of group attitudes towards NATO, there is evidence than men have been 
somewhat more favourable than women over recent years (data are not available for 
the Bush presidency), but in the context of consistent majority support being offered 
amongst both groups. There were not marked, or consistent, differences based on 
age, with majority support registered across all groups. Those educated to university 
level were particularly likely to be more supportive of NATO during Trump’s presi-
dency (75% compared to 59% of those educated to a lower level), a period in which 
the organisation’s role and the member countries’ contributions were politicised by 
the president’s various statements on the issue. Previous research has shown that 
education ‘makes citizens more inclined to support international cooperation’,28 
and so the vociferous criticisms made by a more unilaterally-inclined President 

28 Harold Schoen, ’Personality Traits and Foreign Policy Attitudes in German Public Opinion’, Journal 
of Conflict Resolution, 51 no. 3 (2007).
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Trump—advancing his ‘America First’ agenda—may have heightened support for 
one of the principal multilateral security institutions for British foreign and defence 
policy.

Based on the more limited time period, the TT surveys enable analysis of views 
of recent presidents and towards the US based on the same set of socio-demographic 
groups used for the Pew GAP surveys (for gender and age; and using a broadly simi-
lar binary classification of education, with the exception of the 2003 survey, when a 
different measure was used and which is therefore excluded from the analysis). The 
data are shown in Table  6. The consistent differences in evaluations of Bush and 
Obama, across all groups, are immediately apparent. Across the board, ratings for 
Obama were generally very high and, for Bush, usually very low. There was a gen-
eral consistency in the groups’ views of the US’s world role, in that—for both Bush 
and Obama—there was always majority support for the country playing a leading 
part in international affairs, although this support tended to be higher under the 
Democratic president.

Moving to the two indicators of feelings towards the US, a similar pattern is evi-
dent: that is, there is little variation in opinion across gender, age group and educa-
tion, in the context of generally high levels of affinity for the US, whether measured 
by the ‘thermometer scale’ (for Bush and Obama, the latter only in 2009) or general 
(un)favourability (Obama only). Finally, across the groups there are generally high 
levels of support for the view that NATO is essential for security. Even so, the mag-
nitude of support is greater amongst the older age groups (45–64 and 64 and older) 
compared to those aged 18–29. The level of support shows little variation based on 
gender or level of education. This pattern of broad-based support for NATO’s rel-
evance for national security is similar to that seen for the Pew GAP surveys concern-
ing NATO’s favourability, at least prior to the political tensions over NATO which 
were arose under the Trump presidency.

Party‑political and ideological groups

There are two important reasons why the political and ideological underpinnings of 
public views on US–UK relations are worth examining in detail. Firstly, the schol-
arly literature on public opinion and foreign policy highlights that, for citizens, par-
tisanship and ideology can represent ‘relatively stable and enduring political beliefs 
and attitudes,29 and these political predispositions can therefore act as accessible 
‘cues’ or ‘proxies’ for structuring views on foreign policy issues.30 This may be par-
ticularly the case for foreign policy issues, which are, relative to domestic policy 
concerns, generally less salient for the British public.31 Party affiliations are relevant 

29 Benjamin I. Page and Marshall Bouton, The Foreign Policy Disconnect: What Americans Want from 
Our Leaders but Don’t Get. (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 2006), 239.
30 Adam J. Berinsky, In Time of War: Understanding American Public Opinion from World War II to 
Iraq. (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 2009); Ole R. Holsti, Public Opinion and American 
Foreign Policy. Revised edition. (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2004); Clements (2018).
31 Clements, ‘British Public Opinion’, 46.
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given that, ‘political parties and their leaders often serve as key cue-givers, and citi-
zens are prone to rely on them when asked to consider topics remote from their daily 
experiences.’32 Moreover, ideological orientations are also important here, given the 
left–right ideological axis which has traditionally underpinned party and electoral 
contestation in Britain.33

Second, previous research has offered up findings on the associations between party 
affiliations and public opinion towards the US or wider transatlantic relations. Cross-
national research has produced important insights for the Cold War decades. One study 
found that, regarding west European public opinion, ‘Consistently, those on the political 
Right are more “Atlanticist” than are those on the Left.’34 While another study broadly 
concurred, noting that supporters of larger left-wing parties were more likely than those 
backing large centrist or centre-right parties to see themselves as anti-American.35 How-
ever, for Britain specifically, Crewe cautioned that there has not been ‘a period in which 
attitudes to the United States were the touchstone of partisan allegiance’, which was the 
case in some West European countries.36

Thirdly, an Atlanticist orientation has been a principal component of the bipartisan 
consensus over post-war British foreign policy.37 However, historically, there was a strand 
of ‘latent anti-Americanism’ within the left-wing of the Labour Party, with the right of the 
party generally more pro-Atlanticist on foreign and defence policy.38 For these reasons, 
therefore, it is instructive to examine how contemporary views on US–UK relations relate 
to the British public’s party allegiances and ideological leanings. Is there evidence of par-
tisan consensus or dissensus? Did the views of political or ideological groups change in 
response to a Republican or Democratic president?

Based on the Pew GAP surveys, Table 7 shows data for left–right ideology and 
party support (the latter was only available from 2009 onwards).39 Classified on the 
basis of ideology, we can see that those on the left were generally less supportive 
of Republican presidents, manifested in their ability to manage international affairs. 
Just 12% of those who were left-wing offered a positive assessment of Trump, 
which was similar to that expressed for Bush (10%). Those in the centre or on the 

32 Jason Reifler, Harold D. Clarke, Thomas J. Scotto, David Sanders, Marianne C. Stewart and Paul 
Whiteley, ‘Prudence, Principle and Minimal Heuristics: British Public Opinion toward the Use of Mili-
tary Force in Afghanistan and Libya’, British Journal of Politics and International Relations, 16, no. 1 
(2014), 28–55.
33 Geoffrey Evans, Anthony Heath and Mansur Lalljee, ‘Measuring Left–Right and Libertarian-Authori-
tarian Values in the British Electorate’, The British Journal of Sociology, 47, no. 1 (1996), 93–112.
34 Eichenberg, ‘Public Opinion’, 146.
35 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 95.
36 Crewe, ‘Britain’, 39.
37 Dennis Kavanagh and Peter Morris, Consensus Politics from Attlee to Major. 2nd edition. (Oxford: 
Blackwell, 1994).
38 Kavanagh and Morris, 99.
39 Left–right ideology in the Pew GAP surveys is based on respondents’ self-placement on a scale, rang-
ing from most left-wing to most right-wing. The scale values were collapsed into three broader catego-
ries of left-wing, centre, and right-wing. Supporting a political party was operationalised either from 
a question on vote intention or party feel closest to and recoded in a consistent way into the following 
categories: Labour; Conservative; other party (including the Liberal Democrats and minor parties); did 
not support a party or was unsure.
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ideological right rated both Bush and Trump somewhat more highly, but still at low 
levels. There were similar views of Obama across the ideological spectrum, who 
was rated very highly in this regard (77–80%), in stark contrast to his Republican 
predecessor and successor. Based on the 2021 survey, those on the right were less 
supportive of Biden’s conduct of international affairs (63%) as a Democratic presi-
dent, but there was still majority support in all groups, and at a very similar level for 
those on the left (78%) and in the centre (79%).

Looking at views of the US as a country, those on the left have held less favour-
able views, compared to those on the right and in the centre, under every president. 
Under Obama, 54% of those on the left held a favourable view of the US, which 
rose to 65% of those in the centre and 68% of those on the right. A similar pattern 
was evident under Trump: 37% of those on the left, increasing to 50% of those in 
the centre and 60% of those on the right. More generally, across ideological groups, 
views of the USA were more positive under Democratic than under Republican 
presidents.

Based on political party preference, we can see that Conservative Party support-
ers were somewhat more supportive of Trump’s handling of international affairs 
(33%), but in the context of much lower support across-the-board (the other groups 
ranged between 20 and 25%). Conservative (82%) and Labour (85%) supporters 
were both highly positive towards Obama’s performance in this area, while Labour 
supporters were somewhat more favourable than Conservative backers towards 
Biden in 2021, at 80% versus 71%; but he received high ratings across the board. 
Conservative voters were most likely to hold favourable views of the US during the 
Trump presidency (63%), while Labour supporters were least favourable (41%). 
Positive views of the US were much higher for all groups during Obama’s tenure 
in the White House compared to Trump’s. Conservative supporters (71%) were the 
most favourable group in their appraisals of the US during the Obama presidency, 
followed by Labour voters (66%). For Biden’s first year in office, a majority (58%) 
of Labour supporters held a positive view of the US, which was lower than the 74% 
of Conservative supporters.

Did assessments of NATO differ on the basis of core political attitudes? This is 
a particularly interesting area for investigation given the controversial pronounce-
ments—noted earlier—about the organisation made by President Trump on the cam-
paign trail and after taking office in January 2017. Moreover, research into views of 
NATO amongst Democratic and Republican supporters in the US found that opinion 
underwent polarisation after 2016, with the latter become more sceptical of—and 
the former more favourable towards—their country’s involvement in NATO, a pro-
cess driven by Trump’s candidacy for and election as president.40 In Britain, Jeremy 
Corbyn’s leadership of the Labour Party, from 2015 to 20, gave rise to considerable 
scrutiny of his views on foreign and defence policy given his left-wing credentials, 
with his seeming refusal to endorse the collective defence of NATO marking him 

40 Kyung Suk Lee and Kirby Goidel, ‘U.S. Public Support for the U.S.-NATO Alliance’, International 
Journal of Public Opinion Research, 34, no. 2 (2022), 1.
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out from his recent predecessors.41 Set against this, however, during Corbyn’s lead-
ership the Labour Party reiterated its longstanding commitment to Britain’s role in 
NATO in the 2017 and 2019 general election manifestos.42

Generally, variation based on left–right ideology was little in evidence in rela-
tion to NATO, with clear majorities of each ideological grouping holding favourable 
views under each president. There was no differentiation under Trump’s presidency, 
when NATO became something of a political football: whether on the left, centre or 
right, the levels of support clustered close together, between 65 and 69%. Similarly, 
majorities of supporters of all parties held positive views of NATO under each presi-
dent, and there was no evidence for greater variation during Trump’s presidency, 
which coincided with Corbyn’s leadership: 65% of Labour supporters backed NATO 
compared to 72% of Conservative supporters. Amongst those with no party prefer-
ence, support for NATO was visibly lower due to the greater proportions who were 
unsure on the issue (Table 8).

Overall, we can see that there was some variation in attitudes towards US presi-
dents based on core political attitudes, but these patterns were not consistent across 
Democratic and Republican presidents. Trump in particular, rather befitting his 
governing style, seems to have divided the British public to some degree based on 
left–right ideology and—to a lesser extent—party affiliation. Was attitudinal varia-
tion evident for the assessment of Trump’s and (his predecessors’) foreign policies, 
and for the leadership qualities of Trump and Biden? Table 8 reports the average 
approval—for each ideological and party group—for the set of foreign policies dis-
cussed already (with the exception of Bush due to lack of data on party support), 
as well as the proportion attributing negative and positive attributes to Trump and 
Biden (those asked in common in 2017 and 2019).

All ideological groups exhibit very high levels of average approval of Obama’s 
and Biden’s foreign policies. There is more variation evident in the approval of 
Trump’s foreign policies, in 2017 and 2019, with support lowest amongst those on 
the left, but in the context of all groups showing much lower levels of endorsement 
for Trump’s ‘America First’ agenda. For the evaluations of leadership qualities, 
those on the ideological left were least likely to think that Trump possessed positive 
characteristics (well-qualified to be president or a strong leader). Large majorities 
thought that Biden possessed these positive qualities, but even so support was rather 
lower amongst those on the right. All party-political groups strongly supported Oba-
ma’s foreign policies, as well as those of Biden. Compared to Labour supporters, 
Conservative backers were more likely to approve of Trump’s foreign policies, but 
this was still a minority view (as it was for all groups) in 2017 and 2019. Across 

41 James Strong, ‘Jeremy Corbyn’s views on British defence policy lie far outside the mainstream’, LSE 
British Politics and Policy Blog, 24 September, 2015, http:// blogs. lse. ac. uk/ polit icsan dpoli cy/ jeremy- 
corby ns- views- on- briti sh- defen ce- policy- lie- far- outsi de- the- mains tream/; Bridget Kendall, ‘The impact 
of Jeremy Corbyn’s foreign policy’, BBC News, 13 October, 2015, http:// www. bbc. co. uk/ news/ uk- polit 
ics- 34465 737.
42 The Labour Party, For the Many. Not The Few. The Labour Party Manifesto 2017. Available at: 
https:// labour. org. uk/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2017/ 10/ labour- manif esto- 2017. pdf, 120. The Labour Party, It’s 
Time For Real Change. The Labour Party Manifesto 2019. Available at: https:// labour. org. uk/ wp- conte nt/ 
uploa ds/ 2019/ 11/ Real- Change- Labour- Manif esto- 2019. pdf, 101.

http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/politicsandpolicy/jeremy-corbyns-views-on-british-defence-policy-lie-far-outside-the-mainstream/
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/politicsandpolicy/jeremy-corbyns-views-on-british-defence-policy-lie-far-outside-the-mainstream/
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34465737
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34465737
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/labour-manifesto-2017.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Real-Change-Labour-Manifesto-2019.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Real-Change-Labour-Manifesto-2019.pdf
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party groups, large majorities and small minorities, respectively, thought that Trump 
and Biden possessed the negative qualities asked about in both surveys. For the pos-
itive qualities, Labour supporters were less likely to rate Trump as a strong leader 
compared to Conservative and other party supporters, while in nearly every case a 
majority attributed a positive characteristic to Biden. There is some further evidence 
of variation in evaluations of Trump, in particular, by ideological location and party 
support, but this occurs in the context of the groups often having similar majority 
standpoints when evaluating recent Democratic and Republican presidents.

The TT surveys also enable an analysis of views based on left–right ideology 
and party support.43 The results are shown in Table 9. In terms of the evaluations 
of presidential handling of international affairs, there were similar—and generally 
very high—ratings of Obama across the three ideological groups. Those on the left 
were less likely to approval of Bush’s performance compared to those on the right 
(respectively, 20% and 31%), with those in the centre at 24%. Comparing Labour 
and Conservative supporters, large majorities endorsed Obama’s performance on 
the international stage, while similar—but this time much smaller proportions—pro-
vided a favourable assessment of Bush. Those supporting minor parties were least 
favourable in their views of Bush’s management of international affairs (just 16%). 
Views of whether it was desirable for the US to play a leading role internation-
ally were higher under Obama than Bush, irrespective of ideological orientation or 
party-political affiliation. Those on the left were more reluctant for the US to play 
this role under Bush (48% compared to 60% of those on the right), whereas under 
Obama the ideological groups were closer together in their views. Those supporting 
a minor party or not expressing a preference for a party were least likely to endorse 
the US playing a leading role, under both presidents.

Affinity towards the US as measured by the ‘thermometer scale’ was consistently 
warm under Bush and Obama, across both ideological and party groups. Favourabil-
ity ratings towards the US were high across-the-board during Obama’s presidency, 
with little variation based on ideological location and similar levels amongst sup-
porters of the two main parties. Those on the ideological left were less warm—on 
average—towards the US during Bush’s presidency, but the mean values for Labour 
and Conservative supporters were similar.

Finally, in relation to NATO, there was no difference in the (majority) support 
expressed within ideological groups during Obama’s time in office, while under 
Bush’s presidency, all groups were strongly supportive, but those on the left some-
what less so than those in the ideological centre (62% percent versus 72%). Across 
party-political groups, support for NATO was very high under both presidents, with 

43 Each TT survey asked a question about voting behaviour. From 2002 to 13, the same question gauged 
how a respondent would vote at a (hypothetical) national election taking place tomorrow; in 2014, the 
question asked whether, and how, the respondent had voted at the 2014 European Parliament election. 
From the responses to these questions, four party support categories were constructed: Conservative; 
Labour; other party; none / would not vote / unsure. For ideology, the TT survey used a self-placement 
scale, using the same question in each survey: ‘In politics people sometimes talk of left and right. 
Where would you place yourself on a scale from 1 to 7, where 1 means the extreme left and 7 means the 
extreme right?’). These values were combined into the three categories of left-wing (values of 1–2), cen-
tre (values of 3–5), and right-wing (values of 6–7).
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no marked differences between Conservative and Labour supporters. Research into 
opinion towards NATO in the 1980s similarly found that both groups generally 
offered majority support for membership, at a time of greater party-political diver-
gence in foreign and defence policy, with Conservative voters tending to be rela-
tively more favourable.44 Overall, then, NATO’s role in British defence and security 
is underpinned by broad-based support, across ideological and partisan categories, 
in both the Pew GAP and TT survey data.

The Labour Party, left‑wing ideology, and attitudes towards the US

The wider political context of the Trump presidency might be seen to have offered 
conditions which could have promoted the (re)emergence of left-wing opposition—
party-based or ideologically-based—to aspects of US–UK relations, given the right-
wing incumbent in the White House with an the ‘America First’ agenda, and the 
Labour Party having been led by its most left-wing leader since the early 1980s. A 
leader who had made strong criticisms of the foreign policies of the Trump admin-
istration45 and stated that the US was not the most important bilateral relationship 
for Britain.46 In general, Corbyn ‘rejected the UK’s Atlanticism and liberal interna-
tionalism’.47 Therefore, to probe some aspects of the data at a more granular level, 
Table 10 examines the association between party support, ideological position, and 
views towards the image of America, excluding the Bush presidency due to the lack 
of data for party support. Specifically, it compares the attitudes of those on the left 
versus those on the centre and right, amongst supporters of the Labour Party; and 
the attitudes of those on the right versus those on the left and centre, amongst those 
backing the Conservative Party.

Under the Democratic presidents, left-wing Labour supporters registered very 
high levels of support (85% in each instance), as was generally the case for the 
other party-ideological groups, albeit it was rather lower amongst those on the 
Conservative right in relation to Biden’s handling of international affairs. Labour 
supporters on the left were least likely to express confidence in Trump’s han-
dling of international affairs (just 8% did so), showing lower levels than those 
on the ideological centre and right (but also very low, at 19%). In turn—Labour 
supporters—irrespective of their ideological position—exhibited less confidence 
than Conservative supporters (39% amongst those on the right and 38% for those 
on the left and in the centre).

44 Clements, ‘British Public Opinion’, 80.
45 Jeremy Corbyn, speech at Chatham House, May 12, 2017, https:// www. chath amhou se. org/ sites/ defau 
lt/ files/ images/ events/ 2017- 05- 12- Corbyn. pdf.
46 Lizzy Buchan, ‘Jeremy Corbyn says US is not Britain’s most important relationship as he hits out at 
“offensive” Donald Trump’, The Independent, January 14, 2018, https:// www. indep endent. co. uk/ news/ 
uk/ polit ics/ donald- trump- jeremy- corbyn- offen sive- us- embas sy- labour- speci al- relat ionsh ip- a8158 356. 
html.
47 Angelos Chryssogelos, Is there a populist foreign policy? Research Paper. Europe Programme. (Lon-
don: Chatham House, 2021), https:// www. chath amhou se. org/ sites/ defau lt/ files/ 2021- 03/ 2021- 03- 26- 
popul ist- forei gn- policy- chrys sogel os_0. pdf, 8.

https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/images/events/2017-05-12-Corbyn.pdf
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/images/events/2017-05-12-Corbyn.pdf
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/donald-trump-jeremy-corbyn-offensive-us-embassy-labour-special-relationship-a8158356.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/donald-trump-jeremy-corbyn-offensive-us-embassy-labour-special-relationship-a8158356.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/donald-trump-jeremy-corbyn-offensive-us-embassy-labour-special-relationship-a8158356.html
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/2021-03-26-populist-foreign-policy-chryssogelos_0.pdf
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/2021-03-26-populist-foreign-policy-chryssogelos_0.pdf
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When it comes to affinity towards the US, left-wing Labour supporters have 
had distinctive stance during recent presidencies, being consistently less likely 
to offer positive assessments of the country. This is the case both in relation to 
their co-supporters on the centre and right and—with larger differentials—both 
groups of Conservative backers. Under Trump, just 32% of left-wing Labour 
supporters held positive views of the US, compared to 54% and 50% under, 
respectively, Obama and Biden. For NATO, however, left-wing Labour support-
ers do not occupy a distinctive position, either from Labour backers on the ideo-
logical centre and right or from Conservative supporters (whatever their ideo-
logical location). From Obama onwards, 66–73% of left-wing Labour supporters 
have held favourable views of NATO. There is certainly no recent evidence, 
then, that left-wing Labour supporters have been markedly less positive in their 
stance towards NATO, which would have been in keeping with the more critical 
views of the organisation’s role and utility held by their leader, Jeremy Corbyn. 
Across recent presidents, Labour supporters on the left were also least likely to 
think that the US took Britain’s interests into account when making policy deci-
sions (lowest at 18% during Trump’s tenure).

When party supporters are divided into ideological groups, it is clear that 
left-wing Labour backers were highly critical of Trump’s performance interna-
tionally, somewhat less enamoured with the US as a country, and more sceptical 
about whether Britain’s interests were accounted for in bilateral relations. How-
ever, left-wing Labour supporters also proved to be strong backers of NATO and 
of Democratic presidents on the world stage.

Table 11 presents the results from replicating the analysis of ideological posi-
tioning within the two groups party supporters, using the TT surveys. The data 
availability here allows us to look at the combinations of party and ideological 
position under Bush. We can see a stark contrast in all groups’ evaluations of 
Bush and Obama’s conduct of international politics: the former ranked very low, 
and the latter scored very highly, irrespective of party and ideological combina-
tion. Across the groups, there was also greater enthusiasm for the US playing a 
leading role internationally under Obama’s presidency compared to that of Bush. 
The barometer scale of feelings towards the US shows broadly similar levels of 
affinity under Bush and Obama. While, under Obama, all groups exhibit very 
high levels of approval of the US as a country. Stability characterises attitudes 
towards NATO, with all groups registering large majorities—across the presi-
dencies of Bush and Obama—seeing NATO as essential for national security. 
There is again no evidence that Labour’s left-wing supporters held distinctive—
that is, less supportive—views on NATO (Table 11).

Conclusion

This article has provided an in-depth analysis of the ‘image of America’ in British 
public opinion over recent decades, encompassing Republican and Democratic presi-
dents. In so doing, it responded to a clear gap in the scholarly literature regarding 
understanding of popular views of US–UK relations, while also engaging with—and 
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providing new insights alongside—other recent research in this area.48 These insights 
concern both the dynamics of public opinion at the aggregate level and at the group 
level. The analysis of aggregate-level opinion has shown that there has been some-
thing of a pro-Democratic tendency amongst the British public as a whole. In some 
respects, the image of the US is generally more positive when Democratic presidents 
are governing the US. This was evident in terms of evaluations of presidents—their 
performance in international affairs and foreign policy offerings—and affinity for the 
US, but not for NATO, where the public’s views are stable (and generally very posi-
tive) over time. Such a pattern reinforces what was seen in earlier decades, with pub-
lic opinion being more favourable towards Carter in the 1970s compared to Reagan in 
the 1980s.49 Moreover, the evidence also tends to suggest that—for the British public, 
as with attitudes in other countries—the US can sometimes be viewed through the 
lens of the incumbent in the White House and their degree of (un)popularity.

The findings from the aggregate level also tend to underline an earlier—and 
wider—conclusion that:

Attitudes wax and wane with the course of events. When the United States 
does things that Britons like, they applaud; when it does things to which they 
object, they boo.50

Under Bush and to even a greater extent Trump, the British were public gener-
ally booing loudly and consistently, given there was a lot—both presidential per-
formance and policy—to which they were objected. Under Obama, and in the early 
stages of Biden’s tenure, the British were and are much more likely to be applaud-
ing, given there is considerably more that they seem to like and support. At the heart 
of this seems to be a strong public impulse to welcome and approve of presidents 
that are returning the US to the path of international cooperation, rejoining or reen-
gaging with multilateral institutions and agreements.51

As the British public as a whole has shifted its views with the replacement 
of a Republican president by a Democratic successor, so have most or all soci-
etal groups that comprise it. There was more divergence in public opinion under 
Trump—up to a point—based on political attitudes, rooted in ideology and party 
preferences. In some respects, those on the left-wing and within the Labour Party 
tended to manifest more oppositional views, particularly under Trump. But, on 
the whole, a broad consensus—rather than dissensus—has tended to characterise 
attitudes amongst political and ideological groups.

Building on the insights generated by this in-depth study of public opin-
ion in Britain, future research would do well to track how attitudes in Britain 
change or remain stable over the duration of Biden’s first presidency and, look-
ing forward, to whether recurrent features of public opinion reassert themselves if 
Trump or a Trumpian candidate takes the White House for the Republican Party 
at the 2024 presidential election. Moreover, while this article has focused on the 

48 Webb and Cook, ‘British attitudes’; Ellis, ‘British public opinion’; Webb, ‘Observing America’.
49 Smith and Wertman, ‘US-West European Relations’, 126.
50 Rasmussen and McCormick, ‘British Mass Perceptions’, 534–5.
51 Datta, ‘Anti-Americanism’, 149.
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external-facing aspects of the ‘image of America’—its role in the world, its bilat-
eral links, and its wider embedding within the transatlantic alliance—there is also 
a need to examine contemporary British public opinion towards the internal-facing 
aspects of this image—the values, practices and institutions of US society, culture, 
and its political system.

Appendix 1

Information on the survey series.

Pew Global Attitudes surveys Transatlantic Trends surveys

Annual cross-national surveys Annual cross-national surveys
Time period: 2001 onwards Time period: 2002–2014
Adults in GB/UK, aged 18 and older Adults in GB/UK, aged 18 and older
Mode: Telephone interviews Mode: Telephone interviews
Source: https:// www. pewre search. org/ global/ datas 

ets/
Source: (https:// www. icpsr. umich. edu/ web/ ICPSR/ 

series/ 235)
Topline and group data (demographic and politi-

cal)
Topline and group data (demographic and political)

Topics Topics

US presidents: performance, policy, leadership 
attributes

US presidents: performance

USA: country, people USA: country
US–UK relations: bilateral context –
NATO NATO

Appendix 2

The image of America: Topics and core question wordings.

Survey series Topic Core questions Question coverage

Pew Global Attitudes 
Project

USA: Country and 
people

‘Please tell me if 
you have a very 
favorable, somewhat 
favorable, somewhat 
unfavorable, or very 
unfavorable opinion 
of the USA.’

‘Please tell me if you 
have a very favorable, 
somewhat favorable, 
somewhat unfavorable 
or very unfavorable 
opinion of Ameri-
cans?’

2002–21
2002–03, 2005–09, 

2010–13, 2017

https://www.pewresearch.org/global/datasets/
https://www.pewresearch.org/global/datasets/
https://www.icpsr.umich.edu/web/ICPSR/series/235
https://www.icpsr.umich.edu/web/ICPSR/series/235


Journal of Transatlantic Studies 

Survey series Topic Core questions Question coverage

US presidents: Perfor-
mance and policy

‘Now I’m going to 
read a list of political 
leaders. For each, tell 
me how much con-
fidence you have in 
each leader to do the 
right thing regarding 
world affairs—a lot 
of confidence, some 
confidence, not too 
much confidence, or 
no confidence at all. 
The U.S. President.’

2001, 2003–21

US–UK relations (bilat-
eral context)

‘In making international 
policy decisions, to 
what extent do you 
think the United 
States takes into 
account the interests 
of countries like 
Britain—a great deal, 
a fair amount, not too 
much, or not at all?’

2002–05, 2007, 2009–13, 
2018, 2021

NATO ‘Please tell me if you 
have a very favorable, 
somewhat favorable, 
somewhat unfavorable 
or very unfavorable 
opinion of NATO, 
that is, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization?’

2009–13, 2015–17, 
2019–21

Transatlantic Trends USA: Country and 
people

‘Next I’d like you to rate 
your feelings toward 
some countries, insti-
tutions and people, 
with one hundred 
meaning a very warm, 
favorable feeling, zero 
meaning a very cold, 
unfavorable feeling, 
and fifty meaning not 
particularly warm or 
cold. You can use any 
number from zero to 
one hundred. If you 
have no opinion or 
have never heard of 
that country or institu-
tion, please say so. 
USA.’

2002–09
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Survey series Topic Core questions Question coverage

‘Please tell me if you 
have a very favorable, 
somewhat favorable, 
somewhat unfavorable 
or very unfavorable 
opinion of..? The 
United States’

2009–14

‘How desirable is it that 
the US exert strong 
leadership in world 
affairs?’

2002–14

US presidents: Perfor-
mance and policy

‘Do you approve or 
disapprove of the way 
the president of the 
United States George 
Bush/Obama is 
handling international 
policies?’

2003–14

NATO ‘Some people say that 
NATO is still essential 
to our country’s 
security. Others say it 
is no longer essential. 
Which of these views 
is closer to your 
own?’

2002, 2004–14

Appendix 3

Public opinion towards Americans, by socio-demographic group, party support and 
left–right ideology. 

% Percent with a very favourable or somewhat favourable 
view of Americans

Bush Obama Trump

Socio-demographic group
Women 73 69 74
Men 75 76 74
18–29 years 71 72 70
30–44 years 75 73 73
45–64 years 74 73 77
65 and over 75 72 75
University level 74 75 73
Below university level 74 71 74
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% Percent with a very favourable or somewhat favourable 
view of Americans

Bush Obama Trump

Political attitude
Left 71 70 68
Centre 73 76 77
Right 75 73 80
Conservative – 77 80
Labour – 75 73
Other party – 70 77
None/don’t know – 68 69

Source: Author’s analysis of Pew Global Attitudes survey datasets.
Note: British samples only; weighted data.
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article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended 
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permis-
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licenses/by/4.0/.

References

Agadjanian, Alexander, and Yusaku Horiuchi. 2020. Has Trump Damaged the U.S. Image Abroad? 
Decomposing the Effects of Policy Messages on Foreign Public Opinion. Political Behavior 42: 
581–602.

Azzi, Stephen, and Norman Hillmer. 2022. The Presidents and the Polls, 1963–2021: An Inquiry into 
Canadian Anti-Americanism. American Review of Canadian Studies 52: 381–401.

Berinsky, Adam, J. 2009. In Time of War: Understanding American Public Opinion from World War II to 
Iraq. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press.

Chiozza, Giacomo. 2009. Anti-Americanism and the American world order. Baltimore: Johns Hop-
kins University Press.

Chryssogelos, Angelos. 2021. Is there a populist foreign policy? Research Paper. Europe Programme. 
London: Chatham House. https:// www. chath amhou se. org/ sites/ defau lt/ files/ 2021- 03/ 2021- 03- 
26- popul ist- forei gn- policy- chrys sogel os_0. pdf.

Clements, Ben. 2018. British Public Opinion towards Foreign and Defence Policy: 1945–2017. Lon-
don: Routledge.

Clements, Ben. 2021. British Public Opinion Towards the Vietnam War and UK-US Relations During 
the 1964–70 Labour Governments. International History Review 43 (4): 736–760.

Corbyn, Jeremy. 2017. Speech at Chatham House, https:// www. chath amhou se. org/ sites/ defau lt/ files/ 
images/ events/ 2017- 05- 12- Corbyn. pdf.

Crewe, Ivor. 1985. Britain: Two and a half cheers for the Atlantic Alliance. In The Public and Atlantic 
Defense, ed. Gregory Flynn and Hans Rattinger. Totowa: Rowman & Littlefield.

Datta, Monti Narayan. 2014. Anti-Americanism and the rise of world opinion: Consequences for the 
US national interest. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Dobson, Alan P. 2020. The evolving study of Anglo-American relations: The Last 50 Years. Journal 
of Transatlantic Studies 18 (4): 415–433.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/2021-03-26-populist-foreign-policy-chryssogelos_0.pdf
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/2021-03/2021-03-26-populist-foreign-policy-chryssogelos_0.pdf
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/images/events/2017-05-12-Corbyn.pdf
https://www.chathamhouse.org/sites/default/files/images/events/2017-05-12-Corbyn.pdf


 Journal of Transatlantic Studies

Dumbrell, John. 2013. Personal Diplomacy: Relations between Prime Ministers and Presidents. In 
Anglo-American Relations: Contemporary Perspectives, ed. Steve Marsh and Alan P. Dobson. 
London: Routledge.

Dumbrell, John. 2009. Hating Bush, Supporting Washington: George W. Bush, Anti-Americanism and 
the US–UK Special Relationship. In America’s ‘Special Relationships’: Foreign and Domestic 
Aspects of the Politics of Alliance, ed. John Dumbrell and Axel Schäfer. London: Routledge.

Eichenberg, Richard C. 1989. Public Opinion and National Security in Western Europe. Ithaca, NY: 
Cornell University Press.

Ellis, Sylvia. 2020. British public opinion and the Vietnam war. Journal of Transatlantic Studies 18 
(3): 314–332.

Everts, Philip, and Pierangelo Isernia. 2015. Public Opinion, Transatlantic Relations and the Use of 
Force. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Fang, Songying, Xiaojun Li, and Adam Y. Liu. 2022. Chinese Public Opinion about US–China Rela-
tions from Trump to Biden. The Chinese Journal of International Politics 15: 27–46.

Fabbrini, Sergio. 2002. The Domestic Sources of European Anti-Americanism. Government and 
Opposition 37 (1): 3–14.

Flynn, Gregory, and Hans Rattinger, eds. 1985. The Public and Atlantic Defense. Totowa, NJ: Row-
man & Littlefield.

Godson, Dean. 1987. British Attitudes Toward the United States. In British Security Policy and the 
Atlantic Alliance: Prospects for the 1990s, ed. Martin Holmes. Pergamon-Brassey’s International 
Defense Publishers.

Haman, Michael, and Milan Školník. 2021. Trump and the Image of the United States in Latin Amer-
ica. Central European Journal of International and Security Studies 15 (1): 58–85.

Hendershot, Robert M. 2020. Reflecting on the “Cultural Turn”: New Directions in the Study of 
Anglo-American Relations and the Special Relationship. Journal of Transatlantic Studies 18 (4): 
455–476.

Hendershot, Robert M. 2013. ‘Affection is the cement that binds us’: Understanding the cultural sin-
ews of the Anglo-American special relationship. In Anglo-American Relations: Contemporary 
Perspectives, ed. Steve Marsh and Alan P. Dobson. London: Routledge.

Herbert, Jon, Trevor McCrisken, and Andrew Wroe. 2019. The Ordinary Presidency of Donald J 
Trump. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Holsti, Ole R. 2008. To See Ourselves as Others See Us: How Publics Abroad View the United States 
after 9/11. Michigan: University of Michigan Press.

Holsti, Ole R. 2004. Public Opinion and American Foreign Policy. Revised. Ann Arbor: University of 
Michigan Press.

Katzenstein, Peter J., and Robert O. Keohane. 2007. Anti-Americanisms in world politics. Ithaca, NY: 
Cornell University Press.

Kavanagh, Dennis, and Peter Morris. 1994. Consensus Politics from Attlee to Major, 2nd ed. Oxford: 
Blackwell.

Kendall, Bridget. 2015. The impact of Jeremy Corbyn’s foreign policy. BBC News. http:// www. bbc. co. uk/ 
news/ uk- polit ics- 34465 737.

Lawson, Colin W., and John Hudson. 2015. Who Is Anti-American in the European Union? SAGE Open 
5 (2): 1–15.

Lee, Suk, and Kyung and Kirby Goidel. 2022. U.S. Public Support for the U.S.-NATO Alliance. Interna-
tional Journal of Public Opinion Research 34 (2): 1–10.

Merritt, Richard L., and Donald J. Puchala, eds. 1968. Western European Perspectives on International 
Affairs: Public Opinion Studies and Evaluations, 1968. Frederick A Praeger: New York.

Olsen, Gorm Rye. 2022. ‘America is Back’ or ‘America First’ and the Transatlantic Relationship. Politics 
and Governance 10 (2): 154–164.

Page, Caroline. 1996. U.S. Official Propaganda During the Vietnam War, 1965–1973: The Limits of Per-
suasion. London: Bloomsbury Academic.

Rasmussen, Jorgen, and James M. McCormick. 1993. British Mass Perceptions of the Anglo-American 
Special Relationship. Political Science Quarterly 108 (3): 515–541.

Reifler, Jason, Harold D. Clarke, Thomas J. Scotto, David Sanders, Marianne C. Stewart, and Paul Whiteley. 
2014. Prudence, Principle and Minimal Heuristics: British Public Opinion toward the Use of Military 
Force in Afghanistan and Libya. British Journal of Politics and International Relations 16 (1): 28–55.

Schoen, Harold. 2007. Personality Traits and Foreign Policy Attitudes in German Public Opinion. Jour-
nal of Conflict Resolution 51 (3): 408–430.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34465737
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-34465737


Journal of Transatlantic Studies 

Sloan, Stanley R. 2018. Donald Trump and NATO: Historic Alliance Meets A-historic President. In 
Chaos in the Liberal Order: The Trump Presidency and International Politics in the Twenty-First 
Century, ed. Robert Jervis, Francis J. Gavin, Joshua Rovner, and Diane N. Labrosse, 221–234. New 
York: Columbia University Press.

Smeltz, Dina. 2022. Are we drowning at the water’s edge? Foreign policy polarization among the US 
Public. International Politics 59 (5): 786–801.

Smith, Steven K., and Douglas A. Wertman. 1992. US-West European Relations During the Reagan 
Years. Palgrave Macmillan.

Strong, James. 2015. Jeremy Corbyn’s views on British defence policy lie far outside the mainstream. 
LSE British Politics and Policy Blog. http:// blogs. lse. ac. uk/ polit icsan dpoli cy/ jeremy- corby ns- views- 
on- briti sh- defen ce- policy- lie- far- outsi de- the- mains tream/.

The Labour Party. 2017. For the Many. Not The Few. The Labour Party Manifesto 2017. https:// labour. 
org. uk/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2017/ 10/ labour- manif esto- 2017. pdf.

The Labour Party. 2019. It’s Time For Real Change. The Labour Party Manifesto 2019. https:// labour. org. 
uk/ wp- conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2019/ 11/ Real- Change- Labour- Manif esto- 2019. pdf.

Walden, Camilla. 2021. Americans are twice as likely as Britons to believe the US and UK share a ‘Spe-
cial Relationship’. YouGov. https:// yougov. co. uk/ topics/ polit ics/ artic les- repor ts/ 2021/ 06/ 11/ ameri 
cans- are- twice- likely- brito ns- belie ve- us- and-.

Webb, Clive, and Robert Cook. 2020. British attitudes towards the United States since 1941. Journal of 
Transatlantic Studies 18 (3): 277–282.

Webb, Clive. 2020. Observing America: What Mass-Observation reveals about British views of the USA. 
Journal of Transatlantic Studies 18 (3): 296–303.

Whiteley, Paul. 1985. Attitudes to defence and international affairs. In British Social Attitudes: The 1985 
Report, ed. Roger Jowell and Sharon Witherspoon. Aldershot: Gower.

Xu, Ruike, and Wyn Rees. 2022. America and the special relationship: The impact of the Trump adminis-
tration on relations with the UK. British Politics 17 (1): 62–80.

Bibliography: Transatlantic Trends Survey datasets

Everts, Philip, Kennedy, Craig, Isernia, Pierangelo, Nyiri, Zsolt, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transatlantic 
Trends Survey, 2012. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 34715. v1. Accessed 07 Aug 2013.

German Marshall Fund of the United States. Worldviews 2002: European Public Opinion on Foreign 
Policy. [distributor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 03730. v1. Accessed 19 Jan 2004.

Isernia, Pierangelo, Kennedy, Craig, La Balme, Natalie, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transat-
lantic Trends Survey, 2006. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distribu-
tor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 20302. v1. Accessed 07 Jan 2008.

Kennedy, Craig, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, and Everts, Philip. Transatlantic Trends Survey, 
2003. Ann Arbor, MI: Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 03972. v1. Accessed 30 July 2004

Kennedy, Craig, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transat-
lantic Trends Survey, 2004. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distribu-
tor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 04243. v1. Accessed 30 Sept 2005.

Kennedy, Craig, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transat-
lantic Trends Survey, 2005. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distribu-
tor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 04605. v1. Accessed 28 Feb 2007.

Kennedy, Craig, Glenn, John, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, 
Richard. Transatlantic Trends Survey, 2007. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social 
Research [distributor], Accessed 26 April 2013. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 28187. v1.

Kennedy, Craig, Glenn, John, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, 
Richard. Transatlantic Trends Survey, 2008. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social 
Research [distributor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 26501. v1. Accessed 07 July 2011.

Kennedy, Craig, Nyiri, Zsolt, La Balme, Natalie, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, 
Richard. Transatlantic Trends Survey, 2009. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social 
Research [distributor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 28462. v1. Accessed 07 July 2011.

http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/politicsandpolicy/jeremy-corbyns-views-on-british-defence-policy-lie-far-outside-the-mainstream/
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/politicsandpolicy/jeremy-corbyns-views-on-british-defence-policy-lie-far-outside-the-mainstream/
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/labour-manifesto-2017.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/labour-manifesto-2017.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Real-Change-Labour-Manifesto-2019.pdf
https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Real-Change-Labour-Manifesto-2019.pdf
https://yougov.co.uk/topics/politics/articles-reports/2021/06/11/americans-are-twice-likely-britons-believe-us-and
https://yougov.co.uk/topics/politics/articles-reports/2021/06/11/americans-are-twice-likely-britons-believe-us-and
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR34715.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR03730.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR20302.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR03972.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR04243.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR04605.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR28187.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR26501.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR28462.v1


 Journal of Transatlantic Studies

Kennedy, Craig, Nyiri, Zsolt, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transatlantic 
Trends Survey, 2010. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 33021. v1. Accessed 11 May 2012.

Kennedy, Craig, Nyiri, Zsolt, Isernia, Pierangelo, Everts, Philip, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transatlantic 
Trends Survey, 2011. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 34422. v1. Accessed 10 Dec 2012.

Stelzenmueller, Constanze, Eichenberg, Richard, Kennedy, Craig, and Isernia, Pierangelo. Transatlantic 
Trends Survey, 2013. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3886/ ICPSR 34973. v1. Accessed 02 April 2014.

Stelzenmueller, Constanze, Isernia, Pierangelo, and Eichenberg, Richard. Transatlantic Trends Survey, 
2014. Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research [distributor], https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3886/ ICPSR 36138. v1. Accessed 24 July 2015.

Ben Clements is an associate professor in the School of History, Politics and International Relations, 
University of Leicester. His research interests include British public opinion towards foreign and defence 
policy in the post-war period. He has published articles on British public opinion towards recent military 
interventions, the Vietnam War and US–UK relations, foreign affairs and electoral politics in the 1960s, 
the UK’s nuclear deterrent, and European integration. His book, British Public Opinion on Foreign and 
Defence Policy: 1945–2017, was published by Routledge in 2018.

https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR33021.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR34422.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR34973.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR36138.v1
https://doi.org/10.3886/ICPSR36138.v1

	From Bush to Biden: British public opinion and the image of America
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methodology and data sources
	Aggregate-level analysis
	Group-level analysis
	Socio-demographic groups
	Party-political and ideological groups
	The Labour Party, left-wing ideology, and attitudes towards the US
	Conclusion
	Appendix 1
	Appendix 2
	Appendix 3
	References


