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Political Polarization on Climate Change
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FIGURE 4. Percent of Americans Who Believe the Effects of Global Warming Have Already
Begun to Happen from 2001-2010, by Political Ideology and Party Identification.

McCright & Dunlap, 2011






Issue Priority for President and Congress among Republicans
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Growing Support For the President and Congress to Make

Global Warming a Priority

—&—Believe GW should be medium/high/very high priority

—{—Believe developing clean energy sources should be medium/high/very high
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Do you think that global warming should be a low, medium, high, or very high priority for the president and Congress?
Do you think that developing sources of clean energy should be a low, medium, high, or very high priority for the

president and Congress?
Base: Americans 18+.

Source: Yale/George Mason
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Republicans’ Support for Prioritizing
Clean Energy Development and Global Warming
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Support for National Policies
On Energy and Climate



In the future, do you think the United States should use...

...renewable energy sources
(solar, wind and geothermal)
less, more, or the same
amount as we do today?

100 A
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100 A
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...fossil fuels (coal, oil, and natural
gas) less, more, or the same
amount as we do today?

M Prefer not to
answer

M Don't know

B Much less than
today

M Somewhat less
than today

M Same amount as
today

M Somewhat more
than today

M Much more than
today
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Republican Support for Climate & Energy Policies

Expand offshore drilling

/ Fund more research on renewable energy sources

Provide tax rebates for people who purchase energy-efficient
vehicles or solar panels

Regulate carbon dioxide (the primary greenhouse gas) as a
pollutant

Eliminate all federal subsidies for the fossil fuel industry
(estimated $10.4 billion a year)

Eliminate all federal subsidies for the renewable energy
industry (estimated $1.7 billion a year)

Require companies that produce or import fossil fuels to pay a
carbon tax even if it costs the average household an average of
$180 per year.'

Increase taxes on gasoline by 25 cents per gallon and return the
revenues to taxpayers by reducing the federal income tax.
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Would you be more or less likely to vote for a candidate who supports legislation to increase taxes
on coal, oil, and natural gas (a “carbon tax”) in a way that is “revenue neutral” (meaning the total
amount of taxes collected by the government would stay the same), if the new carbon tax...
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American jobs in the down the national by encouraging the federal income tax refund of $180,
renewable energy debt companies to find tax rate on average, to each
and energy efficiency less polluting American household'
industries alternatives
4C

M Prefer not to
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M Don't know
B Much less likely
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M |t would have no
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B Much more likely
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Many Republicans and Democrats Don’t Know Whether Fossil-Fuel
Companies Should Be Held Responsible For the Hidden Costs of
Their Products

B Republicans (n=260) OlIndependents (n=231)  BDemocrats (n=326)
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Strongly support Somewhat support  Undecided/Don't know Somewhat oppose Strongly oppose

Some people say that burning fossil fuels seems cheap until you include all the “hidden costs” we pay for citizens
who get sick from polluted air and water; military costs to maintain our access to foreign oil; and the environmental
costs of spills and accidents. How much do you support or oppose holding the fossil-fuel industry (coal, oil, and
natural gas) responsible for all the hidden costs of their products?

Base: Americans registered to vote 18+.

Source: Yale/George Mason
4C
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Generally speaking, do you think using energy sources
(such as solar, wind and geothermal) would be good or bad for America?

100 -
M Prefer not to

answer
M Not sure
M Very bad
50 M Somewhat bad
M I'm undecided

B Somewhat good

M Very good

Renewable Green Clean Alternative Eternal
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Expected Outcomes of Action to Reduce
Global Warming & US Fossil Fuel Use



Republicans’ Perceptions of the Benefits of Action

Help free us from dependence on foreign oil

Provide a better life for our children and grandchildren

\f

Protect God's creation

Save many plant and animal species from extinction

Create green jobs and a stronger economy

\ Improve people's health

/ Prevent the destruction of most life on the planet

Protect the world's poorest people from environmental harm
caused by the world's richest people

Save many people around the world from poverty and
starvation

-

Improve our national security
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Republicans’ Perceptions of the Drawbacks of Action

Lead to more government regulation

Cause energy prices to rise

Cost jobs and harm our economy

Interfere with the free market

Undermine American sovereignty

Harm poor people more than it helps them

0 50 100
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Individualism

If the government spent less time trying to fix everyone's problems, we'd all be a lot
better off.

Our government tries to do too many things for too many people. We should just let
people take care of themselves.

The government interferes too much in our everyday lives.

Government regulation of business usually does more harm than good.

Egalitarianism

The world would be a more peaceful place if its wealth were divided more equally
among nations.

In my ideal society, all basic needs (food, housing, health care, education) would be
guaranteed by the government for everyone.

| support government programs to get rid of poverty.

Discrimination against minorities is still a very serious problem in our society.



Individualism

Our government tries to do too many
things for too many people. We should
just let people take care of themselves.

The government interferes too much in our
everyday lives.

M Strongly
disagree

M Somewhat
disagree

M Somewhat
agree

M Strongly
agree

Republican Independent Democrat Republican  Independent Democrat
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Egalitarianism

| support government programs to get rid of Discrimination against minorities is still a very
poverty serious problem in our society

Republican Independent Democrat Republican Independent Democrat

M Strongly
disagree

M Somewhat
disagree

M Somewhat
agree

M Strongly
agree
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Mean Individualism & Egalitarianism by Party Identification
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Changes in Trust in Scientists in Response to Climategate, by Individualism
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Changes in Trust in Scientists in Response to Climategate, by Egalitarianism
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Changes in Trust in Scientists in Response to Climategate, by Party ID

M Much less trust

M Somewhat less trust

50

M No change in my
level of trust

M Somewhat more
trust

M Much more trust

Republican Democrat
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Perceptions of the Scientific Agreement
Influences People’s Key Beliefs about Climate Change,
Which Influence Support for Mitigation Action

a

Ding-Ding et al., 2012
Myers et al.; 2012
Roser-Renouf et al., 2011
Krosnick et al., 2006



Is Global Warming Occurring?
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Beliefs about Global Warming

Cause of Global Warming Perceptions of Scientific Agreement
100 100 - 1
M Don't Know B Don't know enough
to say
M Other
M Most scientists
M Neither think ‘glot?al
warming is not
happening
50 50
M Natural M There is a lot of
Change disagreement
among scientists
M Humans &
Natural
Change B Most scientists
B Human think global
Activities warming is
happening
0 01
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How Much Global Warming Will Harm...

M Not at all

M Only a little

M A moderate

amount

B A great deal

You Personally Future Generations Plant & Animal Species
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Beliefs about Solvability of Global Warming

100 A
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M Global warming isn't happening

B Humans can't reduce global warming, even if
it is happening

M Humans could reduce global warming, but
people aren't willing to change their behavior,
so we're not going to

B Humans could reduce global warming, but it's
unclear at this point whether we will do
what's needed

B Humans can reduce global warming, and we
are going to do so successfully
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Bringing Republicans Onboard: Two-Dimensions

The right policies:

Results suggest that Republicans favor a move to a clean energy economy, but

their support is contingent on the development of policies that are consistent
with their core values.

The right messages:

a

While speaking to clean energy alone -- without discussing climate change --
may be associated with clean energy policy support, this support could be
strengthened by communicating the key beliefs:

Climate change is real

It’s harmful

It’s caused by human activities

The scientific community is in broad agreement about the reality,
dangers and causes of climate change

Human actions can reduce climate change.



http://climatechange.gemu.edu
http://research.yale.edu/environment/climate
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