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Executive Summary

In 2038, using nationally representative survey data on global warming beliefs, behaviors and policy
preferencesn the United Stateswe identified six distinct groups of AmericapdGlobalk | NY Ay 3 Qa { A
Americast Since then, we have tracked the size of these six audienaadthe ongoing evolution of their

beliefs, behaviors and policy preferencgthrough a series of national surveys. \dleserveda sharpdecline

in publicengagementrom the fall of 2008 tdanuary 2010, andgradualreboundstartingin June 2010. In

our most recent surveyn September 201,2wve found that the rebound in public engagemérats continued

the Alarmed, Concerneahd Cautiousaudience segmentsnce agaircomprise70 percent of the American

public, as they did in the fall of 200&1oreover, there wadoth significant growth in the size of thilarmed
anddecline in the size of thBismissivéetweenthe spring and falbf 2012.

Perceived Benefits and CosiEReducing Fossil Fuel Use and Global Warming

1 Forfive of theSx Americas improvedpublichealthnow ranks among the top thregerceivedbenefits
of the nationtaking actionto reducefossil fuel use andlobal warming.

1 A range of other importanbutcomesg reducing our dependence on foreign oil, creating green jobs
and improving the economy are also ranked among the tdjve benefits by al8x Americas

1 One of the least recognized benefis improved national security, which is rankedoag of the two
least likely benefits by fivef the segments. Reventingstarvation and poverty worldwide were also
largelyunrecognized benefitsranking within the two least likely benefits for fiséthe segments

1 The drawback mostlikely to be citedvereincreased government regulatiaand higher energy prices
these werethe toptwo drawbacls for every segment

Support for National Policies

1 Majorities of all Six Americas say the U.S. should increase its use of renewable energy

1 Infive ofthe six segnents, larger proportionprefer to reduceyather thanincreasefossil fuel use; only
the Dismissivgreferi 2 AYONBIF aS GKS yIlIGA2yQa dzaS 2F F2aa)

1 In every segment except tHaismissivehalfor more favorthe elimination ofsubsidies to the fossitel
industry, and opposéhe elimination ofsubsidies to renewable energy companies.

1 Majorities of theAlarmed, Concerneahd Cautious; comprising 70 percent of the U.S. population
say he U.S. should reduce its greenhouse gas emissions, regardighatadther nations do.

1 Among the Six Americasjport fora candidate who support carbon tax varies consideraply
depending on the details of the propos@he most popular versi@t, supported by kalf ormore of
the Alarmed, Concerneahd Cautious; specifythat the taxwill either create more jobs in the
renewable energy and energy efficiency industraessrease pollution by encouraging companies to
find less polluting alternativesr be used to reduce the federal income tax. The least populaioers
proposes to us¢he revenue toprovidea tax refund of $180, on average, to each American household.

1 Funding research on renewable energy, and providingrébates for purchases of energificient
vehicles and solar panels have remained popularcigslamong five of the Six Americasce tracking
began in 2008

1 Opposition tobuilding morenuclear power plants haacreased among all segmentsur of the Six
Americas currently oppose building more plants

1 Support foroffshore drilling haslecreased in all six segments, Batr of the six groups still support
offshore drilling oraverage.
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Beliefsabout K2 Ly Tf dzSyO0Sa 9f SOGSR hFTFAOAIfAQ 5SOAAAZ2

1 Infive of theSix Americagnajoritesbelieve that if they work with others who share their views, they
can influence theielectedrepresentatives' decisions.

1 All Six Americashowever believe thatpeople who share the own views onglobal warming havéess
influencethan campaigreontributors, fossil fuel companies, the media,.eteeople who share their
views are, in fact, perceived as having tbastpolitical influence by every segment.

1 Fiveof the six segmentbelieve thatlarge campaign contributorisave the strongesinfluence on
elected officials

1 Four segmentg; the Alarmed ConcernegdCautiousand Disengagegdsay thatthe fossil fuel industry
hasmore influence than the renewable energy industwhilethe Doubtfuland Dismissivdelieve that
renewable energy companidgmvemore influencethan fossil fuel companies

1 TheDismissiveéend to believe the liberal news medlaasthe strongest influence oelected officials
50 percent saythe liberal mediaaffect legislators "a lot.

Yale/George Mason SixAmericas, Sept. 2012 3



Introduction

This reportis the sixtiin a serieonDf 2 6 I £ 2 | NI A Y, Ardddierfcd segmentafobidal{sls ssed
to examineAmericans' beliefs, attitudes, policy preferences and clirratevant behaviors

Views onthe issueof global warmingrary broadly in the bited Statesandaudience segmentation captures
the range of opiniomy identifyingcohesive groupwithin the public thatsharesimilar beliefs attitudesand
behaviors The segmentation framework described in this report dividesericans intesixdistinct publics
that range along a spectrum of concern and issue engagement

The first report identifying thesgroups¢ Global Warming's Six Americ&909¢ profiled the segments in
detail. Each subsequent report hascked changes in the sizes of the segments, @escribed additional
characteristics and beliefs of the six gropgsprior reportsare publicly availablat our websites The
methods used to gather and analyze these data are described briefly at the end of the, gartull
descriptionof the analysis methodsay be found in Maibacét al.,20112

Thsreport is divided into three sections: The first examines $ive Americagxpectations for both positive
and negativeoutcomesif the nation takes action to reduce global warmimgxpectationghat are strongly
related to the groups' support for national action on the issue.

The second section addresses the question of how the U.S. should respond to climate aicuoge energy
needs,assessingupport forvarious national policeand potential courses of action.

The third sectiorfocuses on how each of the Six Americas perctiiggelative influence oindividuals,
organizations and companies the elected representativewho are shapingJ.S. energy and climate policies.
Citizenactivismin support ofclimate and energypoliciesis unlikely if individuals believe their representatives
will ignore their views; hence, comparisons can shed light on the six groups' sense of collectieg,effica
essential component afivic engagement

! Reports may be accessed #tttp:/environment.yale.edu/climate/publicationsbr http://climatechange.gmu.edu.

% Maibach, Edward, Anthony Leiserowitz, Connie R8s&arouf & C.K. Mertz. (2011). Identifying Hikeded Audiences for Climate
Change Public Engagement Campaigns: An Audience Segmentation Analysis and Tool DevBloph&NE.
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017571
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The Six Americas Audience Segments

Alarmed Concerned Disengaged Doubtful Dismissive
Sept.
2012 8%
n=1,058
Highest Belief in Global Warming Lowest Belief in Global Warming
Most Concerned Least Concerned
Most Motivated Least Motivated

Proportion represented by area
Source: Yale / George Mason University

The Six America$ not vary much by age, gender, race or incantieere are members of every
demographic group in each of the groupBhey range insteadlong aspectrumof belief, concern and
issue engagement, from th&larmedto the Dismissive Groupn the left of thisspectrumare more
concerned and desire more actiom reduce global warmingvhile groups on the right arelatively
unconcerned and oppose action. The middle graapsl to havelow issue involvement, do not think
aboutglobal warmingpften and do not have strong if any¢ opinions on the course the U.S. should
pursue.

As of September 2012h¢ largest audience segmeis theConcerned29%) who are moderately
certain that global warming is occurringarmful and humastausedthey tend to viewglobal warming as
athreat to other nations and future generations, but not as a persidhaeat or a threat to their
commurity. They supporsocietal action on climate changeut are unlikely to have engaged in political
activism.

TheCautioug25%)¢ the secondlargest group arelikelyto believe that climate change is real, but
are not certain, andmany areuncertain about the cause. Thaye lessworried than the Concernegdand
view global warming as distantthreat. They have given little thought to the issared are unlikely to
have strongly held opinions about what, if anythisgould be done

Thethird largest groug the Alarmed(16%)¢ are very certain global warming is occurring,
understand that it ihhumancausedand harmful, andstronglysupport societal action to reduce the threat.
Theydiscuss the issue more often, seek more information about it, and are more likely to act as global
warming opinion leaders than the other segments. Taeythe most likely of the six groups to have
engaged in political activism on the issue, althougly @ibout a quarter have done so.

These three groupsthe Alarmed Concerne@nd Cautious; currently comprise 70 percent of the
American public Although they range in certainty about the reality and dangers of climate change, they
are similaly inclined to believe it is a real threat that should be addressed. Thus, some level of support for
action is the predominant view amorlge majority ofAmericans.
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TheDoubtful(13%)¢ the fourth largest groug are uncertain whether global warming is oacung or
not, but believe that if it is happening, it is attributable to natural causes, not human activities. They tend
to be politically conservative and to hold traditional religious views.

TheDisengaged9%) have given the issue of global warmititglto no thought. They have no
strongly held beliefs about global warming, know little about it, and do not view it as having any personal
relevance. Thetend to havethe lowest education and incomlevelsof the six groups

The smallest audience segnt is theDismissivé8%), who are very certain that global warming is
not occurring Manyregard the issue as a hoax and are strongly opposed to action to reduce the threat.
About one in nine have contacted an elected representative to argue agaitish @n global warming.

Changsin the Size ofSegments

When the audience segments were first identifiedthe fall of 2008just over half the U.S.
population fell into the two most concerned segmeutthe Alarmedand Concerned ByJarmuary201Q the
proportion in these two segments had decreased by 11 percentage points, and the proportion in the least
concerned segment, thBismissivehad more than doubled from 7 to 16 percent of the population.

These changes were consistent with multipleioaal polls showing similahifts in public opiion at
that time, and are likelyhe result ofseveralfactors including the recession, decreases in media coverage
Glinategatee | YR OdzSa FNRY LRfAGAOIT SftAGSa

ByJune of 2010however,the Alarmedhadrebounded by 3 percentage points, while tbésmissive
shrank by 4 percentln 2011there waslittle change in the segment sizes, beyond a further decrease in the
Dismissiveind a corresponding growth in tHgoubtful

In 2012there wasa graduaincreasen the sizes of the more concerned segmentsn April wefound
an increase of 5 perceage pointdan the Cautious and a decline in thBisengaged By September, the
Alarmedhad increased to 16 perceandthe Concernedo 29 percent whilethe Dismissivé8%) Doubtful
(13%) andCautioug25%)hadall contracted®

Global Warming's Six America2008 through 2012

W Dismissive
W Doubtful
m Disengaged

Percent

I Cautious
m Concerned
m Alarmed

Fall 2008 Jan 2010 Jun 2010 May 2011 Nov 2011 Apr 2012 Sep 2012

3 SuperstormSandyamplified national discussions dimate change, but it occurreafter these data were gathered; thus, the
upward trend in concern shown here does not reflect any impacstbem may have had on public opinion.
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Perceived Benefits and Costs of Reducing Fossil Fuel Use
and Global Warming

Studies suggest that support for action on climate change arises from a set of key beliefs, summarizec
in a priorSixAmericas repor{seehttp://environment.yale.edu/climate/files/SiAmericasMarch-2012.pdj.
Another central factor is beliefs aboutdloutcomes resulting from actiostudies show that people
tend todismiss evidence if they believe that acting on the evidence will lead to outcomes they fear or'dislike
Individuals who believéhat the economy will be harmedovernment regulation wiihcrease and individual
freedoms curtailecare more likely to dismiss the evidence for climate change, while those who believe that
inaction will result imarm to people and other speci@se more supportiveof action
To examingheseperceptionswe asked about the benefits and drawbacks of actisimg two
different frames taking stepgo reduceglobal warmingand taking stepso reducethe nation's use of fossil
fuels
Specifically, alf the respondents were asketPlease indicate whether yagree or disagree with the
following statements. If our nation takes steps to reduce our use of fossil fuels (coal, oil anal i@isi, it
o A t Thexadther half were askedPlease indicate whether you agree or disagree with the following
statements.I¥ 2 dzNJ yI G0A2y (F1Sa adSLEPE 2 NBRdAzOS 3t 206t ¢
Survey participants then saw pdtential outcomes, listed in random orderten benefits and sixosts
or drawbackgalthough is worthy of note that leastone of the outcomesg & f S Ini®re goZernment
NEB 3 dzf ¢ nibgk B Yahsidered a cost by some respondents and a benefit by atfigsesy rated each
potential outcomeon a five-point scale froni'strongly agree'to "strongly disagree,and could also respond,
"don't know,"or "prefer notto answer."
We foundthat the expectedutcomesassociated with taking steps to redugkbal warming ee very
similar to those associated with taking steps to redtassil fuel us€;in light of this similarityyve combined
both sets of datan the folbwing analysesA few differences do exist in expected benefits aodts
however, among individual segments. These have been noted on each page.

*Kunda, Z. (1990). The case for motivated reasorftsychological Bulletin, 1(8, 480498.
Ditto, P. & bpez, D. (1992) Motivated skepticism: Use of differential decision criteria for preferred and nonpreferred conclusions.
Journal of Personality & Social Psycholog{4)6568584.

> Leiserowitz, A., Maibach, E., Re&anouf, C., Feinberg, G., & Howe(@®12)Public support for climate and energy policies in

September, 2012¢ale University and George Mason University. New Haven, CPryjget on Climate Change Communication
http://environment.yale.edu/climate/publications/Policy -Support-September-2012
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Save people around the world from poverty and starvati

Provide a better life for our children and grandchildri

Protect world's poor from harm caused by the wealt

TheAlarmedexpect many benefits and few costs

Large majorities of thAlarmedexpectthat action will providdmmediate benefits to people in the
U.S, including improvedchumanhealth,a better life for our children and grandchildrghe prevention
of speciesxtinctiors, reducel dependence on foreign oil, arttle creation ofgreen jobs

84 percent of the Alarmed saat action would prevent the destruction of most life on the planet.
A dewardshipethic iscited by twathirds, whosayactionwill protect God's creation.

A small majoritysays that action would improve U.S. natiorsgcurity.

The twodrawbacks most commonly cited by tAéarmedq more government regulation and higher
energy priceg mayhave been vieweds positive outcomes, rather than drawbackgsomewithin
thisgroup.

Taking action to reduce global warmiisgeen asmore likelyto saveplant and animal species from
extinctions(p<.001)and providea better life for our children and grandchildrép<.05)than was
taking action to reducing fossil fuel use.

"If our nation takes action to reduce globalarming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Improve people's health

Save many plant and animal species from extinct
Help free us from dependence on foreign «
Create green jobs and a stronger econor

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plan:

Protect God's creatior

Improve our national security

Lead to more government regulatio

Cause energy prices to ris

Interfere with the free market PR
Undermine American sovereignt G

Cost jobs and harm our econon (53]

Harm poor people more than it helps ther

0 50 100
Percent
Benefits: [  Strongly agreclll Moderately ag
Drawbacksll  Strongly agreclll Moderately agr n=189
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The Concerned expect more benefits than costs,
although their expectations are more moderate than the Alarmed

1 The proportion othe Concernedvho expecteach benefit is lower than thalarmed and their
beliefs areless certainas indicated by morémoderately agree'and fewer'strongly agree”
responses.

1 Nonethelessgpproximately 8 out of 10 members of tl@oncernednticipate that taking action
will provide a better life for our childreand grandchildren, save many plants and animal species
TNRY SEGAYOGA2Y S | ¥RBRrgeAmajbdNg @d belidgSeitlwill Be &ree kisSrorh (i K
dependence on foreign oil and create jobs.

91 Close to twethirds (63%)ay action will prevent thdestruction of most lifeon the planet¢ and57
percent endorse stewardshipethic ¢ the protection ofGod's creation

1 A slight majority believe government regulation will increasd 44 percent expect energy prices
to rise, expectations which may be caras for this group

1 TheConcernedre much more likely to believe that reductions in global warming will save many
people from poverty and starvatiofp<.001)xhan reducing fossil fuel useill, as well as provida
better life for our children andgrandchildren, saspecies from extinctioncreae green jobsand
increa® government regulation (ap<.09.

"If our nation takes action to reduce global warming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Provide a better life for our children and grandchildr
Save many plant and animal species from extinct
Improve people's health

Help free us from dependence on foreign «

Create green jobs and a stronger econot

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plans
Protect God's creatior

Protect world's poor from harm caused by the wealt

Save people around the world from poverty and starvati

Improve our national security [} 20

Lead to more government regulatio
Cause energy prices to ris

Interfere with the free market RIS ES)
Undermine American sovereignt pass !
Cost jobs and harm our econon JSsEE

Harm poor people more than it helps ther pasE

0 50 100
Benefits: [} Strongly agrelli Moderately agr Percent

Drawbacksill Strongly agrel Moderately agr n=293
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TheCautiousexpectmore benefits than drawbacks frortaking action,
but their beliefs are weakly held.

1 About half or slightly moref the Cautiousexpectboth a range of benefitanda singledrawback
(more government regulatiortp accrue from taking actian

1 However, éwer than onefifth of the Cautiousstronglyagree thatanysinglebenefit or drawback
was likely; the benef#tthey are most likely to strongly anticipatare protecting God's creation
(16%)and providing a better life for our children and grandchildren (14%)

1 The Cautiousre more likely elieve that reducing our fossil fuel use vintiprove our national
security andeduce our dependence on foreign thian reducing global warming will (both < .03.

"If our nation takes action to reduce global warming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Provide a better life for our children and
grandchildren

Save many plant and animal species from extinct
Improve people's health

Help free us from dependence on foreign
Create green jobs and a stronger econot

Protect God's creatior

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plant

Protect world's poor from harm caused by t
wealthy

Save people around the world from poverty ang

starvation

Lead to more government regulatio
Cause energy prices to ris

Interfere with the free market

Cost jobs and harm our econon

Harm poor people more than it helps thetr

Undermine American sovereignt gl

0 50 100
Benefits: [l Strongly agrdil Moderately agree Percent

Drawbacks il Strongly agre. Moderately agree n=237
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TheDisengagedare relatively unlikely to recognizersy benefits or drawbacks to action.

1 Majorities respond "neither agree nor disagree" & of thebenefitsand drawback; between 55 and

80 percent of theDisengaged | @ (G KSe& R 2 th@potertiaycditéomés Goatadzipt shown).
1 Theyaremost likely tobelieve that action wilboth increasegovernment regulation andecreaseour

dependence on foreign oil.

f The benefit theyare most likely tostronglyanticipate isthe protection ofD 2 Refeation,although the

proportionisstill small at 15 percent.

"If our nation takes action to reduce global warming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Help free us from dependence on foreign
Improve people's health

Create green jobs and a stronger econor
Protect God's creatior

Save many plant and animal species from extinct

Provide a better life for our children and
grandchildren

Protect world's poor from harm caused by t
wealthy

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plant

Save people around the world from poverty anc
starvation

Lead to more government regulatio
Cause energy prices to ris

Harm poor people more than it helps ther
Undermine American sovereignt

Cost jobs and harm our econorr

Interfere with the free market

Benefits: M Strongly agref Moderately agree
Drawbacks:ll  Strongly agred Moderately agree
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TheDoubtful think there are more drawbacks than benefits to actign
but manybelievethat action would reduce our dependence on foreign oil

1 Increased government regulation and higher energy prices are viewed as likely outcomes by a
majority of theDoubtfut none of the benefits arexpectedoby a majority

1 Very fewg 5 percent or fewer stronglyagree that any benefivould accrue, other than reducing
our dependence on foreign oil

1 Only 12 percent say that action would increase U.S. national security, while twice as many believe
would undermine our soveignty (25%).

1 The Doubtfulare divided on the economic impaa§action 42 percent believe action will cost
jobs, while 27 percent believe it will create them.

"If our nation takes action to reduce global warming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Help free us from dependence on foreign

Create green jobs and a stronger econot

Improve people's health

Protect God's creatior

Provide a better life for our children and grandchildrt
Save many plant and animal species from extinct

Improve our national security

Protect world's poor from harm caused by the wealt @]

Save people around the world from poverty and starvati

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plant
Lead to more government regulatio

Cause energy prices to ris

Cost jobs and harm our econon

Interfere with the free market

Undermine American sovereignt

Harm poor people more than it helps ther

0 50 100
Benefits: M Strongly agredll Moderately agree Percent

Drawbacks:ll  Strongly agredll Moderately agree n=131
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TheDismissiveseelittle benefit to action and many drawbacks.

1 Majorities stronglybelievethat action will lead to increasegovernment regulationhigherenergy

prices ancharm the economy

A slight majority (52%) believe that action would undermine American sovereignty.

Fewerthan 20 percent of theDismissiveexpectany benefit of action, and only 10 percent believe

that green jobs would be created and would strengthen the economy.

1 Only ffteen percent believe action would redamur dependence on foreign oil, while ofly
percent believeour national security wouldbe improved

= =4

“If our nation takes action to reduce global warming/fossil fuel use, it will..."

Help free us from dependence on foreign

Protect God's creatior

Provide a better life for our children and grandchildr
Create green jobs and a stronger econor

Prevent the destruction of most life on the plant
Improve our national security

Improve people's health

Save many plant and animal species from extinct

Protect world's poor from harm caused by t
wealthy

Save people around the world from poverty an
starvation

Lead to more government regulatio
Cause energy prices to ris

Cost jobs and harm our econorr
Interfere with the free market
Undermine American sovereignt

Harm poor people more than it helps ther

0 50 100

Benefits: M  Strongly agredl Moderately agree Percent

Drawbacks: Ml Strongly agreeill Moderately agree n=117
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Supportfor National Policies
Four of theSix Americasupport alarge-to-medium-scale effort to reduce global warming.

1 Respondents were asked to assess the level of national éffifleytfavorto reduce global warming
while taking into account the accompanying costs.

1 Majorities of four segmentg the Alarmedto the Disengaged; favora largeto mediumscale effort by
the U.S. to reduce global warmirgyen if it hadarge to moderatecosts Seventypercent of the
Alarmedfavor a largescale effort.

1 Halfof the Doubtfulfavor a smalkcale effort, while28 percentfavor no response and 20 percent favor
a medium or large responsekightyfive percent of the Dismissivgay we should makeo effort.

"How big of an effort should the U.S. make to reduce global warming

100 - 7

m No effort
m A smallscale effort, even if it has small
economic costs

m A mediumscale effort, even if it has
moderate economic costs

B A largescale effort, even if it has large
economic costs

Alarmed Concerned Cautious Disengaged Doubtful Dismissive n=1,058

1 Since 2008 ite proportionthat favor alargescale efforthas fallerby 7 to 11percentage pointsn the
Alarmed ConcernedCautiousand Disengagedegments

How big of an effort should the U.S. make to reduce global warming
"A large-scale effort, even if it has large economic costs."

100
Pe ¢ 4 ¢ - Alarmed
¢ ¢ ® 70
% Concerned
g
% 50 P Cautious
o 40 o . g . *
7S ¢ 31 ¢ Disengaged
2 & ¢ o
19 <o ¢ 15 ¢ Doubtful
9
0 __:é_“ o ——& ¢ . — o o 1 Dismissive

Fall 2008 Jan 2010 Jun 2010 May 2011 Nov 2011 Apr2012 Sep 2012
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Majorities of the Alarmed, Concerned, and Cautiogzomprising 70 percent of the U.S. population
¢ say the U.S. should reduce its greenhouse gas emissions, regardless of what other nations do.

1 Inlight of the global nature of climate change, respondents were asked whether the U.S. should take
action toreduce its emissions alorgregardless of whether other nations are acting as welt
should act only if other nations are reducing their emissions as well.

1 Large majorities of th&larmedand Concernedand half of theCautiouselieve the U.S. shouléduce
its carbon emissions, regardless of the actions of other nations.

1 Seventy percent of thBisengageday they don't know what the U.S. should do, and half the
Dismissivesay the U.S. should not reduce its emissions.

1 TheDoubtfulare divided, with 42 percent saying they don't know what the U.S. should do, a third
saying we should act regardless of other nations' actions, and 18 percent saying we should only act if
the other nations act as well.

Conditions for Reducing U.S. Greenhouse Gase Emiss

m Don't know

m The US should not reduce its
emissions

m Only if other industrialized and
developing countries reduce

B Only if other industrialized
countries reduce

m Regardless of what other
countries do

Alarmed Concerned Cautious Disengaged Doubtful Dismissive n=1,054

1 The proportions that believe the U.S. should act regardless of the actions of other nations has
remained stableand highamong theAlarmedand Concerneaver the past four years

1 It has fallen within the other four segments, and fluctuated both upward downward, suggesting
attitudinal instability.

1 The proportion supporting unconditional action has fallen particularly amondibmissivewhichhas
experienced a decrease of 20 percage pointsn the proportion supporting unconditional action, a
new low for this group.

“The U.S. Should Reduce Its Greenhouse Gas Emissions Regardless of
Other Countries Do"
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Majorities of every segment believe the U.S. should ieese its use of renewable energy,
while none of the segments express majority support for increasing fossil fuel.use
Hve of the Six Americas prefer toeduce our use offossil fueb.

1 Early in the survey, before global warming was mentioned, respondents were asked whether the U.S.
should increase or decrease its use of fossil fuels and renewable energy in the future.
1 Majorities of every segmergaythat the U.S. shouldse more renewable energy in the future, while
few believe we should increase our use of fossil fuElgen among th®ismissivemore believe we
should increase our use of renewable energy (54%) fagnwe should increase our usefasgsilfuels
(46%)

In the future, do you think the United States should use renewable energy sourc

100 -
W Don't know

® Much less than today

B Somewhat less than

50 today

B Same amount as toda

B Somewhat more than
today

B Much more than today

Alarmed Concerned Cautious Disengaged Doubtful Dismissive n=1,045

"In the future, do you think the United States should use fossil fuels
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