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As the world moves to the right, concern about climate change is moving 
with it. Already there are more climate-worried people on the right than on 
the left.

It is easy to see climate change as a progressive issue. The cause is typ-
ically driven by the political left and embedded in broader progressive 
issues of social justice. But this perspective is numerically wrong and 
practically limiting. 

Climate policy and the climate movement are out of sync with today’s 
world. They need a reset. The climate-worried on the right and left have 
different priorities and expectations. The answer to polarization is not 
unity; it is pluralism.

To appeal to the climate-worried right, we need to offer a pure-play cli-
mate agenda, the opportunity for national advantage, and the recogni-
tion of choice.  

Simon Glynn and Claire Whitehead (2025), Climate worry is moving right, Zero Ideas, https://doi.org/10.70272/qzus
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More climate-worried on the right than left
The issue of climate change has become so polit-
ically polarized, and so melded with social jus-
tice, that it gets taken for granted as a left-wing 
cause. But analysis of two waves of quantitative, 
multinational research (see Appendix) by Zero 
Ideas shows two findings that change that pic-
ture substantially:

1. Even on the far right, most people worry about 
climate change. 
Climate skepticism is stronger on the right than 
the left (at least in the Global North). But it is a 
minority position across the political spectrum. 
In the US—the country with the most politically 
polarized views on climate—among those who 
see themselves on the political left, 92% are cli-
mate-worried. Among those on the right it’s still 
61%—and even on the far right it’s 56%.

Other countries we have tested show an even 
stronger majority for climate worry on the right: 
66% in Germany, and 72% in the UK and Poland.

We use a simple left-right scale for easy com-
parison between countries, but we get a similar 
picture if we look at political parties. In the US, 
89% of people who align with the Democrats are 
worried about climate change, but so are 73% of 
independents, and 55% of those who align with 
the Republicans. Germany has seen a big swing 
to the right in its 2025 election, but 84% of peo-
ple who align with the Christian Democrats are 
worried about climate change, as are 54% of peo-
ple who align with the AfD.

2. Numerically, there are more climate-worried 
people on the right than on the left.
The significance of this climate worry on the 
right becomes clear when we see the size of the 
right compared with the left. Although the pro-
portion of people worried about climate change 
is smaller on the right, the size of the right means 
that there are more climate-worried people on 
the right than on the left. 

Figure 1 shows the effect graphically. The point 
holds whether you consider only the far left and 

Figure 1. Distribution of people by climate change worry and political spectrum

United States United Kingdom

Germany Poland

How worried are you about climate change?

Some people talk about politics in terms of left, centre, and right. On a left-right scale from 1 to 7,  
with 1 indicating extreme left and 7 indicating extreme right, where would you place yourself?

US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103
Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 
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The chart below shows the level of climate worry 
across the political spectrum for 21 countries we 
surveyed. Global North countries are in red; Global 
South countries are in blue. The political polarization of 
climate worry is limited to the Global North—and is far 
from universal even within the Global North.

right (in red) or also include the centre left and 
right (in dark pink). There are more climate-wor-
ried people on the right than left in the US, UK 
and Poland, and slightly fewer in Germany.

In Germany we do see the same effect happening 
at a party level. There are more climate-worried 
people aligned with the AfD (13% of people over-
all) than with the Greens (9%).

In Germany, there are more climate- 
worried people aligned with the AfD 
than with the Greens.

If the idea that there are more climate-worried 
on the right than the left is surprising, one rea-
son why is that it is new—at least for these coun-
tries (see box for a more global context). When 
we ran the same questions in a survey back in 
2023, there were more climate-worried people 
on the left than the right (Table 1). 

The past two years have seen a significant shift 
of climate-worried people to the right in all three 
countries.

In the UK and Germany, this shift has been driv-
en by the countries’ overall shift to the right; we 
see no significant change in the proportion of 
people worried about climate change within the 
left or within the right. In the US, we see both a 
national shift to the right and an increase in cli-
mate worry within the right. 

Either way, today we have large numbers of peo-
ple on the political right who are worried about 
climate change—even more than on the politi-
cal left. What is their experience? What ideas do 
they relate to? What policies can they support? 
Whether from governments, business or the cli-
mate movement, the answers are distinctly un-
welcoming.

Table 1
Climate-worried people on the right vs left 
Difference in percentage of the population

USA UK Germany

Today +6 %pts +4 %pts -2 %pts

2023 -7 %pts -2 %pts -8 %pts

Already in our 2023 survey, having more climate-wor-
ried people on the right than the left was the norm in 
the Global South, though rare in the North. 

This partly reflects more people in some Global South 
countries placing themselves on the right of the politi-
cal spectrum. But it also reflects a uniformly high level 
of climate worry among those on the right. 

A global perspective of the climate-worried right

Far left Centre left Far rightCentre Centre right
Political spectrum

Proportion of people 
worried about climate 
change (2023)

Global South countries: 
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, 
Colombia, India, Indonesia, 
Kenya, Mexico, Nigeria, 
South Africa, Türkiye.

Global North countries: 
Australia, Canada, France, 
Germany, Italy, Japan, 
Norway, South Korea, United 
Kingdom, United States.

N>2,000 for each country. 
See Appendix for source.

Global South 
countries

Global North 
countries
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Climate policy skews left
The framing of climate change as a progressive 
cause is pervasive. 

This framing is baked into our treaties on climate 
change. The principle that countries should con-
tribute based on equity and according to their 
‘common but differentiated responsibilities and 
respective capabilities’ was established at the 
Earth Summit in Rio in 1992 and written into Ar-
ticle 2 of the Paris Agreement in 2015. That agree-
ment also links climate action to sustainable 
development, eradication of poverty, a just tran-
sition of the workforce, the rights of indigenous 
peoples, local communities, migrants, gender 
equality, empowerment of women, intergenera-
tional equity and more.1 

The COP meetings charged with executing this 
agreement are dominated by negotiations about 
the transfer of wealth from developed to devel-
oping countries and demands for climate justice.

There is nothing inherent to climate 
change that makes it a progressive  
issue.

The progressive framing extends into the broad-
er context in which climate change is managed—
the other issues it is grouped with. The United 
Nations’ Sustainable Development Goals posi-
tion climate change, together with some other 
environmental goals that are essential for sus-
tainability, alongside a set of progressive societal 
goals regarding human welfare.2 The construct of 
Environmental, Social and Governance (ESG) in-
vesting does the same thing, creating composite 
metrics within which climate targets are inter-
changeable with diversity, equity and inclusion.

This progressive framing of climate change has 
been deliberate. The politicization of the climate 
issue is not limited to the political right. For dec-
ades, politicians and activists with progressive 
agendas have seen the urgency, necessity and 
transformative potential of climate action as an 
opportunity to further their cause. When Brazil 
hosted the 1992 Earth Summit that established 
the United Nations Framework Convention on 
Climate Change, it purposefully integrated ‘En-
vironment and Development’ in the name and 
agenda of the conference, pushing the interests 
of developing countries and ensuring that nego-
tiations would be handled politically under the 
UN General Assembly, rather than technocrati-

cally under the World Meteorological Office and 
UN Environment Program.3 Bernie Sanders, in 
promoting his Green New Deal as part of his cam-
paign for the US presidency in 2020, described 
climate change as ‘our single greatest opportuni-
ty to build a more just and equitable future.’4 

In 2022 in Greta Thunberg’s The Climate Book, 
Lucas Chancel and Thomas Piketty said that 
‘it’s time for us to acknowledge that there can 
be no deep carbonization without profound 
re-distribution of income and wealth.’5 Sandrine 
Dixson-Declève, co-author of Earth for all and 
then-president of the Club of Rome, launched a 
climate gathering in 2024 with the assertion that 
‘we’re not going to survive if we don’t focus on 
poverty and inequality.’ This is an implausible 
claim: we have survived with poverty and ine-
quality since the dawn of time. But it was met by 
general approval and a proposal from a promi-
nent corporate chief sustainability officer that 
‘making the connection between the sustainabil-
ity movement and the social justice movement 
is the number one thing for corporates to do.’6

Some of this harnessing of climate change to 
the progressive agenda may be self-serving, but 
much is driven by conviction and desire for a 
better world. What its proponents miss is that it 
represents one worldview. And as we have seen, 
that worldview is now a minority one in many 
countries.

Time for a reset
There is nothing inherent to climate change 
that makes it a progressive issue. Indeed in the 
UK, the first political leader to take it seriously 
was Margaret Thatcher.7 The politicization has 
grown out of ideologically driven perspectives 
about how we should respond. To win support 
for climate action from the climate-worried on 
the right as well as the left, we need to challenge 
these perspectives. Which ones are fundamental 
to the objective urgency of climate change itself, 
and which are a political choice among availa-
ble options? There is nothing wrong with cam-
paigning for a political choice. What is wrong—
because it is unproductive and alienating—is to 
insist that your choice is the only way to think 
about climate change. 

If it was ever plausible that the political solution 
to climate change is first to convert the world to 
progressive ideology, it must be clear today that 
this is not what is about to happen. A common 
response is to lament the current shift to the 
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need to build on our story of progress, advancing 
responsibly, with a love and respect for nature. 

Figure 3 illustrates a related and consequential 
difference. The climate-worried left  tends to be-
lieve that we need to make big, disruptive chang-
es to our society in order to stop climate change. 
(This is particularly true of the climate-worried 
far left, who have a strong voice in the climate 
movement.) The climate-worried right think 
that we need only gradual, step-by-step changes. 

Figure 4 shows, for the United States, the author-
ities that people would most trust to say that a 
particular technology is safe and ready for use. 
A majority of the climate-worried left most trust 
scientists at major research universities. A ma-
jority of the non-climate worried right trust no-
one at all. In the middle, the climate-worried 
right show relatively little mistrust, and no par-
ticular favourites. Scientists at major universi-
ties are their most common choice, with the US 
Government a close second.

right and to a multipolar world of competing 
interests, and double down on the same ideo-
logical approach, hoping to ride out the cycle. 
But this response ignores both the geopolitical 
realities and the opportunity that is provided by 
the climate worry and appetite for action on the 
expanding political right. Now is the time to en-
gage that worry and potential support.

If we want to appeal to the climate-worried on 
the political right, we need to understand who 
they are and what they value. They differ from 
both the climate-worried on the left and the non- 
climate-worried on the right.

Figure 2 illustrates one underlying difference 
in attitude. The climate-worried left tend to see 
humans as a destructive force on our planet. In 
this view we are exceeding the limits of our plan-
et and need to change our way of living so that 
the planet can regenerate. The net position of 
the climate-worried right is more balanced, and 
can even lean towards the view that humans are 
a force for good. In this more optimistic view we 

USA Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

UK Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Germany Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Poland Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Figure 2. Belief about humanity and the planet
Proportion of people who align more strongly with the righthand statement minus those who align more strongly with the left

Humans are a destructive force. 
We have deforested the land, driven many 
species to extinction, and polluted the seas and 
atmosphere. Our continuing economic growth 
is going beyond the limits of our planet. 

To secure our future, we need to change our 
way of living so the planet can regenerate. 

Humans are a force for good. 
It is incredible what our societies and 

civilizations have achieved. 

To secure our future, we need to build 
on this story of progress, advancing 
responsibly, with a love and respect 

for nature. 

0%-70% 70%

Which of the following two statements better aligns with your own views?

US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 
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USA Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

UK Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Germany Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Poland Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Figure 3. Belief about the type of change needed
Proportion of people who align more strongly with the righthand statement minus those who align more strongly with the left

Figure 4. Authorities most trusted on the safety of climate technologies
Proportion of people who naming each authority as the one they would trust most (United States)

To solve climate change, we need  
to make gradual, step-by-step 
changes to our society.

I would not trust any of these

To solve climate change, we 
need to make big, disruptive 

changes to our society.

0%-70% 70%

Which of the following two statements better aligns with your own views?

US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

Which of the following would you be most likely to trust if they said that a particular technology is safe and ready for use?

US N=2,508. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

Your preferred technology leader (e.g. Gates, Musk)

Humanitarizan organizations like the Red Cross

The US military
Agencies like NASA

Humanitarizan organizations like the Red Cross

The US government

Scientists at major research universities

Climate-worried 
Left

Climate-worried 
Right

Non-climate-worried 
Right
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A plea for pluralism
It is clear from Figures 2-4 that the widely shared 
worry about climate change transcends some 
quite different worldviews. This is why the an-
swer to polarization is not unity; it is pluralism. 

USA Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

UK Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Germany Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Poland Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Figure 5. Change vs conservatism

0%-50% 50%

Please read each of the following statements and tell us how much you agree or disagree with each of them.

US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

Pluralism is a realistic goal. The climate-wor-
ried right are not the conservative right. In fact, 
they are even more optimistic about change, and 
ready to accept change, than the left. The con-
trast with the non-climate-worried (conserva-
tive) right is stark (Figure 5). 

Net agreement that  
‘Change is always good and a sign of progress, even if it’s not what I was hoping for.’

USA Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

UK Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Germany Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Poland Climate-worried left

Climate-worried right

Non-climate-worried right

Figure 6. Reaction to perceived government overreach

0%-70% 70%

Please read each of the following statements and tell us how much you agree or disagree with each of them.

US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

Net agreement that  
‘If the government spent less time trying to fix everyone’s problems, we’d all be a lot better off.’
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But they do believe in freedom of choice. They 
don’t want to be told what they have to do. While 
they trust the government as an authority on cli-
mate technologies, they resist what they see as 
government overreach (Figure 6). On this issue, 
their stance is much closer to the conservative 
right than to the left. 

The answer to polarization is not unity; 
it is pluralism.

As we have previously argued,8 they tend to see 
responsibility as a moral choice (‘I am a respon-
sible person’) rather than an imposed burden (‘I 
have been given responsibility through the posi-
tion I have been put in’). With this lens it is easy 
to see why much of today’s climate narrative is 
not accepted on the right, even by people who 
worry about climate change.

Yet as the environmental agenda shifts from 
conservation to transition,9 there is plenty of op-
portunity for narratives that would resonate with 
the climate-worried right. Their unique combi-
nation of optimism about the future and appe-
tite for change (Figure 7) aligns particularly well 
with a transition mindset. 

A recent survey by More in Common of ‘progres-
sive activists’ in the United Kingdom found that 
most of them would not be prepared to cam-
paign alongside anyone who had voted for one 
of the country’s rightwing political parties.10 
The researchers concluded from their study that 
progressive activists’ ‘political outlook and ap-
proach to bringing about change makes them 
outliers from much of the wider public and those 
they are trying to win over.’11

To be effective against climate change in the 
world we live in today, we need to to be more 
genuinely inclusive and open to a plurality of 
people, policies and ideas.

What we can offer the climate-worried right
Within this pluralistic view, what tangibly can 
we offer the climate-worried right? What will en-
gage their forward-looking appetite for change, 
and crystallize their climate worry into support 
for—or at least consent to—climate action? 

Answering this question matters, because al-
though the climate-worried right are numerous, 
they are not (yet) putting their worry into action. 
Among the climate-worried left, across the four 
countries we surveyed, 40% of people rank cli-

Figure 7. Optimism and appetite for change

Please read each of the following statements and tell us how much you agree or disagree with each of them.

USA, UK, Germany, and Poland combined.  N=8,717. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

Optimism
Net agreement that 
‘the world will be a 
better place for our 
children than it was 
for me.’

Appetite for change
Net agreement that ‘change is always 
good and a sign of progress, even if it’s 
not what I was hoping for.’

+40%-40%
-40%

+40%

Climate- 
worried right

Non-climate- 
worried right Climate- 

worried left
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right see it that way too. In our research, they 
are more worried about species loss than they 
are about climate change (not always true of the 
climate-worried left). The problem comes from 
what else is in the circle outside the carbon tun-
nel vision, including inequality, poverty, afforda-
ble goods and services, and education. These are 
social issues, and any universal attempt to solve 
them at a global level risks alienating the right—
climate-worried or otherwise.  

Of course, the climate-worried right worry about 
social issues too. But they worry about different 
issues, and in different ways. We asked people 
how much they personally are worried about 
a number of societal shifts that could lead to a 
sense of loss (Figure 9). For the climate-wor-
ried left, the shifts to do with climate change 
and species loss stand out. For the climate-wor-
ried right, the most worrying of the shifts is the 
falling of moral standards in society. Their an-
swer to that shift is unlikely to be shared with 

mate change or the environment as one of their 
top three voting issues. Among the climate-wor-
ried right that number is 23%.

Our previous analyses suggest the answer may 
not primarily be about the prioritization of spe-
cific policies. Some of the policy territories that 
might be favoured by the climate-worried right—
such as a demand-side focus on promoting clean 
energy technologies as opposed to a supply-side 
focus on ending fossil fuels—turn out to be fa-
voured by the climate-worried left also.12 But the 
context for these policies matters. To appeal to 
the climate-worried right, our findings suggest 
we should offer three propositions that are miss-
ing in the progressive approach: 

1. A pure-play climate agenda
One of the big factors likely to alienate the cli-
mate-worried right, as we have seen, is the inte-
gration of climate change into a broader progres-
sive social agenda that they don’t support. So the 
first step to bringing in the climate-worried right 
is to offer a pure-play climate agenda, allowing 
them to support the cause they believe in with-
out attaching themselves to causes they don’t. 
This is not straightforward, because the belief 
in the integrated view is strongly held in the cli-
mate movement. There is even a name for being 
too narrowly focused: ‘carbon tunnel vision’.13  

But the graphic depicting carbon tunnel vision 
(Figure 8) illustrates the problem. It rightly ar-
gues that focusing only on carbon emissions is 
too narrow. The scope of the objectively, glob-
ally urgent environmental agenda is broader 
than carbon emissions: it includes (to use the 
language of that original graphic) biodiversity 
loss and resource scarcity. The climate-worried 

Source: Jan Konietzko, 2021

Figure 8. ‘Carbon tunnel vision’

Figure 9. Worry about loss
Climate-worried 

left
Climate-worried 

right
Non-climate-worried 

right

Species going extinct as we disrupt their habitat or food chain

Proportion of people very worried about:

Identity politics dividing society

Moral standards in society falling

Less financial support being provided by the state for  
unemployment, sickness and other benefits

Fewer people holding religious beliefs

Climate change creating tougher conditions for ourselves  
and for future generations

Temporary or insecure jobs replacing permanent, stable jobs

Less support offered by neighbours and the community

Each generation no longer being better off than their parents

Please tell us how much you personally are worried about each of the following shifts. Percent answering very worried. Germany, Poland, UK, USA. N=8,717. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 
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Responding to this is partly a question of narra-
tive, but also substance. The solution they want 
to see is not only about what every country must 
contribute because we are all in it together. It is 

the climate-worried left. By definition, the cli-
mate-worried left and right can’t align on social 
issues, which is why we need to separate out a 
pure-play climate agenda in order to get support 
from across the political spectrum.  

2. Opportunity for national advantage
The climate-worried right are not strongly na-
tionalist: they are more concerned about the 
rest of the world than the non-worried right are, 
and they tend to agree that ‘the world would be 
a more peaceful place if its wealth were divid-
ed more equally among nations.’ But they are 
optimistic, believing in a better future for their 
children, and are in search of opportunity. Like 
the rest of the right (but unlike many in the cli-
mate-worried left) they tend to be proud of their 
country’s history (Table 2). They are likely to re-
spond well to positive opportunities that play to 
the strengths of their country. 

Table 2. National pride 
Net agreement that ‘I am proud of my country’s history’

Climate-worried 
left

Climate-worried 
right

Non-climate- 
worried right

USA +9% +51% +71%

UK +7% +61% +76%

Germany -12% +24% +30%

Poland +58% +71% +65%

Please read each of the following statements and tell us how much you agree or disagree with each of 
them. US N=2,508, UK N=2,079, Germany N=2,027, Poland N=2,103. Zero Ideas/Savanta research. 

also about how our country can contribute in a 
way that will help it thrive in the post-fossil fuel 
world. 

This approach is particularly important for 
countries that have advantaged positions in the 
fossil fuel world that they fear losing, whether 
in natural materials or heavy manufacturing. 
It is what China is famously good at, building a 
leading technology position in wind, solar, and 
electric cars. It is what Japan’s Ministry of Econ-
omy, Trade and Industry does when it plans the 
transition for each industry sector together with 
the leading corporations in that sector, in a spir-
it of trust and collaboration, with dual goal of 
decarbonizing Japan and positioning Japanese 
companies to help decarbonize the world. The 
answer will be different for each country, but 
there are plenty of specialized leadership oppor-
tunities to play for.

3. Recognition of choice
Perhaps the issue of greatest sensitivity is the 
recognition that we (as the world, as countries, 
and as people) have choices. A frequent claim in 
the climate world is that we don’t have a choice; 
the situation is such that we just have to do what-
ever is being prescribed. 

Objectively, this is not true: we have big choices 
to make, trading off the different risks we face, 
different timescales we prioritize, and different 
people who may be positively or negatively af-
fected. From the perspective of the climate-wor-
ried-left, we have a collective responsibility to 
choose the socially ‘right’ answer, and the state 
is best placed to do that. For the climate-worried 
right, that may feel like government over-reach. 
We need to recognize the choices we have, and 
give people the freedom to make the trade-offs. 
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Appendix 

A note on research methodology

This paper draws on two primary research pro-
grams. 

Unless otherwise stated, the findings are from 
a 10,815-respondent research study by Zero Ide-
as in partnership with WePlanet, covering Ger-
many, Poland, the United Kingdom and United 
States (as well as Nigeria, which is not included 
here). 

The fieldwork was conducted by Savanta in No-
vember 2024 (after the re-election of President 
Trump in the US and before his inauguration). 
Respondents in each of the four countries re-
ported in this paper are approximately nation-
ally representative in age, gender, income, edu-
cation, and region. Each country has more than 
2,000 respondents.

The primary focus of this study was on popular 
support for the science and technologies that can 
help stop climate change. A Zero Ideas research 
report on that topic, titled Climate Tech Forward, 
is to be published in May 2025.14 

The present paper draws on selected questions 
within that research, and profiles respondents 
based on their answers to two questions in par-
ticular. First:

How worried are you about climate change?  
Select one. 
1. Very worried 
2. Somewhat worried 
3. Not very worried 
4. Not at all worried

‘Climate worried’ in this report refers to people 
who answer (1) or (2) to this question. Second:

Some people talk about politics in terms of left, cen-
tre, and right. On a left-right scale from 1 to 7, with 
1 indicating extreme left and 7 indicating extreme 
right, where would you place yourself? 
Select one.

Language used in this report relates to the 1-7 
scale in this question as follows:

1
Far left

Left2

3 Centre left

4 Centre

5 Centre right

Right6
Far right

7

Within each country, we also asked people for 
their political party affiliation, with the ques-
tion, Generally speaking, do you think of yourself 
as aligned with? Select one. We use this question 
both in its own right, and to check for consisten-
cy in how people use the 1-7 left-right scale.

On page 3 we refer to a 2023 study. These find-
ings are from a 57,968-respondent, 23-country 
research study by Potential Energy Coalition and 
Zero Ideas in partnership with Yale Program on 
Climate Change Communication and Meliore 
Foundation. The fieldwork for this study was 
conducted by Dynata between June and August 
2023. Again, each country has more than 2,000 
respondents. 

The primary focus of this study was on what 
moves and motivates people to support govern-
ment-led climate action. The research report 
on that topic was published in November 2023, 
titled Later is Too Late.15 A subsequent report on 
the political aspect of these motivations, using 
the same data, was published by Zero Ideas in 
August 2024, titled Unleashing multipartisan sup-
port for climate action.16 

The present paper draws on the same two ques-
tions used as described above, which we used 
also in this earlier study, to give a longitudinal 
read for the countries that are covered in both 
(Germany, UK, US) and a broader global perspec-
tive from across the G20 and beyond. 
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About Zero Ideas
Zero Ideas is a research and education charity estab-
lished to challenge leadership thinking on climate 
action. We conduct primary and secondary research 
and publish articles and research reports to inform 
business and other leaders on climate issues and to 
drive a more ambitious leadership mindset regarding 
climate action. 

Recent research projects and collaborations have ex-
plored:
•	 Popular support for the science and technologies 

that can help stop climate change;
•	 The use of theories of change to assess and guide 

corporate climate action;
•	 What moves and motivates people to support cli-

mate action across the G20 and beyond;
•	 Why sustainable finance supply needs industrial 

strategy demand;
•	 Understanding and responding to public de-

mand for nuclear energy;
•	 Keeping politics out of companies’ climate action.

Zero Ideas is a Charitable Incorporated Organization 
in England & Wales. 

Registered Charity Number 1199593. 

www.zeroideas.org. 
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