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� I. Psychological Paradox
� II. Ideological Lens – Conservatism 
� III.  Application and Assessment

I. Psychological Paradox

Pew Poll from 
1/25/10

Top Priorities 

A. Polling Data: Stronger Evidence, Weaker Commitment
Global Warming Importance Dropping

Top Priorities 
for Americans 
in 2010

Just 28% see  
GW as top 
priority

Down 10% 
from 2007

Belief in GW Dropping Belief in GW Dropping 

Pew Poll from 
Oct. 22nd 2009

Huge partisan 
divide (75/35)

B. Stark Evidence for Human ImpactB. Stark Evidence for Human Impact

Photographs by Chris JordanPhotographs by Chris Jordan

½ of all species gone by 2100½ of all species gone by 2100

Border = 3200 toy tigers (# 
remaining on earth)

Space = 40,000 – 1970 pop.

Why don’t ecological Why don’t ecological 
concerns register???



Artic: Ice Free by Summer 2013? C. Yet, extensive denial literature…

…from Mp3 “experts”…from Mp3 “experts”

Thomas Fuller was born in Denver 
Colorado and currently lives in San 
Francisco. Trained by the U.S. Navy in 
electronics and cryptography, he has 
been writing about technology ever 
since, usually market research reports 
with exciting titles like 'Project Global 

Steven M Mosher, born in Grand 
Rapids Michigan, graduated 
Northwestern University and attended 
UCLA for graduate studies in 
literature. He later joined Northrop 
Aircraft where he worked as an threat 
analyst and director of analysis until 
transitioning to the commercial world 
in 1995 when he joined Creative Labs with exciting titles like 'Project Global 

Market for Infusion Pumps 2009-2014.' 
This is a lot of fun by comparison.

in 1995 when he joined Creative Labs 
as a director of marketing and product 
development. Since 1995 he has 
specialized in the development of new 
consumer technologies such as 3D 
graphics, web cameras, Mp3 players 
and a variety of wireless devices. 
Since 2007 he has worked in the open 
source community and has been 
active leader in the effort to get open 
access to the data and code 
underlying climate science. 

II. Ideological Lens

� A. Jost: Conservatism as security seeking
� B. Haidt: Conservatism as morality seeking
� C. Sinn & Walters:  Conservatism & GW

A. Jost+ (2003) Meta-analysis

� Political Conservatism as Motivated Social 
Cognition

� Conservatism correlates with
1. Death anxiety (r = .50)
2. Ambiguity intolerance (r = .34)2. Ambiguity intolerance (r = .34)
3. Openness to experience (r = -.32)
4. Integrative complexity (r = -.20)

� Trying to manage uncertainty and threat

Jost, Nosek, & Gosling (2008)

� Ideology primarily psychological
� Controversial claim
� Left-right differences historical, stable
� Conservatism

1. Resist social change1. Resist social change
2. Accept inequality

� System justification (cf. Cognitive Dissonance)
1. Reduce uncertainty and threat



Data on change resistance

� Conservative 
preferences:
1. Order
2. Conforming
3. Anti-fem.
4. Stability
5. Tradition

� Note: Implicit!
� How are liberals 

and conservatives 
similar?

Fig 1

Data on inequality acceptance

� Conservative 
preferences:
1. Straight
2. Light-skin
3. White
4. White c.
5. Anti-arab

� Prefer dominant 
group

� How are liberals 
and conservatives 
similar?Fig 2

Data on System Justification

� Q: Do conservatives seek to justify status quo?

� Q: Relation to cognitive dissonance?

Data on personality differences

� Q: Does ideology predict logical differences in traits and 
preferences? (Table 3)

… Attitudes on social issues



Attitudes on “the system” Summary of Jost et al. 

� Ideology from psychological needs
� Controversial, but strong data
� Adopt positions that min. threat from

1. Social change
2. Reduced inequality

� New power relationships?

� Strategies for addressing global warming 
attitudes? 

� Explain Paradoxes: Wall-street & Christian right

B. Haidt: Ideology as Morality 

� 1st Rule:  Feelings First, Reason Second
� If people want to reach a conclusion, they can 

usually find a way to do so.

� 2nd Rule: Bind together, sanctify life
� Definition: � Definition: 

� Morality: system to suppress/regulate selfishness 
to enable social life

� Cf. India and America

Haidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of MoralityHaidt: Foundations of Morality

�� Liberal leaningLiberal leaning
1.1. HarmHarm--carecare

2.2. FairnessFairness--reciprocityreciprocity

John Stuart Mill

Society as Social Contract

Individual Rights

�� Conservative leaningConservative leaning

1.1. InIn--groupgroup--loyaltyloyalty

2.2. AuthorityAuthority--respectrespect

3.3. PurityPurity--sanctitysanctity

Emile Durkheim 

God as society projected

Group/family first

Example Items

� Authority:  “If I were a soldier and disagreed with my 
commanding officer’s orders, I would obey anyway 
because that is my duty.”

� Purity: “Chastity is still an important virtue for teenagers 
today, even if many don’t think so.”today, even if many don’t think so.”

� Ingroup:  “The government should strive to improve the 
well-being of people in our nation, even if it sometimes 
happens at the expense of people in other nations.”

Graham, Haidt, Nosek (2009) 



Haidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: QuestionsHaidt: Questions

� Without 3 conservative dimensions, just a 
nation of shoppers.  Fit the data?

� Why do some become liberal/conservative
� Is “expanded” moral range better?
� Is this moral relativism?  What do we call � Is this moral relativism?  What do we call 

honor killings? Female circumcision? Ethic 
cleansing? 

� Can moral behaviors be immoral?

26

27

C. Conservatism & 

Global Warming

Jeff Sinn & Ashli Brooke Walters

Winthrop University
SEPA 2008

sinnj@winthrop.edu, 803-323-2638

4. Measures & Example Items

Conservatism: Personality
Openness (R) (John and Srivastava, 1999) α=.82

I see myself as someone who is curious about many different things.

Need for Closure, Order (Webster and Kruglanski, 1994)  α =.80.

I hate to change my plans at the last minute.

Absorption (R) (Glisky and Kihlstrom, 1993) α=.83

I can be greatly moved by eloquent or poetic language.I can be greatly moved by eloquent or poetic language.

Conservatism: Political Orientation
Right-Wing Authoritarianism (Funke, 2005) α=.75

What our country really needs … is a good stiff dose of law and order.

Social Dominance Orient (Pratto, Sidanius, Stalworth, & Malle, 1994) α=.83

Some people are just inferior to others.

System Justification (Kay and Jost, 2003) α=.77 

In general, you find society to be fair.

Conservatism: Cosmological Beliefs
Evolution endorsement (R), α = .86 New

Humans have evolved from one-celled organisms.

Religiosity, Creationism α =.87 New

God carefully designed and created each living thing.

Religiosity, Structuring α =.87 New

5. Measures & Example Items

Religiosity, Structuring α =.87 New

School teachers should believe in God.

Criteria
Global Warming α = .91 New

Global warming is a serious problem.

Species Extinction α =.85 New

Humans are causing too many species to go extinct.



6. Correlations with Conservatism
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Political Orientation
Cosmological Beliefs

III. Application & Assessment




