Reject bipartisan claims aff implementation would drastically decrease support
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In early 2019, a US climate change and economic renewal policy proposal called the Green New Deal (GND)1 rose from obscurity to national prominence in just four months. This situation created a natural field experiment in which to study the emergence of partisan polarization. Here, we report findings from two nationally representative surveys of registered US voters that measured familiarity with and support for the GND shortly before and after the issue entered the national spotlight. Initially, there was low public awareness of the GND but majority support for it across party lines. Four months later, voters had become much more familiar with the GND and partisan polarization had increased significantly due to a sharp decrease in support among Republicans. In fact, Republicans who had heard the most about the GND were the least likely to support it. In contrast, support for the GND remained high among Democrats, and did not vary substantially across degrees of familiarity. We also identify a likely mechanism: a ‘Fox News effect’. That is, among Republicans, Fox News viewing was a significant predictor of both familiarity with the GND and opposition to it, even when controlling for alternative explanations. Climate change requires solutions that match the scale of the threat. In late 2018, one proposed large-scale solution called the Green New Deal (GND) entered the US political conversation, propelled by a wave of grassroots activism, Representative Alexandria OcasioCortez (Democrat from New York) and Senator Edward Markey (Democrat from Massachusetts). The scope of the GND is expansive, including but not limited to a transition to 100% clean, renewable electricity, ‘green’ jobs and job-training guarantees, investments in ‘green’ technology research and development, improvements in sustainable infrastructure, and clean air and water guarantees1 . Public opinion of the GND is important because in democratic societies public policymaking is expected to be responsive to the citizens’ preferences. To date, research has found bipartisan support for some of the individual components of the GND, such as a transition to 100% renewable energy and regulating CO2 as a pollutant2–4 . However, bipartisan support can fracture into partisan polarization if the public is exposed to elite cues that associate support or opposition with their respective partisan loyalties or values . Opinion polarization between partisan groups is a dependable effect of partisan media, due to phenomena such as selective exposure and motivated reasoning that drive strong partisans to more extreme opinions8,9 . Some experiments suggest compelling ‘party over policy’ effects: people tend to favour a policy proposed by their own political party, but they reject the same policy when proposed by an opposing party10,11. Such experiments demonstrate polarization effects in response to partisan cues, but they do not gauge the nature of real-world phenomena because they are conducted in artificial settings and with single messages. While survey research often tracks partisan opinion trends on social issues over time12, it usually investigates issues that have already attained broad recognition. In contrast, this study uses a sequence of representative surveys to assess the polarization that developed over time and at scale shortly before and after US voters first became widely aware of a nascent climate change and economic renewal policy proposal. We first measured familiarity with and support for the GND in a nationally representative survey of registered voters in the United States (N=966) at Time 1 (T1) in early December of 2018. At that time, the GND did not yet have widespread name recognition, and partisan framing by political and media elites had not yet permeated the national conversation. At Time 2 (T2) in early April 2019, we repeated the questions in a second survey with a new nationally representative sample (N=1,097). In the four months between T1 and T2, the GND was discussed extensively in the national news, including coverage of its evolving policy framework, grassroots activism, controversies, the formal Congressional Resolution, and the subsequent Senate vote on that resolution13–16. For example, in the week after the resolution was introduced, cable television outlets CNN, MSNBC and Fox News aired a combined total of 45 prime-time segments discussing the GND. In the week preceding the Senate vote, those three outlets aired a combined total of 41 prime-time segments. Our measurements provide estimates of how awareness of and support for the GND changed over these four months and how these changes differed by political party. We also present evidence supporting a likely mechanism: a strong, negative ‘Fox News effect’ on Republicans’ support for the GND. From T1 to T2, the proportion of registered voters who had heard at least “a little” about the GND tripled from 17% to 59%. This increase extrapolates to an estimate that 63million registered voters (of the 153million registered voters17) became aware of the GND over those four months. The proportion of registered voters who had heard “nothing at all” decreased by half from 82% to 41%. Interestingly, familiarity with the GND increased most among conservative Republicans (Fig. 1). By T2, about twice as many conservative Republicans (38%) as liberal Democrats (17%) had heard “a lot” about the GND. Our survey data indicate the magnitude of partisan polarization that developed over just four months as US voters became increasingly familiar with the GND. At T1, after being given a description of the basic components of the GND (Methods), 81% of registered voters
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