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Why are governments and politicians
MBACKGROUND acting so poorly on climate change

(or simply not act at all)?
The limits of representative democracy in responding to the urgency of the climate crisis

X Electoral short-termism and political cycles
Elections over long-term policies and future

Compromise politics
The need to form coalitions and avoid unpopular measures often dilutes the ambition of environmental policies

= Influence of organized interests
B |nhdustries’ interests over citizens and the environment

Ideological conflict: polarization and populism
not a priority for some influential political actors; position issue (ideological conflict on what (not) to do); misinformation, sometimes created,
conveyed, and promoted by politicians themselves, undermines consensus on climate action

» Low credibility
The gap between promises and actual action fuels growing skepticism about politicians’ ability to resolve the climate crisis
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What are the alternatives? Who might
BACKGROUND complement or even replace them?

The alternative/complementary decision-making models in responding to the urgency of the climate
crisis: benefits (and risks)

emocracy

Elected representatives Independent experts Ordinary citizens Strong leader
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JMOBJECTIVES

1. Mapping the preferences of the public for the different models in climate governance

- Support for each type of model/actors (+ anarchy): to what extent is there a specific demand for alternatives
or complements on this particular issue

- Support across models: to what extent are these preferences overlapping (or not)
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MMETHODS

1. Survey data sources

French-speaking Belgium: TSS — SONYA (ULB - Louise Knops, Thom Bauler), large study
(N=1,380) on climate-related opinions (2025)

 Luxembourg: KBR study (UNI), large study (N=2,200) in the framework of the 2022 Climate
assembly study (Klima Biergerrot) — to be integrated later eventually

2. Descriptive, factor and latent profile analyses (today)
3. More elaborate, multivariate analyses and hypotheses testing (later)
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JSOME PRELIMINARY INSIGHTS

* Question: On a scale from 1 to 5, to what extent would the following political systems be
capable to respond to climate change?

Capable - Electoral d . —e—
Representative democrac Direct democracy Authoritarianism Technocracy Anarchy Fpeve  Redbrdemonreel 2869807
25+ 30 40 30 1 80
Capable - Direct democracy — Tt
207 Capable - Authoritarian system - ———
304 60 - 2580827
20 207
15 Capable - Power to climate experts = 3%6
§ § § § §
3 Capable - No system at all T
10 1
1 1 1 1 1 1
15 2 25 3 35
10 10
s | 4
i 1 0 2 1. Experts / technocracy
10k 1 C . / 0o d
itizens / participatory democracy
e, 3. Politicians / representative democracy
0 D A2 @ A2 @ 0 D a?.a%.a%.4¢ 0 D A2 AP AP AT O_é\aeez 0- D AC A AT A . . .
SEEES SESEE SEEES SEEES LSS (population spread but overall confirm relative
AN SRS ST SRS PSRN C :
ST B SHGTS B S skepticism: only slightly capable on average)

4. Lower support for authoritariansim
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JSOME PRELIMINARY INSIGHTS

Preferences for the different models OVER the status-quo, i.e. representative democracy (the
higher the value, the higher the support over representative democracy)
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1 respondent out of 2 (52%) think experts are more
capable than politicians

37% think citizens are more capable
29% (!) see authoritarian options as more efficient



Université du Luxembourg

JSOME PRELIMINARY INSIGHTS

Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

4.5
6 classes ‘
3.5
Classes I Rank AIC BIC df P>LMR 5
2 -11,041.22 19 22,120.43 22,218.53 c
@© —_—
3 -10,926.66 26 21,905.31  22,039.56 7 <0.001 2 20 cl
4 -10,707.01 33 21,480.03 21,650.41 7 <0.001 5 c2
5 -10,645.72 40 21,371.44 21,577.97 7 <0.001 C3
6 -10,158.16 47 20,410.33  20,653.00 7 <0.001 e —C4
7 -10,320.11 54 20,748.22 21,027.03 1 —¢C5
—C6
0.5
0
S S < S S
(000(b (00 C}‘b (b{\‘b 2 (\0 C}(b (& c}(\\%
e& & (\o& &Q’\Q ¥
rz’;& Q\@o ybg\
(’\\.
)
&
How to respond to climate change? Public process preferences in French-speaking Belgium | BSCA2026 Qg’QJ\ 9



uni.lu
IMSOME PRELIMINARY INSIGHTS

Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

» Alienated (doomed?) - red: ie
* Low scores across all regimes
« Slightly higher (but still low) for technocracy
» No system is capable; we can’t do anything
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Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

» High support for authoritarianism and
technocracy

» Low/moderate support for representative and
direct democracy

> Instrumental: effectiveness over procedural -
legitimacy and accountability ca
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Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

» Highest support for representative democracy

» High support for direct democracy

» Support for technocratic complement but anti-
authoritarian

» Largest class

C1

Mean
N
o

Cc2
C3
15 C4
C5
Ccé

How to respond to climate change? Public process preferences in French-speaking Belgium | BSCA2026 L

12



uni.lu
IMSOME PRELIMINARY INSIGHTS

Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

* Indifferent - black: 45
» Moderate support for all, and the highest ,
inclination for anarchy - _—

» Not strongly committed to democracy alone: '3 /\//

possibly ambivalent
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Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

 Pragmatists - blue 45
» High support for representative, direct
democracy, authoritarianism, and technocracy,
but still rejects anarchism
» Supports almost everything except chaos

> Likely reflects low differentiation or acquiescence = *° o
bias, or a belief that multiple systems can work ’ ca

» Anything is welcome if it helps? e c4
1 —C5

C6
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Preferences across the different models (LPA: unobserved (latent) profiles based on how
similarly people answer a set of indicators)

Techno-populists/critical democrats - green ie
» Prefers direct democracy + expertise
* Rejects authoritarianism strongly
» Less attached to traditional representative
democracy
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FIRST TAKEAWAYS

1. Democratic support is fragmented, not consensual

Support for democracy is far from uniform:

» A clear normative democratic core (C3)

« But also alienated (C1) and critical (C6) segments

- The idea of a broad democratic consensus is overstated: citizens differ not just in intensity, but in
the type of democracy they endorse (or reject)

2. Strong cross-cutting appeal of technocracy

Technocracy receives consistently high support across ideologically diverse groups (C2, C3, C5,

Co).

—> Technocracy functions as a “bridging” governance model, compatible with multiple normative
orientations
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3. Authoritarianism reveals a core normative divide
Support for authoritarianism sharply differentiates profiles:
* Rejected by democratic and critical groups (C3, C6)

» Accepted by instrumental and diffuse groups (C2, C5)

This is not just a variation in preferences: it reflects a fundamental divide between:
« Normativity (principled rejection)
 Instrumentality (conditional acceptance based on performance)

4. Anarchism functions as a universal rejection benchmark

All groups strongly reject anarchism.

—> Citizens may disagree on how to govern but there is broad consensus that some form of
structured authority is necessary
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5. A substantial share of citizens hold unconstrained or hybrid preferences

Profiles like C2 and especially C5 combine support for mutually incompatible regimes.

- Many citizens do not structure their views along coherent regime principles. Instead, they
exhibit:

* Low ideological constraint, or

« Qutcome-oriented reasoning

This challenges classic assumptions about internally consistent democratic belief systems

Rather than a simple pro-/anti-democracy divide, your results reveal a multidimensional
landscape of regime preferences
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Next steps: who and why?

Who favors these models, especially over representative democracy (and what factors
predict belonging to one or the other latent group), and why?

» Relationship with general process preferences (i.e., not climate-specific), including broader
conceptions of what democracy is and should be (e.g., generic political attitudes, trust in
institutions and politicians, satisfaction with democracy)

« Relationship with the perceived competence of the different actors involved in each model
« Relationship with attitudes toward climate change

« Relationship with emotional engagement with climate change

» Relationship with mental and health conditions (ECPR paper)

« Relationship with socio-demographic attributes
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Who favors these models over representative democracy? Socio

Gender — —_',_,E__
= « Authoritarianism: younger and less educated
fee] p » Technocracy: favored by those emotionnally
—t (negatively) involved
Fducation I = « Add more data from TSS panel
! * Participatory democracy
4- —:.;_ ® Authoritarianism
T ¢ Technocracy
i_._ ® Anarchy
Negative emotions (anger, disgust, shame) - _i_'__._
Negative emotions2 (fear, anxiety) — _'—E— -
—o—i-
Health condition - SR
-
'1 5 o0 5
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Who favors these models over representative democracy? (LUX data)
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