Do politicians 'respond’ to the public’s
environmental concerns?
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Introduction:

There is a lot of proof that politicians are motivated by public sentiment. We make the
assumption that politicians rationally foresee electoral losses or gains and may, therefore, change
their attitude or strategy before elections, following Erikson et al. (2002). Opinion surveys may
have fueled these expectations of the candidate's or party's chances of winning the election.
Parties, every now and then, change their positions and they do it for the right set of purposes
(Geer, 1996). To our knowledge, no one has, however, undertaken a journey to highlight the
relationship between opinion of the local sage and political parties. This is significant
information since the accuracy of representation may suffer from genuine and potentially
harmful effects from opinion polls. When discussing existential threats like the environment,
which require stakeholder participation beyond the state's primary focus, it is necessary to link
policy-making and policy engagement from a literary viewpoint.

Answers to these queries have been put forth in a growing theoretical literature. Since
policymakers and lobbyists frequently have partially incompatible preferences and the
distribution of pertinent information is uneven, mathematical models of game theory are
employed to understand the psychology of lobby (Ainsworth, 1993; Austen-Smith & Wright,
1994; Lohmann, 1994). Studies on voting or party politics are more popular than interest group
studies (Baumgartner & Leech, 1998; Lowery & Gray, 1995). Because prior views, information
levels, order of acts, communication structure, and reputation are difficult to measure, formal
study of special interest group political activity as strategic information transmission is difficult
(Sloof, 1998).

If surveys show that party support is dwindling, do politicians call for change? If this is
the case, should a party change its platform or just the way it interacts with voters when it comes
to topics with major consequences? To investigate this, we conducted a survey experiment with
local stakeholders. We gave them the option to choose between a scenario in which their party
was falling behind in the polls or, alternatively, a scenario in which their party was gaining
ground without the use of deception. In exchange, we tallied the outcomes from both sides to
draw attention to the prejudices that are driven by popular opinion. Can the environment be a

valuable negotiating chip for politicians if it has the potential to have an immediate impact on a



sizable population but is ineffective at fostering collective decision-making? The concept

sparked an extensive scientific investigation.

Literature Review:

Various studies on public opinions and policy making have focused on particular policy
matters (Gilens, 2012; Lax & Phillips, 2012), allowing its influence to significant policy
outcomes which are internally motivated (Stimson, et al., 1995). Considering the approach's
shortcomings, the approach has remained short of defining the politicians’ intake on public
opinninintheir decision making framework when the burgeoning question is related to the
environment (Wlezien, 2016).

In available sources, it can be seen that politicians may vary their virtues in an attempt to
pick and choose preferences in public opinions, but at the same time democracies encourage
partnership between politicians and the public to a large extent. (Du, 2009). Although it may not
be ideal for the public to influence all forms of policies, for example, minorities, which have
limited franchise of representation, are most of the times on the receiving hand rather than on the
directing hand for the policies (Wlezien, 2016; Burstein, 2014).

Early study suggested that policies reflected public sentiment and evolved with public
preferences (Monroe, 1979). Later scholars (Page & Shapiro, 1983) used a single scale to gauge
public attitudes and policy to analyze public opinion through time and discover major policy
links. Wlezien, 1995 further demonstrates the correlation between public preferences and
spending levels, even when institutional considerations are taken into account (Wlezien &
Soroka, 2012). Not all studies are on the same page. There are some studies that contend that
there are weak connections between the public and policy. According to (Gilens, 2012), the US
favors affluents over poor. However, this study is criticised for its indecision to discriminate
between issues of high politics and low politics, difference of ideas behind the ideas related to
dire existence, and reflection of change of mind when it comes to the interest of public masses at
large (Branham et al., 2017). Similar conclusions are reached by a second study that is primarily
European and uses different approaches (Peters & Ensink, 2015). Despite the fact that it is still
up for debate as to whether or not public preferences are taken into account when making policy



decisions, it is crucial to take into account the processes through which this link may (or may
not) be created. According to earlier studies, institutions, interest groups, and policy concerns
may influence this (Lax & Phillips, 2012; Wlezien & Soroka, 2012). These studies have ignored
political parties, which link the public to policy outcomes.

It is possible to establish a hierarchy to find the most successful political activities and
consumer behaviors. Voting is a very successful means to influence political decision-making,
while writing letters or emails to elected officials is somewhat effective and internet debates are
less effective (Hooghe & Marrian, 2012). However, it's possible that other jurisdictions or
different concerns will not follow these rough rankings. More chorus may result from a sudden
surge of constituent messages on a new subject than from earlier communications.

People are more likely to undermine issues that call for collective action, such as climate
change, because it causes them to become self-censored. This is unfortunate since, according to
Taddicken et al. (2019), people often underestimate foreign climate change concern. Geiger and
Swim (2016) highlights that the public merely appreciates carbon politics and so does a
politician (Hertel-Fernandez, et al., 2019), it commands underestimation of severity of the issues
related to climate change. Republican citizens who deny climate change may have
disproportionate contact with political elites, contributing to their incorrect beliefs, according to
several American studies (Broockman & Skovron, 2018). Even in the face of compelling public
opinion, such misconceptions have proven challenging to address since authorities are reluctant
to update their estimates of constituency desire (Kalla & Porter, 2019).

Legislators are discouraged from acting on climate change, according to a study done in
the UK, since they believe that doing so would not be in line with the needs of their constituents
because of the constituents' silence on the matter (Willis, 2018). It's beneficial for elites or the
public to start a feedback loop that raises the other group's concern and action (Brulle, et al.,
2012; Carmichael & Brulle, 2012). There is evidence that elite cues impact public climate
change concern.

There is a significant amount of research that examines how political parties work to
represent the population. In addition to these works, elections are expected to give political
parties the authority to speak for their supporters, ensuring that public opinion and public policy
are closely related (P, 2008). Many studies find a link between party affiliations and public

perception on left-right and other ideological axes (Fagerholm, 2015). This essay contends that



parties are bound by both internal party dynamics and external influences, despite having
strategic motivations to react to popular preferences. Left-right scales are commonly used to
measure public preferences and policy stances. Recently, authors have examined more tangible
elements, such as immigration or climate policy, to better understand how these factors affect
political parties' policy stances and policy priorities (Giger & Lefkofridi, 2014; Kluver & Spoon,
2016). A citizen with radical views in both directions is moderate on public policy scales. Policy
dimension studies have this issue since they measure citizen’s preferences, not ideologies
(Broockman & Skovron, 2018). The leaders of political parties, for example, are more extreme
elite actors than others because they constantly lean to one side of the spectrum. When
contrasting the gap between popular choices and those of elite actors, this becomes troublesome.

However, there are diverse opinions in academic circles about whether the authoritarian
government takes environmental concerns into account. Environmental authoritarianism
describes China's environmental governance (Mol & Carter, 2006). They say the Chinese public
cannot participate in environmental policymaking and that there is no system to guide popular
participation (Mol & Carter, 2006). As a result, the general public has no influence over the
creation and application of environmental policies (Lei, 2009; Gilley, 2012). However, The
Chinese government holds hearings on major environmental concerns, petitions, and
environmental impacts, according to various scholars. These hearings have allowed public
opinion on environmental issues to be compiled for environmental decision-making (Zhong &
Mol, 2008; Du, 2009). Data suggests that public opinion has influenced environmental
governance policy. In representative democracies, interest groups have limited political influence
because policymakers must measure political support from any one organization against other
available sources, such as public opinion (Denzau & Munger, 1986; Truman, 1951). However,
experts have noted that the Chinese government has established several mechanisms, including
hearings on serious environmental issues and petitions and environmental impact assessments.
These hearings collected the public's environmental concerns to help make environmental
choices (Zhong & Mol, 2008; Du, 2009). According to the facts, public opinion has influenced
environmental governance. In representative democracies, decision-makers must weigh support
from any one organization against other potential sources, such as opposing public opinion

(Denzau & Munger, 1986; Truman, 1951). Thus, organized interests are less able to lobby



lawmakers with self-serving demands. Thus, lobbyists must represent others. This may serve the
"public interest” or, less ideally, the policymaker.

This study examined environmental dissatisfaction and national environmental spending
to explore how public opinion affects environmental governance. According to the facts, public

opinion has influenced environmental governance.

Data Review:

To the best of our ability, the following is our understanding of the following: For
numerous reasons, Germany is the study's main emphasis. First, it has enough high-quality
survey data to calculate party supporter preferences. This article uses the fortnightly German
Politbarometer to estimate party supporter demographics.

Focusing on Germany preserves institutional and other country-level features that potentially
affect public-party relations. The country provides a rich resource for understanding how the
politics and public inter-twines for the sake of public policy. Deep insights about the
proportional and mixed electoral systems used in western European politics are learned from it
(Seawright & Gerring, 2008). First, all parliamentarian parties belong to large party families, and
several Western European countries have competitive party systems and comparable parties.
Additionally, the composition of government coalitions changed during the observation period,
which spans from 2009 to 2019, and included wide, left- and right-wing partnerships, meaning
that four of the nation's five major parties sporadically held power. Thus, with the exception of
minority coalitions, all types of ruling coalitions in proportional or mixed electoral systems are
covered by the German scenario, which supports the findings about the impacts of being a part of
government. Party discipline in the Bundestag is comparable to Western European nations
(Brettschneider, 1996; Sieberer, 2006). Thus, the study's main hypothesis—that Bundestag
members from the same party want to seem to agree on most policy issues—should be correct.
This study also uses politbarometer’s high-quality surveys to examine how public opinion affects
politicians' environmental attitudes.

This study measures policy change support with the Politbarometer. A uniqgue MRP
application was utilized to assess a party's supporters' preferences. MRP was created to improve
survey study estimates for more exact demographic subgroups (Kastellec et al., 2010; Park,



2006). Unlike disaggregation, it provides reliable public opinion estimates (Lax & Phillips,
2009). The method employs a multilevel model with many demographic categories for each
demographic cell to predict climate change policy support. When there are limited observations
in particular subgroups, such as supporters of tiny parties, multilevel models provide higher
estimates.

Nearly 1500 people make up the typical sample size for Politbarometer surveys. To
assess party members' policy support, it's helpful to understand their demographics in a given
year. This study uses all Politbarometer observations from a year to construct a large, nationally
representative sample. This pooled annual data set estimates a party's supporters' age, gender,
and education using Politbarometer weights. To determine party supporters, we integrate data
from two poll questions. The first questions are a respondent's propensity to consistently and
generally support a political party. After declaring their support, respondents were asked to rank
a party from 1 to 5. Multilevel models for each topic using party support, age (10 categories),
education (4 categories), and gender predict cell support. Weighted estimates show a party's
supporters' support for a topic. Finally, the hypothesis is put to the test by bringing up the topic
of climate change. This method makes it possible to calculate the breakdown of party supporters
on a yearly basis, unlike other sources where results of elections were main source research
studies.

Researchers that study issue ownership claim that the environment is a valence issue
since parties often hold similar views on it (i.e., nobody wants to harm the environment). The
notion of specialized themes, as it is used here, emphasizes issues rather than viewpoints, which
is congruent with the notion of issue ownership competition. Furthermore, it's likely that between
1998 and 2010 the "niche" topics of environmentalism and euro-skepticism have declined in
popularity.

The party's issues are examined in this segment. As other parties emphasize the issues
more, a party's Euroscepticism becomes less niche. This hypothesis suggests that a party's niche
may alter between elections. A political party's nicheness score is scaled by combining these two
variables (for technical details, see Bischof, 2017a). The score from the manifesto is applied to
any claims made within a year of the election for which it was drafted and within a year of the

prior election. Public opinion-party position studies address other factors.



While parties created in a way that offers its members more influence, for instance, are
more sensitive to their followers, parties that are more focused on leadership, on the other hand,
tend to be more receptive to the median voter (Lehrer, 2012; Schumacher et al., 2013). Because
most of them differ at the party level, these alternative explanations are essential, and the
analyses incorporate political party dummies. The policy problem's media significance was
controlled by the SZ's average daily number of stories about it. Party size—the fraction of

Bundestag seats a party held at the time of the relevant remark—is also important.

Conclusion:

To understand "do politicians listen to public environmental issues?" investigations. This
paper used earlier literature. Resources show that the public interest, interest groups, and
politicians' opinions are carefully examined from various perspectives. However, the relevant
and updated literature of the said research question is yet to be touched upon once again in this
paper to comprehend possible outcomes in current timing. In order to refresh the literary canon
of scientific study, this paper focused on the case selection study method. It concluded the results
from available data from the politbarometer for Bundestag and found a significant correlation

between politicians’ decision-making and the part that public opinion plays on a larger periscope.
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