SOCIAL PERSPECTIVE-TAKING AS A CATALYST

Supplementary Materials

Figure A.1 
Overall Flow of the Procedure 
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Figure A.2 
Logic-Affirming SPT Treatment for Initial Supporters (left) and Initial Opposers (right) 
[image: A screenshot of a cell phone screen

Description automatically generated] [image: A screenshot of a social media post

Description automatically generated] 
 


Figure A.3 
Intention-Affirming SPT Treatment for Initial Supporters (left) and Initial Opposers (right) 
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Figure A.4 
Control Text for Initial Supporters (left) and Initial Opposers (right) 
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Table A.1 
Items for Composite Scales 
	Scale 
	Statement 
	Choice Options & Codes 

	 
	 
	1 
	2 
	3 
	4 
	5 

	Perceived SPT 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Item 1 
	In writing the post, how much effort do you think the teacher put into taking the perspective of people like you on this issue? 
	No effort at all 
	A bit of effort 
	A moderate amount of effort 
	Quite some effort 
	Lots of effort 

	Item 2 
	Overall, how motivated do you think the teacher would be to understand how you feel about this issue? 
	Not motivated at all 
	Slightly motivated 
	Somewhat motivated 
	Quite motivated 
	Extremely motivated 

	Item 3 
	How clearly do you think the teacher understood your point of view? 
	Not clearly at all 
	Slightly clearly 
	Somewhat clearly 
	Quite clearly 
	Extremely clearly 

	Item 4 
	How accurately do you think the teacher would describe how you see this issue? 
	Not accurately at all 
	Slightly accurately 
	Moderately accurately 
	Quite accurately 
	Extremely accurately 

	Perceived Similarity 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Item 1 
	Overall, how much would you guess that you have in common with the teacher? 
	Almost nothing in common 
	A little bit in common 
	A moderate amount in common 
	Quite a bit in common 
	A great deal in common 

	Item 2 
	How similar do you think your personality is to the teacher's personality? 
	Not similar at all 
	Slightly similar 
	Somewhat similar 
	Quite similar 
	Extremely similar 

	Item 3 
	If you discussed the issue of national curriculum mandate with the teacher, how much common ground do you think you would find? 
	None at all 
	A little 
	A moderate amount 
	A lot 
	A great deal 

	Item 4 
	For climate change education issues, how similar do you think your attitudes and the teacher's attitudes are? 
	Not similar at all 
	Slightly similar 
	Somewhat similar 
	Quite similar 
	Extremely similar 

	Perceived Fairness 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Item 1 
	Overall, how fair was the teacher's treatment of each side of the issue? 
	Not fair at all 
	Slightly fair 
	Somewhat fair 
	Quite fair 
	Extremely fair 

	Item 2 
	How fair do you think the information presented was to both sides? 
	Not fair at all 
	Slightly fair 
	Somewhat fair 
	Quite fair 
	Extremely fair 

	Item 3 
	How similar was the quality of the information that the teacher presented for both sides? 
	Not similar at all 
	Slightly similar 
	Somewhat similar 
	Quite similar 
	Extremely similar 

	Item 4 
	For the two sides, how balanced was the amount of information that the teacher presented? 
	Not balanced at all 
	Slightly balanced 
	Somewhat balanced 
	Quite balanced 
	Extremely balanced 

	Anticipated Relationship 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Item 1 
	How much do you think you would enjoy having a conversation with the teacher? 
	Not enjoy at all 
	Enjoy a little 
	Enjoy a moderate amount 
	Enjoy a lot 
	Enjoy a great deal 

	Item 2 
	If you met the teacher in person, how friendly do you think they would be towards you? 
	Not friendly at all 
	Slightly friendly 
	Somewhat friendly 
	Quite friendly 
	Extremely friendly 

	Item 3 
	How respectful would the teacher be towards you? 
	Not respectful at all 
	Slightly respectful 
	Somewhat respectful 
	Quite respectful 
	Extremely respectful 

	Item 4 
	In general, how caring do you think this teacher would be towards you? 
	Not caring at all 
	Slightly caring 
	Somewhat caring 
	Quite caring 
	Extremely caring 

	Personal SPT Effort 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Item 1 
	How hard did you try to understand the merits of the opposing points of view on this issue? 
	Not hard at all 
	Slightly hard 
	Somewhat hard 
	Quite hard 
	Extremely hard 

	Item 2 
	How much did you try to understand the motivations of the supporters on the opposite side? 
	None at all 
	A little 
	A moderate amount 
	Quite a lot 
	A great deal 

	Item 3 
	How much effort did you put into figuring out the possible goals of people who disagree with your position on this issue? 
	Almost no effort 
	A little bit of effort 
	Some effort 
	Quite a lot of effort 
	A tremendous amount of effort 

	Item 4 
	As you were reading, how hard did you try to understand what supporters of the other side might be feeling? 
	Not hard at all 
	Slightly hard 
	Somewhat hard 
	Quite hard 
	Extremely hard 

	Item 5 
	Overall, how much effort did you put into figuring out what people on the opposing side might be thinking? 
	Almost no effort 
	A little bit of effort 
	Some effort 
	Quite a lot of effort 
	A tremendous amount of effort 


 
 
 
 
Table A.2
T-Test Results for Manipulation Checks 
	Manipulation 
Variables 
	Initial Opinion 
	Treatment 
	Control 
	Treatment 
	Δ Mean 
	SE 
	95% CI 
	t 
	p 

	
	
	 
	n 
	Mean 
	n 
	mean 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	1. Percentage of supportive message 
	Support 
	Logic 
	142 
	8.4 
	142 
	26.99 
	18.59 
	2.01 
	-22.54 
 
	-14.64 
 
	–9.26 
	<0.001 

	2. Percentage of opposing message 
	Oppose 
	Logic 
	43 
	3.84 
	47 
	30.40 
	26.57 
	4.25 
	-35.03 
 
	-18.10 
 
	–6.24 
	<0.001 

	3. Percentage of intention-affirming message 
	Support 
	Intention 
	142 
	26 
	139 
	41.58 
	15.58 
	2.95
	-21.39
	-9.77 
	–5.28 
	<0.001 

	
	Oppose 
	Intention 
	43 
	17.12 
	45 
	35.80 
	18.68 
	6.00 
	-30.62 
	-6.75 
	–3.11 
	0.0025 


 
 
 
 
 
 


Table A.3 
Unstandardized and standardized regression output for preregistered hypothesis testing (N=557) 
	   
	Perceived SPT  
	Perceived similarity  
	Perceived fairness  
	Anticipated relationship  
	Personal SPT effort  
	Opinion change  

	Unstandardized Coefficient 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Logic-affirming SPT 
	0.99***  
	0.55***  
	1.27***  
	0.57***  
	0.20*  
	0.23 

	 
	[0.82,1.17]  
	[0.39,0.72]  
	[1.09,1.45]  
	[0.40,0.74]  
	[0.04,0.36]  
	[-0.12,0.58]  

	Intention-affirming SPT 
	0.40***  
	0.27**  
	0.51***  
	0.30***  
	0.10  
	0.09  

	 
	[0.22,0.58]  
	[0.10,0.44]  
	[0.32,0.70]  
	[0.13,0.47]  
	[-0.06,0.26]  
	[-0.25,0.44]  

	Initial opinion  
	0.05**  
	0.03*  
	0.05**  
	0.03  
	0.04*  
	0.12**  

	 
	[0.01,0.08]  
	[0.00,0.07]  
	[0.02,0.09]  
	[-0.01,0.06]  
	[0.01,0.07]  
	[0.05,0.19]  

	Political orientation 
	-0.04  
	-0.01  
	-0.03  
	-0.01  
	0.02  
	0.10  

	  
	[-0.09,0.01]  
	[-0.06,0.04]  
	[-0.08,0.03]  
	[-0.06,0.03]  
	[-0.03,0.06]  
	[-0.02,0.21]  

	Constant  
	2.13***  
	2.00***  
	1.81***  
	2.73***  
	2.81***  
	-0.51 

	 
	[1.74,2.52]  
	[1.63,2.37]  
	[1.41,2.21]  
	[2.36,3.10]  
	[2.44,3.18]  
	[-1.42,0.39]  

	Standardized Coefficient 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Logic-affirming SPT 
	0.48*** 
	0.30*** 
	0.56*** 
	0.31*** 
	0.12* 
	0.06 

	 
	[0.82,1.17] 
	[0.39,0.72] 
	[1.09,1.45] 
	[0.40,0.74] 
	[0.04,0.36] 
	[-0.12,0.58] 

	Intention-affirming SPT 
	0.19*** 
	0.15** 
	0.23*** 
	0.16*** 
	0.06 
	0.02 

	 
	[0.22,0.58] 
	[0.10,0.44] 
	[0.32,0.70] 
	[0.13,0.47] 
	[-0.06,0.26] 
	[-0.25,0.44] 

	Initial opinion  
	0.13** 
	0.11* 
	0.14** 
	0.08 
	0.14* 
	0.19** 

	 
	[0.01,0.08] 
	[0.00,0.07] 
	[0.02,0.09] 
	[-0.01,0.06] 
	[0.01,0.07] 
	[0.05,0.19] 

	Political orientation 
	-0.08 
	-0.02 
	-0.04 
	-0.03 
	0.04 
	0.10 

	   
	[-0.09,0.01] 
	[-0.06,0.04] 
	[-0.08,0.03] 
	[-0.06,0.03] 
	[-0.03,0.06] 
	[-0.02,0.21] 

	R2  
	0.20 
	0.08 
	0.26 
	0.08 
	0.03 
	0.03 

	adj. R2  
	0.20 
	0.08 
	0.26 
	0.08 
	0.02 
	0.02 

	AIC  
	1448.13 
	1381.15 
	1497.47 
	1382.05 
	1322.49 
	2205.62 

	BIC  
	1469.74 
	1402.77 
	1519.08  
	1403.66 
	1344.11 
	2227.23 


Note. The baseline group is the control condition; 95% confidence intervals in brackets.  * p <.05, ** p <.01, *** p <.001
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | understand why having a
national mandate for climate change instruction in K-12 schools might be
appealing to you: | believe that, just like me, you probably want what's best
for the children in our communities. Not only that, but you likely want what's
in the best interest for our nation as a whole. How we prepare our youth is an
important piece of our national interest. When it comes to quality education in
our public schools, you probably want to make sure that our kids are properly
educated with all the possible resources we have.

However, while | appreciate these intentions and our shared motivations, |
believe we SHOULD NOT have a national mandate for climate instruction in
K-12 schools. Here's why: Schools have limited time each year and teachers
have a lot of material to cover. K-12 schools should prioritize core subjects
like math and reading to ensure students graduate with strong academic and
career readiness. Climate change education is essential, but schools need
resources to address potential student anxiety, especially among young
learners. A national mandate will only overburden underprepared schools.
Lastly, I'm not a fan of legislation that eliminates schools’ flexibility in what
and how to teach. | believe that teachers are professionals who should be
allowed to make decisions about what is best for their students.
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | understand why a national
mandate for climate change instruction in K-12 schools might be concerning
to you: | believe that, just like me, you probably want what's best for the
children in our communities. Not only that, but you likely want what's in the
best interest for our nation as a whole. How we prepare our youth is an
important piece of our national interest. When it comes to quality education in
our public schools, you probably want to make sure that our kids are properly
educated with all the possible resources we have.

However, while | appreciate these intentions and our shared motivations, |
believe we SHOULD have a national mandate for climate instruction in K-12
schools. Here's why: Learning about the impact of climate change is directly
relevant to students' future. It equips them with the knowledge and
awareness necessary to understand and navigate severe weather events
around them. By connecting education to real-world issues like climate
change, we can help students learn valuable lessons that extend far beyond
the classroom. These lessons include understanding the impact of climate
change on their health, home location choices, and career opportunities.
Furthermore, this approach empowers the younger generation to develop
sustainable solutions for the future. This is crucial, as they will be the ones
facing the challenges of climate change and will need the knowledge and
skills to address them effectively.

@ John Smith and 34 Others 12 Comments
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | believe we SHOULD NOT
have a national mandate for climate instruction in K-12 schools. Here’s why:
Schools have limited time each year and teachers have a lot of material to
cover. K-12 schools should prioritize core subjects like math and reading to
ensure students graduate with strong academic and career readiness.
Climate change education is essential, but schools need resources to
address potential student anxiety, especially among young learners. A
national mandate will only overburden underprepared schools. Lastly, I'm not
a fan of legislation that eliminates schools’ flexibility in what and how to
teach. | believe that teachers are professionals who should be allowed to
make decisions about what is best for their students.

°John Smith and 34 Others 12 Comments
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | believe we SHOULD have
a national mandate for climate change instruction in K-12 schools. Here's
why: Learning about the impact of climate change is directly relevant to
students' future. It equips them with the knowledge and awareness
necessary to understand and navigate severe weather events around them.
By connecting education to real-world issues like climate change, we can
help students learn valuable lessons that extend far beyond the classroom.
These lessons include understanding the impact of climate change on their
health, home location choices, and career opportunities. Furthermore, this
approach empowers the younger generation to develop sustainable solutions
for the future. This is crucial, as they will be the ones facing the challenges of
climate change and will need the knowledge and skills to address them
effectively.

@ John Smith and 34 Others 12 Comments
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | understand why having a
national mandate for climate change instruction in K-12 schools might be
appealing to you: Learning about the impact of climate change is directly
relevant o students' future. It equips them with the knowledge and
awareness necessary to understand and navigate severe weather events
around them. By connecting education to real-world issues like climate
change, we can help students lear valuable lessons that extend far beyond
the classroom. These lessons include understanding the impact of climate
change on their health, home location choices, and career opportunities.
Furthermore, this approach empowers the younger generation to develop
sustainable solutions for the future. This is crucial, as they will be the ones
facing the challenges of climate change and will need the knowledge and
skills to address them effectively.

However, despite these very valid reasons, | believe there SHOULD NOT be
a national mandate for climate instruction in K-12 schools. Here's why:
Schools have limited time each year and teachers have a lot of material to
cover. K-12 schools should prioritize core subjects like math and reading to
ensure students graduate with strong academic and career readiness.
Climate change education is essential, but schools need resources to
address potential student anxiety, especially among young learners. A
national mandate will only overburden underprepared schools. Lastly, I'm not
afan of legislation that eliminates schools' flexibility in what and how to
teach. | believe that teachers are professionals who should be allowed to
make decisions about what is best for their students.

(@ John Smith and 34 Others 12 Comments
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As a public school teacher for the past 30 years, | understand why a national
mandate for climate change instruction in K-12 schools might be concerning
to you: Schools have limited time each year and teachers have a lot of
material to cover. K-12 schools should prioritize core subjects like math and
reading to ensure students graduate with strong academic and career
readiness. Climate change education is essential, but schools need
resources to address potential student anxiety, especially among young
learners. A national mandate will only overburden underprepared schools.
Lastly, I'm not a fan of legislation that eliminates schools’ flexibility in what
and how to teach. | believe that teachers are professionals who should be
allowed to make decisions about what is best for their students.

However, despite these very real concems, | believe we SHOULD mandate
climate change instruction nationally in K-12 schools. Here'’s why: Learning
about the impact of climate change is directly relevant to students' future, as
it equips them with the knowledge and awareness necessary to understand
and navigate severe weather events around them. By linking education to
real-world issues like climate change, we can help students develop a
deeper understanding of the subjects they learn and their practical
applications. Furthermore, this approach empowers the younger generation
to develop sustainable solutions and plans for the future, enabling them to
become more active, informed citizens who can contribute meaningfully to
addressing real-world challenges.
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