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Attitudes towards carbon offsets

Disagree
strongly

J Disagree
somewhat

somewhat

M Agree strongly
14%

11%
4%

In principle, carbon offset In practice, carbon offset
schemes are a good idea schemes generally work well




Carbon offsets ‘are a good idea’ v ‘generally work
well’

‘Heat Map’ of opinions:
Agree

Strongly

Agree

In
practice,
carbon

well Disagree
Strongly

Disagree Disagree No Agree Agree
Strongly Somewhat Opinion Somewhat Strongly

in principle, carbon offset schemes are a good idea




Carbon offset opinion clusters

think offsets both a good
idea & work well

Agree

Strongly Confused Enthusiasts
think offsets a good idea,
Agree [ but unsure if work well
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practice, (= ———

think offsets a good ideq,

carbon lgnorant | R,@ﬁ'ﬁ\f'to'be' but do not work well

offsel waabiniol VS convinced, 19.7%

believe offsets work
well, butignorant or
negative about idea

well Disagree 18.5% 6.0%
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Sceptical I Disappointed

|

|

Strongly 1
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ne ve opinions
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practice of offsets with

In principle, carbon offset schemes are a good idea o e s






















