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Abstract
As the effects of climate change begin to materialise across Pacific Island nations, many exposed communities are consider-
ing migrating away from their homelands. Migrants’ resettlement experiences can depend upon their reception in the host 
nation. However, it is unclear whether justice-based obligations will influence host attitudes toward climate migrants. Using 
an online survey of 238 Aotearoa New Zealanders, we explore how beliefs about anthropogenic climate change, climate 
justice and global responsibility contribute to public attitudes towards climate migrants. Overall, people thought more posi-
tively of immigrants in general than of climate migrants. Through moderated mediation analyses, we observed that people 
with stronger belief in anthropogenic climate change were more positive towards climate migrants. This pattern was related 
to people’s beliefs about climate justice and justice-based migration approaches. Findings suggest that host perceptions of 
climate migrants are connected to being aware of the ties between greenhouse gas emissions and migration. We outline 
anticipated challenges and potential opportunities for both migrant communities and the nations in which they seek refuge.
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Introduction

The contribution of climate change to population movements 
is contested, despite consensus that climate change will 
alter mobility patterns overall (Cattaneo et al. 2019; Rigaud 
et al. 2018). Research suggests that most movement will be 

transient and internal, but some communities are consider-
ing long-term migration across national borders (Cattaneo et 
al. 2019; Kelman 2015). The well-being impacts of such cli-
mate mobility depend upon the societal context at the desti-
nation (Schwerdtle et al. 2020). Host residents’ responses to 
migrants can influence migrants’ transnational connections 
to their homelands. Furthermore, discriminatory attitudes 
and behaviours towards immigrants can adversely impact 
their mental health (Brzoska and Fröhlich 2016; Esses et al. 
2017; Priebe 2016; Schwerdtle et al. 2020). As many nations 
prepare for climate mobility (Remling 2020), understanding 
prospective hosts’ views of climate migrants may be critical.

Climate migrants are themselves immigrants, for whom 
environmental change often co-exists alongside multiple, 
interconnected migration drivers (Burrows and Kinney 
2016). Nevertheless, mainstream media coverage tends to 
ignore these complexities. Climate migrants are frequently 
framed as ‘victims’, ‘refugees’ or as ‘vulnerable’ to climate 
change, rather than as migrants deserving of justice (Belfer 
et  al. 2017; Dreher and Voyer 2015; Shea et  al. 2020). 
Many Pacific communities are resisting these narratives, 
preferring to tell their own stories as agents of change who 
choose when, where and how to migrate (Dreher and Voyer 
2015; Herrmann 2017). Yet, victimisation predominates, 
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ultimately dehumanising, disempowering and ‘othering’ 
Pacific communities in the reader’s mind (Herrmann 2017).

Using an online survey in Aotearoa1 New Zealand 
(Aotearoa NZ), we first investigate how attitudes towards 
climate migrants compare to those towards immigrants 
in general (hereafter: just ‘immigrants’). We ask whether 
there are differences between host perceptions of climate 
migrants compared to immigrants (Hypothesis 1 (H1)). We 
then explore patterns that may underlie potential differences, 
asking if attitudes towards climate migrants are mediated by 
climate change beliefs and perspectives on climate change 
(H2–5).

Figure 1 conceptualises our hypotheses. As per path C, 
people’s belief in climate change may be related to their atti-
tudes towards climate migrants. However, this relationship 
might be explained by their support for distributive justice, 
the belief that wealthy states should support others more 
affected by climate change (Pottier et al. 2017) (paths A–B). 
Yet, to endorse distributive justice, one must first understand 
both anthropogenic climate change (ACC) and its uneven 
distribution (climate justice awareness). Hence, people’s 
belief in ACC may combine with their climate justice aware-
ness to predict their stance on distributive justice (path A), 
and in turn, their attitudes towards climate migrants (path 
B). The following sections explain these concepts further.

Attitudes towards climate migrants

Attitudes towards migrants often reflect perceptions of the 
cause of migration. In the case of climate mobility, the 
causes are multifaceted and complex. In addition, climate 
mobility is rarely purely voluntary, being enmeshed in 
destabilised economic and political systems (Kelman 2015). 
Public understanding of these interconnections can derive 
from their relationships with immigrants, histories of envi-
ronmental change and the dominant climate change narra-
tives (Echterhoff et al. 2020; Lujala et al. 2020). In Germany 

(Arias and Blair 2022; Helbling 2020) and the USA (Arias 
and Blair 2022), residents regarded cross-border climate 
migrants as being forced to migrate, similar to political 
migrants or refugees, and more deserving of asylum than 
economic migrants, those who seek a better quality of life. 
Yet, in Kenya and Vietnam, internal climate migrants and 
economic migrants are seen to have equally valid reasons to 
migrate (Spilker et al. 2020). The authors suggest that resi-
dents in lower-income countries may see economic migra-
tion as a consequence of untenable living conditions cre-
ated by climatic instabilities. Given that perceptions of cause 
can influence perceptions of climate migrants, we anticipate 
that Aotearoa New Zealanders’ (Aotearoa NZers) attitudes 
towards climate migrants will differ from their attitudes 
towards immigrants in general.

H1: There are differences in attitudes towards climate 
migrants compared to immigrants in general. 

Such differences may also relate to whether people 
believe that climate change is a valid reason to migrate. 
Psychological research consistently relates beliefs about 
climate change to greater pro-environmental intentions, 
behaviours and climate policy support (e.g. Hornsey et al. 
2016; Milfont et al. 2017). Knowledge of climate change can 
also inform peoples’ perceptions of threat (Van der Linden 
2015). Similarly, understandings of migration drivers and 
consequences can influence host resident attitudes. Peo-
ple tend to be more positive towards involuntary migrants 
than voluntary migrants (Verkuyten et al. 2018), especially 
those migrating due to persecution, war or after experiencing 
extreme suffering (Bansak et al. 2016; Echterhoff et al. 2020; 
Kotzur et al. 2019). Hence, hosts who believe in ACC may 
see climate change as a more serious risk to people’s liveli-
hoods, and therefore they could hold more positive attitudes 
towards climate migrants (Fig. 1, path C).

H2: Belief in ACC is related to more positive attitudes 
towards climate migrants.

Climate justice

Attempts to understand attitudes towards climate migrants 
are complexified when considering responsibility for climate 
mobility. Whereas political and economic migrants often 
move to regions that are disconnected from the cause of 
their misfortune (e.g. persecution or economic instability, 
Burrows and Kinney 2016; Koubi 2019), climate migrants 
tend to move towards the perpetrator—although host com-
munities may not see themselves as such. Adopting a climate 
justice lens can highlight the links between displacement 
and host greenhouse gas emissions. Climate justice recog-
nises that climate change impacts differ across locations and 

Fig. 1   Conceptual model of the direct (Path C) and indirect (Paths 
A-B) relationships between climate change beliefs and attitudes 
towards climate migrants. ACC = anthropogenic climate change. Dis-
tributive justice = support for distributive-justice based initiatives to 
accommodate climate migrants

1  Māori name for New Zealand.
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generations, and that they are more acute for groups experi-
encing other historically or socially constructed vulnerabili-
ties. These impacts are often disproportionate to national 
greenhouse gas emissions, with many low-emitting nations 
bearing the burden of climate impacts (Gach 2019; Kanbur 
2018).

Proponents of climate justice generally call for the fair 
distribution of climate burdens and benefits. They empha-
sise distributive justice, the allocation of material and social 
resources to those with less income and political influence 
(Kanbur 2018; Schlosberg and Collins 2014). Many climate 
justice advocates call for the insertion of distributive jus-
tice into migration governance. They argue that migration 
policies must reflect the association between industrialised 
nations’ fossil fuel emissions and livelihood disruption in 
low-polluting nations. Acknowledging their complicity 
could then enhance their sense of responsibility to support 
at-risk communities (Marshall 2016; Nawrotzki 2014). Gov-
erning bodies are encouraged to provide financial support, 
compensation for land loss, prioritise community-led solu-
tions and ease immigration restrictions for the environmen-
tally threatened (Skillington 2015).

Taking together the importance of attribution (e.g. Esses 
et al. 2017) and distributive justice (Marshall 2016; Naw-
rotzki 2014), acknowledging responsibility for migration 
may inform people’s responses to climate migrants. That 
is, the more host residents believe that climate change has 
human origins (belief in ACC), the greater their sense of 
responsibility for supporting climate migrants (distribu-
tive justice), and the warmer their attitudes towards climate 
migrants (Fig. 1, paths A and B). Hence, we hypothesise 
that:

H3: Greater belief in ACC is related to warmer attitudes 
towards climate migrants through greater support for 
distributive justice.

However, seeing oneself as complicit in migration may 
depend upon understanding that climate impacts are une-
venly distributed. We refer to this knowledge as ‘climate jus-
tice awareness’. According to Swim and Bloodhart (2018), 
knowledge of climate (in)justices may create a sense of 
responsibility for and a desire to minimise climate impacts. 
Indeed, Stanley and Williamson (2021) recently observed 
that supporting equality was associated with willingness to 
accept ‘climate refugees’. Therefore, the link between believ-
ing in ACC and endorsing distributive justice may rely upon 
people’s understandings of climate justice (Fig. 1, path A).

H4: The relationships between belief in ACC and distrib-
utive justice depend upon awareness of climate justice.

Acculturation expectations

Finally, worries about socio-cultural shifts can also influ-
ence attitudes towards migrants. Concerns about the ero-
sion of host identities, customs or institutions—often to 
safeguard perceived social cohesion and societal privilege 
(Esses et al. 2017)—can engender hostility towards climate 
migrants (Brzoska and Fröhlich 2016; Burrows and Kinney 
2016; Lujala et al. 2020). Host residents tend to prefer that 
culturally similar migrants integrate (maintain both their 
home and host cultures) while culturally distinct migrants 
are expected to assimilate (completely adopt the host culture 
and values) (Berry 1997; Esses et al. 2017; Florack et al. 
2013). Support for integration or assimilation can relate to 
openness to cultural diversity (Florack et al. 2013). Hence, 
acculturation expectations may also be related to attitudes 
towards climate migrants.

H5: Assimilation and integration expectations are related 
to attitudes towards climate migrants.

Migration to Aotearoa New Zealand

Aotearoa NZ is likely to host future climate migrants (Cass 
2018) and thus is the focus of this article. The nation’s public 
and political discussion of climate mobility focuses almost 
exclusively on Pacific peoples (Cass 2018; Fuatai 2020; Min-
istry of Foreign Affairs and Trade [MFAT] 2018). Aotearoa 
NZ is relationally and politically connected with the Pacific 
through its location, political priorities, shared colonial his-
tories and ancestral connections between Pacific peoples 
and Māori2 (MFAT 2018; Te Punga Somerville 2012). Dis-
tinct Pacific communities live in Aotearoa NZ, collectively 
constituting 8.1% of the population (Statistics New Zealand 
2018a). However, Pacific peoples have been ‘othered’ by the 
media, historically depicted as unmotivated and dependent 
upon Pākehā3 support (’Ofa Kolo 1990; Loto et al. 2006), 
and more recently, as dehumanised commodities during low 
wage labour shortages (Enoka 2019).

Pacific climate mobility sits within broader immigration 
discourse. Aotearoa NZ is ethnically diverse, with 27.4% 
of the population being born overseas, many from the UK, 
China, India and Australia (Statistics New Zealand 2019a). 
Most Aotearoa NZers embrace this cultural diversity, endors-
ing a multicultural ideology, supporting integration and 
appreciating immigrants’ contribution to society (Spoonley 
2015; Ward and Masgoret 2008). Yet, multicultural ideals 

2  Māori refers to the Indigenous people of Aotearoa NZ.
3  Pākehā refers to the majority group with European descent whose 
values and customs reflect their New Zealand location (see Spoonley 
and Butcher 2009).
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tend to gloss over engrained racism, persistent inequalities 
between ethnic groups and resistance to shifts in the ‘pre-
existing’ neoliberal and capitalist values of the Pākehā set-
tler majority (Harris et al. 2018; Lyons et al. 2011).

Aotearoa NZers’ attitudes to climate migrants emerge 
from this context. Nearly a decade ago, Allwood (2013) 
reported that some Aotearoa NZers support climate mobil-
ity because of Aotearoa NZ’s Pacific connections, despite 
concerns that Pacific climate migrants would be a ‘welfare 
burden’ (p. 61) or ‘change the New Zealand [sic] social 
structure’ (p. 79). Since then, climate justice has been 
increasingly centred in climate policy (Gach 2019), Pacific 
peoples’ calls for climate justice have become more vocifer-
ous (Tahana 2019) and many Aotearoa NZers have reported 
supporting ‘climate refugee’ policy (Stanley and William-
son 2021). It is uncertain whether these trends translate into 
greater climate justice awareness, responsibility to accept 
climate migrants, and positive attitudes towards climate 
migrants overall. Moreover, it is uncertain how these factors 
intersect with existing perspectives on immigration.

Therefore, we seek to understand whether Aotearoa 
NZers’ complicity in climate mobility contributes to their 
attitudes towards climate migrants. Through a cross-sec-
tional survey using an online convenience sample, we first 
test whether there are underlying differences in attitudes 
towards climate migrants, compared to other immigrants 
(H1). Then, summarising our hypotheses through the con-
ceptual model (Fig. 1), we assess whether perceptions of 
climate migrants are mediated by climate change beliefs. 
In Fig. 1, path C tests the direct effect: that belief in ACC 
is related to attitudes towards climate migrants (H2). Paths 
A and B test the indirect effect: that support for distributive 
justice mediates the association between belief in ACC and 
attitudes towards climate migrants (H3). Finally, path A tests 
the conditional indirect effect: that awareness of climate jus-
tice moderates the relationship between belief in ACC and 
distributive justice (H4).

Method

Data

Data were generated through a cross-sectional online ques-
tionnaire on Aotearoa NZers’ attitudes towards climate 
change and migration, administered from December 2019 
to March 2020. People self-selected through volunteer and 
snowball sampling in response to a Facebook advertisement. 
The advertisement was ‘seeking participants for a survey 
on migration and climate change’ and was incentivised by 
a prize draw to win one of four vouchers. The present anal-
yses employ a subset of questions within a larger battery 
of measures on climate change and migration. A total of 

238 people aged 18–86 years completed the questionnaire. 
This is considered a medium-sized sample in psychological 
research (Feng et al. 2020). More women (55.6%), Pākehā 
(87.0%) and tertiary-educated people (58.5%) were repre-
sented in this convenience sample than in the Aotearoa NZ 
population (see Table 1 for population-wide comparisons). 
Although not completely representative, a range of different 
participants completed the survey.

Climate change measures

The questionnaire included four climate change measures, 
assessed on a Likert scale ranging from 1 to 7 (1: strongly 
disagree; 7: strongly agree). Questions on climate change 
reality and belief in anthropogenic climate change, previ-
ously demonstrated to predict environmental behaviours 
(e.g. Hornsey et al. 2016; Milfont et al. 2017; Van der Lin-
den et al. 2019), were derived from the New Zealand Atti-
tudes and Values Study (NZAVS, Sibley 2018). To gauge 
climate justice awareness, participants responded to three 
questions (Cronbach’s alpha, α = 0.86) about the unequal 
distribution of climate impacts across generations, locations 
and household income, e.g. ‘My or my friends’ children will 
experience more extreme weather events in their lifetimes 
than I will’. Distributive justice, i.e. the belief that countries 
should support others more affected by climate change (Pot-
tier et al. 2017), was measured from the average of three 
items (α = 0.74) adapted from Allwood (2013). See Online 
Resource I for details.

Immigration measures

We adapted perspectives on immigration from Ward and 
Masgoret (2008). Before answering, respondents were pro-
vided with a definition for ‘climate migrants’ but not for 
‘immigrants’, as climate migrants do not frequently feature 
in mainstream discourse in Aotearoa NZ, unlike immigrants 
(Spoonley and Butcher 2009; Zaman and Das 2020). The 
term ‘climate migrants’ was chosen to reflect current policy 
discussion and avoid the more divisive term ‘climate refu-
gees’ (Kelly 2020; Zaman and Das 2020).

We first asked all respondents about their attitudes 
towards immigrants (α = 0.83) then climate migrants 
(α = 0.92) for a within-person comparison of attitudes 
towards (im)migrants. The variables were assessed from 
three items measured on a Likert scale from 1 to 7 (1: 
strongly disagree; 7: strongly agree), e.g. ‘The unity of New 
Zealand is enhanced by immigrants’/ ‘The unity of New Zea-
land will be enhanced if we accommodate climate migrants’. 
We employed tense differences to match the framing of cli-
mate mobility in public discourse as a distant phenomenon 
rather than a present reality (Zaman and Das 2020).

88   Page 4 of 12 Regional Environmental Change (2022) 22: 88
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Acculturation expectations, including for assimilation 
and integration, were measured from single items adapted 
from Allwood (2013). Both expectations were separately 
measured for climate migrants and immigrants, e.g. 

‘Immigrants should fully adopt New Zealand culture and 
values’, or ‘Climate migrants should maintain their cul-
tures while also adopting New Zealand culture’.

Table 1   Descriptive statistics for the sample and the Aotearoa NZ population across survey variables

Note. Immigration and climate change measures recorded on a Likert scale from 1 to 7
1 Defined as per Statistics New Zealand (2018a, 2019a). Frequencies do not sum to 100% as respondents could identify with more than one eth-
nic group
2 Statistics New Zealand (2019b)
3 Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment (n.d.)
4 Statistics New Zealand (n.d.)
5 Statistics New Zealand (2021)
6 Statistics New Zealand (2018b)

Variable n (= 236) p̂(%) p(%) � � s α

Attitudes towards migrants (1 = more negative, 7 = more positive)
  Attitudes towards immigrants 5.10 1.48 0.83
  Attitudes towards climate migrants 4.39 1.73 0.92

Assimilation expectations (1 = low, 7 = high)
  For immigrants 4.62 1.75
  For climate migrants 4.40 1.85

Integration expectations (1 = low, 7 = high)
  For immigrants 5.35 1.37
  For climate migrants 5.07 1.46

Climate change beliefs (1 = strong disbelief, 7 = strong belief)
  Reality 5.84 1.92
  Anthropogenic climate change (ACC) 5.11 2.34
  Climate justice awareness 4.94 1.94 0.86
  Distributive justice 4.61 1.73 0.74

Demographic characteristics
  Age (median)    41 372

  Household income ($NZ)    98,700 1057003

  Political orientation (1 = liberal, 7 = conservative) 3.32 1.85
Ethnicity1 (yes = 1; no = Pākehā)

  Māori   15   6.5 16.5
  Pākehā 202 87.0 64.1
  Pacific     5   1.7   8.1
  Asian   11   4.8 15.1
  European   23   9.5   6.0
  Not elsewhere classified     3   1.3   2.7

Gender4,5 (yes = 1; no = male)
  Male 102 42.7 46.9
  Female 131 55.6 48.2
  Non-binary or gender diverse     3   1.7 0.8

Education6

  High school   46 19.1 39.3
  Associate/technical degree/diploma   51 21.2 18.7
  Bachelor’s degree   83 35.7 14.6
  Postgraduate qualification    9   3.7   5.7
  Master’s degree   40 17.0   3.7
  Doctor’s degree    5   2.10   0.8
  Other    2   1.20 NA
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Demographic and political characteristics

Socio-political and demographic characteristics demon-
strated elsewhere to be associated with climate change (e.g. 
McCright et al. 2014; Milfont et al. 2015) and migration 
attitudes (e.g. Hainmueller and Hiscox 2007; O’Rourke and 
Sinnott 2006) were controlled for in the analyses. Covari-
ates included age, education, household income, gender, 
ethnicity and political orientation. Using these covariates 
accounted for the variation in our measures of interest that 
was solely related to the demographics of the self-selected 
sample. To retain responses from underrepresented gen-
der and ethnic groups, gender was assessed as male/other 
genders (female, non-binary, transgender and intersex) and 
ethnicity as Pākehā/non-Pākehā (Māori, Pacific, Asian, 
Middle Eastern, African and Latin American). Despite 
oversimplifying experiences of structural inequality, these 
variables broadly reflect benefitting from the male or Pākehā 
hegemony compared to facing historical disadvantage (e.g. 
Spoonley 2015; Tan et al. 2019). Political orientation was 
measured using one item, ‘Please rate how politically liberal 
versus conservative you see yourself as being’, measured 
from 1 (liberal) to 7 (conservative) (Sibley 2018).

Empirical methods

Within-subjects MANCOVA was used to test for differ-
ences in attitudes towards (im)migrants and acculturation 
expectations. The within-subjects MANCOVA assessed two 
different measurements from the same participants, rather 
than the same measurement at separate time points. Within-
participants designs are not without their pitfalls, notably 
carry-over and researcher demand effects (Charness et al. 
2012). However, we selected this design because people’s 
attitudes towards immigrants are likely to inform rather 
than be independent of their perceptions of future climate 
migrants.

To test the conceptual model (Fig. 1), we employed mod-
erated mediation analyses through Hayes (2013) PROCESS 
macro for SPSS (model 7). Moderated mediation analysis 
combines the effects of mediation and moderation to test 
the conditional indirect effect. This tests whether the indi-
rect effect—the effect of the predictor (belief in ACC) on 
the outcome (attitudes towards climate migrants) through 
the mediator (distributive justice)—depends upon the level 
of the moderator (climate justice awareness) (Hayes 2015; 
Preacher et al. 2007). Statistical significance of the overall 
model was assessed from the index of moderated mediation, 
which computes the relationship between the indirect effect 
and the moderator. This employed 95% bootstrap confidence 
intervals of 5,000 bootstrap samples with homoscedasticity-
consistent standard errors (Hayes 2013; 2015).

Results

Table 1 provides descriptive statistics of demographic, 
climate change and immigration variables used in the 
analyses. First, a within-subjects MANCOVA was 
performed to test for baseline differences in migra-
tion attitudes, accounting only for climate change real-
ity. These included significant differences in attitudes 
towards (im)migrants and acculturation expectations 
(Fwithin effects(2.20,511.42) = 47.96, p < 0.001, Greenhouse 
Geisser correction, see Online Resource II). To investigate 
these differences further, we re-ran the analyses with all 
covariates to control for demographic characteristics as 
well as climate change reality. Most people agreed that 
climate migrants and immigrants in general made posi-
tive contributions to Aotearoa NZ, even when account-
ing for demographic differences (Fig. 2). However, atti-
tudes towards migrants and acculturation expectations 
differed, supporting H1, as shown from the MANCOVA 
(Fwithin effects(2.55,512.09) = 3.70, p < 0.05, Greenhouse 
Geisser correction, see Online Resource II). People felt 
more negatively towards climate migrants than they did 
towards immigrants (Fig. 2, p < 0.01). They expected both 
migrant groups to integrate more than assimilate into soci-
ety (ps < 0.01, post hoc tests with Bonferroni correction, 
Fig. 2 and Online Resource II). However, climate migrants 
were expected to both assimilate and integrate less than 
were immigrants (ps > 0.05). Migration attitudes also var-
ied by climate change, gender and political orientation, as 
Online Resource II details.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Attitudes towards 
migrants

Assimilation 
expectations

Integration 
expectations

Immigrants

Climate migrants

At
tit

ud
es

Measure

Fig. 2   Attitudes towards migrants and acculturation expectations for 
immigrants compared to climate migrants. Higher score indicates 
more positive attitudes or stronger expectations, adjusted for covari-
ates. Covariates included age, education, income, political orienta-
tion, gender, ethnicity, and climate change reality. Error bars = 95% 
confidence intervals
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Attitudes towards climate migrants

To better understand people’s responses to climate migrants, 
we analysed the links between their climate change beliefs 
and their attitudes towards climate migrants. Using moder-
ated mediation analyses (Hayes [2013] PROCESS model 7), 
we first tested the conceptual model (Fig. 1) without covari-
ates, then later included covariates for the final analysis. 
Excluding covariates, each path of the model was significant 
(ps < 0.001, Online Resource II) and the index of moderated 
mediation was greater than zero (index = 0.03 [0.01, 0.06]), 
suggesting that our overall model was significant.

We then re-ran the model with covariates to account for 
sample bias, differences in demographic characteristics and 
acculturation expectations (Fig. 1; Table 2). For path C 
(Fig. 2), belief in ACC was related to attitudes towards cli-
mate migrants (p < 0.01). On average, the more that people 

believed in ACC, the more positively they perceived climate 
migrants, as per H2.

Next, we tested the indirect effect (paths A–B). For path 
A, belief in ACC and awareness of climate justice were posi-
tively related to support for distributive justice (p < 0.001). 
Awareness of climate justice moderated the relationship 
between belief in ACC and support for distributive justice, 
in line with H4 (interaction effect: ps < 0.05, Table 2 and 
Online Resource II). That is, the more that people believed 
that climate change was human caused and were aware of 
climate justice, the more they believed that states had dif-
ferentiated responsibilities towards climate migrants. How-
ever, these relationships depended upon people’s awareness 
of the unequal spread of climate impacts. Specifically, as 
people’s belief in ACC increased, they were more likely to 
feel responsible for supporting climate migrants, especially 
if they were also knowledgeable about climate justice.

Table 2   Coefficients for moderated mediation of attitudes to climate migrants on climate change beliefs

Note. aUnstandardised coefficients. bCI—Confidence interval. c0—non-Pākehā, 1—Pākehā. d0—male, 1—female, non-binary or gender diverse. 
e1—very politically liberal, 7—very politically conservative. The following values were mean-centred: belief in ACC; climate justice awareness
*p < 0.05 (two-tailed test)
**p < 0.01 (two-tailed test)
***p < 0.001 (two-tailed test)

Predictor Path C: Direct effect on attitudes 
towards climate migrants

Path A: Conditional indirect effect on 
distributive justice

Paths B and C’: Direct and indirect 
effect on attitudes towards climate 
migrants

Coefficienta 95% CIb Coefficienta 95% CIb Coefficient 95% CIb

Belief in ACC​ 0.13**    [0.03, 0.23]     0.23***     [0.10, 0.37]   0.06 [− 0.04, 0.17]
Climate justice 

awareness
- -     0.33***     [0.18, 0.48] - -

Belief in 
ACC*Climate Jus-
tice Awareness

- -     0.06*     [0.01, 0.10] - -

Distributive justice - - - -    0.21** [0.07, 0.03]
Integration expecta-

tion
   0.37***    [0.25, 0.49]     0.23***     [0.12, 0.34]    0.32** [0.20, 0.44]

Assimilation expecta-
tion

 − 0.22*** [− 0.32, − 0.12]  − 0.08 [− 0.18, 0.01]  − 0.19*** [− 0.29, − 0.10]

Age    0.01 [− 0.01, 0.02]     0.01     [0.00, 0.02]     0.004 [− 0.01, 0.01]
Pākehāc   -0.30 [− 0.672, 0.23]     0.16  [− 0.24, 0.55]  − 0.28 [− 0.69, 0.13]
Other gendersd    0.53**    [0.21, 0.86]     0.43**     [0.12, 0.74] 0.45** [0.12, 0.78]
Education    0.12*    [0.01, 0.23]  − 0.03  [− 0.13, 0.07] 0.12* [− 0.26, − 0.02]
Income    0.00    [0.00, 0.00]     0.01  [− 0.09, 0.07]  − 0.04 [− 0.12, 0.04]
Political orientatione  − 0.18** [− 0.30, − 0.06]  − 0.14* [− 0.25, − 0.24]  − 0.14* [− 0.26, − 0.02]
Constant     2.67**    [0.34, 3.46]     3.54***    [2.41, 4.67] 2.52*** [1.24, 3.79]
R2     0.63     0.69 0.64
F-statistic F(9, 211) = 38.35*** F(11,201) = 41.50*** F(10,202) = 36.64***
Test of unconditional 

interaction
- R2 change = 0.01 -
- F-statisticinteraction(1,201) = 6.41* -

Paths A → B: Index 
of moderated 
mediation

0.0118 [0.0002, 0.0267]
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For path B, being more supportive of distributive jus-
tice was significantly related to having more positive atti-
tudes towards climate migrants (p < 0.01, Table 2). Finally, 
we tested path C, accounting for the moderated mediation 
through paths A and B and covariates. The relationship 
between believing in ACC and being positive towards cli-
mate migrants was no longer significant, confirming H3 
(p > 0.05). This signifies complete mediation, i.e. that the 
relationship in path C between people’s belief in ACC and 
their attitudes towards climate migrants was explained by 
whether they were (a) aware of climate justice and (b) sup-
ported distributive justice-based initiatives (Table 2).

On top of this, these climate change beliefs were also 
related to people’s political orientation, gender and accul-
turation expectations (as per H5). Consistently, political ori-
entation was negatively correlated, gender was positively 
correlated and integration expectations were positively 
correlated to all outcome measures (Fig. 2 paths A to C, 
ps < 0.05; Table 2). Conversely, support for assimilation 
was negatively related to attitudes towards climate migrants 
but was unrelated to support for distributive justice (Fig. 2 
paths B and C, ps < 0.01). To summarise, respondents who 
were politically liberal, supported integration and did not 
identify as male generally held more positive views of cli-
mate migrants. By contrast, respondents who wanted cli-
mate migrants to assimilate generally viewed them more 
negatively (c.f. Florack et al. 2013; Hainmueller and Hiscox 
2007).

Lastly, we tested all paths of the model together. The 
index of moderated-moderated mediation remained (margin-
ally) significant (index = 0.0118, [0.0002, 0.0267],4 Table 2), 
accounting for covariates. In other words, people’s beliefs 
about climate change and about justice interacted to pre-
dict how they perceived climate migrants. Moreover, host 
residents’ openness towards climate migrants depended 
upon their awareness of climate injustices, as per the condi-
tional indirect effect (Online Resource II). For people with 
average-to-high awareness of climate justice, the more they 
believed in anthropogenic climate change, the more likely 
they would view climate migrants positively. By contrast, for 
people with little knowledge of climate justice, believing in 
ACC had no connection to their attitudes towards climate 
migrants.

These patterns are depicted in the final model (Fig. 3). 
Overall, people’s attitudes towards climate migrants were 
related to their beliefs in anthropogenic climate change and 
their opinions about the distribution of its impacts, even 
when accounting for differences in sample demographics. 

Consistently, people who were the most positive towards 
climate migrants believed that climate change was human 
caused and were also aware that its impacts are unjustly dis-
tributed. This pattern was observed on top of the relation-
ships between climate change beliefs, acculturation expecta-
tions and demographic characteristics (Table 2).

Attitudes towards immigrants

For comparison, we assessed whether climate change beliefs 
were also related to attitudes towards immigrants. We re-
ran the moderated mediation analysis for attitudes towards 
immigrants (Online Resource II). Climate change beliefs 
were not tied to attitudes towards immigrants in general (the 
direct effect [Fig. 1 path C], p > 0.05), so we did not test the 
model further. However, acculturation attitudes and politi-
cal orientation were linked to attitudes towards immigrants 
(ps < 0.01). People who were more politically liberal, had 
higher integration expectations and had lower assimilation 
expectations viewed immigrants more positively.

Discussion and conclusion

Overall, respondents from this cross-sectional, opt-in study 
were positive towards immigrants in general and climate 
migrants specifically, including when accounting for dif-
ferences in sample demographics. This positivity reflects 
previous findings about Aotearoa NZers’ openness to cul-
tural diversity (Perry et al. 2018; Sibley and Ward 2013). 
However, people believed that immigrants more than cli-
mate migrants made positive contributions to society, even 
accounting for sample characteristics and different levels of 
belief in climate change (cf. Ipsos 2016; Ward and Masgoret 
2008). We propose that these differences in immigration atti-
tudes are related to climate change beliefs and the effect of 
being complicit in climate migration.

Firstly, the difference in attitudes between immigrants 
and future climate migrants may reflect the uncertainties 

Fig. 3   Final empirical model of the direct and indirect relationships 
between belief in anthropogenic climate change (ACC) and attitudes 
towards climate migrants, including covariates. Numeric values indi-
cate the strength of the associations between variables. Solid lines 
indicate significant relationships; dotted lines indicate the non-signifi-
cant relationship when accounting for the mediation through distribu-
tive justice

4  The effect size is significant, though small. The Bootstrap confi-
dence interval is positive, albeit small. Four decimal places are used 
here to show this effect.
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surrounding climate mobility. There were no official cli-
mate migrants in Aotearoa at the time of data collection, 
reflected in the survey questions which compare attitudes 
towards ‘future’ climate migrants with attitudes towards 
contemporary immigrants. Despite creating additional 
uncertainty, these different temporal framings assessed the 
abstract (Dreher and Voyer 2015) and imprecise (Hoffman 
et al. 2021) status of climate mobility discourse in Aotearoa 
NZ. In the absence of concrete information about the nature 
of climate mobility (Zaman and Das 2020), respondents may 
have substituted the uncertainties surrounding the future of 
climate mobility with negative stereotypes evoked by main-
stream media (Echterhoff et al. 2020; Swim and Bloodhart 
2018), such as Pacific peoples being financially ‘depend-
ent’ (Allwood 2013; Loto et al. 2006). While we accounted 
for climate change scepticism in our analysis, we did not 
directly test for such economic concerns (c.f. Stanley and 
Williamson 2021).

Our model suggests that climate change beliefs con-
tribute to these attitudinal differences. Individual variation 
in belief in ACC was related to warmth towards climate 
migrants through support for distributive justice. Being a 
cross-sectional study, our findings do not support causality 
nor the direction of the association. Namely, believing in 
ACC could be driving attitudes towards climate migrants, 
or attitudes towards climate migrants could be influencing 
belief in ACC. Nonetheless, our model does support claims 
that how one perceives the cause of mobility is tied to how 
one regards climate migrants (Echterhoff et al. 2020; Horn-
sey et al. 2016). That is, acknowledging climate change as 
real may encourage hosts to see climate change as a form 
of involuntary displacement, thus, to view climate migrants 
as deserving of assistance (cf. Verkuyten et al. 2018). Fur-
thermore, the mediation through distributive justice (Fig. 3, 
paths A and B) supports Nawrotzki (2014) in that responsi-
bility for climate migrants may emerge when one observes 
the interconnectedness of human activities and climate-
related livelihood destruction. Combining Nawrotzki’s and 
others’ work (e.g. Helbling 2020; Stanley and Williamson 
2021) with our observations, we propose that acknowledg-
ing one’s complicity in climate mobility fosters positivity 
towards climate migrants. Conversely, refuting human con-
tributions to climate change may lead to denying Aotearoa 
NZ’s duty of care (cf. Esses et al. 2017; Verkuyten et al. 
2018; Swim and Bloodhart 2018). However, further research 
with an experimental design is needed to confirm this effect 
of complicity.

Awareness of climate justice was also conditionally 
related to support for distributive justice. This suggests that 
understanding the diverse impacts of climate change on 
people’s lives may foster a sense of responsibility towards 
climate migrants (cf. Lujala et al. 2020). For example, peo-
ple who connect climate change in the Pacific to livelihood 

disruption may be more likely to regard economic migra-
tion as a form of climate migration (cf. Spilker et al. 2020; 
Verkuyten et al. 2018). Consequently, they might believe 
that major-emitting states have a responsibility to welcome 
all migrants from nations with an elevated risk of environ-
mental degradation. However, there is much ambiguity 
surrounding migration drivers, given the routine omission 
of the historical and structural causes of climate ‘vulner-
ability’ in the Pacific (Dreher and Voyer 2015; Shea et al. 
2020). Hosts may be unaware of justice-based arguments for 
accepting climate migrants (c.f. Swim and Bloodhard 2018). 
Indeed, the observed differences in attitudes towards other 
immigrants compared to climate migrants (c.f. Arias and 
Blair 2022; Helbling 2020; Spilker et al. 2020) may reflect 
this lack of understanding. Going forward, it is important 
to understand whether host residents in different regions 
associate economic migration with climate change, and how 
personal immigration experiences, access to resources and 
climate justice beliefs inform their opinions.

Acculturation expectations were related to attitudes 
towards climate migrants, independent of climate change 
beliefs. Most respondents were open to climate migrants and 
supported their integration (cf. Ward and Masgoret 2008), 
although many people also endorsed assimilation. As assim-
ilation implies a cultural loss, pressure to conform to hosts’ 
expectations may disrupt migrants’ cultural, linguistic, iden-
tity and spiritual ties to their homes (Allwood 2013; Choy, 
Ward and Masgoret 2008). Conversely, migrants’ efforts to 
maintain their cultures and languages (i.e. integrate) may be 
met with hostility in regions where the hosts prefer assimi-
lation—especially those where the residents are unfamiliar 
with climate migrants’ (Pacific) cultures (c.f. Esses et al. 
2017; Lujala et al. 2020). Nonetheless, our model suggests 
that educating the public about climate justice has the poten-
tial to counter hostility and socio-cultural concerns. Without 
having tested this experimentally, it is plausible that encour-
aging residents to connect local fossil fuel use with offshore 
environmental and economic insecurity could increase posi-
tivity towards climate migrants overall.

However, it is important to note that participants were first 
asked about immigrants and then about climate migrants, 
who are also immigrants. Complete independence of paired 
samples is not necessary for repeated-measures analysis 
(Nimon 2012) but this pairing may have created a degree 
of overlap in responses. Furthermore, question order can 
bias outcomes in within-participants survey designs. Atti-
tudes towards climate migrants may have differed had the 
question order been reversed or excluded prior reference to 
immigrants (Charness et al. 2012). Although within-person 
comparison was our intention, such biases may have reduced 
the strength of our overall model, which was statistically 
significant, despite the small effect size (Table 2). Further-
more, our findings rely upon a convenience sample, notably 
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including proportionally more women, Aotearoa NZers of 
European descent (Pākehā) and tertiary-educated people 
than in the general Aotearoa NZ population. Extending our 
study to a larger, more representative sample that controls 
for established relationships between economic concerns 
and immigration attitudes (e.g. Stanley and Williamson 
2021) may strengthen the observed effect of complicity.

Overall, we have demonstrated a persistent link between 
climate change beliefs and attitudes towards migrants which 
is not attributable to sample demographics and is unique to 
our regional context. In Aotearoa NZ, recognising that host 
nations are complicit in climate mobility may foster respon-
sibility to accept future climate migrants, and increase the 
chances that host communities will welcome them warmly. 
Nonetheless, complex interactions between residents’ cli-
mate change beliefs emphasise that no singular response 
to mobility can be assumed across and within receiving 
countries

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10113-​022-​01942-y.

Acknowledgements  We would like to thank Max Burger, Ivo Steima-
nis, and Björn Vollan for their feedback on an earlier version of the 
manuscript. We are grateful for the constructive and thoughtful com-
ments of Craig Hutton and two anonymous reviewers that helped to 
further improve the paper.

Funding  Open Access funding enabled and organized by CAUL and its 
Member Institutions This study was funded by the Faculty of Science 
Sustainability Network at the University of Auckland.

Declarations 

Ethics approval and consent to participate  Ethical approval was 
obtained from the University of Auckland Human Participants Ethics 
Committee Ref. 024001. Participation in the survey was with informed 
consent.

Conflict of interest  The authors declare no competing interests.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

Allwood J (2013) How climate change displaces Pacific Island settle-
ments and the public’s perception of large scale migration. Doc-
toral dissertation, The University of Waikato, Kirikiroa Hamilton. 
https://​resea​rchco​mmons.​waika​to.​ac.​nz/​handle/​10289/​7904

Arias S, Blair C (2022) Changing tides: public attitudes on climate 
migration. J Polit 84. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1086/​715163

Bansak K, Hainmueller J, Hangartner D (2016) How economic, 
humanitarian, and religious concerns shape European attitudes 
toward asylum seekers. Science 354. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​
ce.​aag21​47

Belfer E, Ford JD, Maillet M (2017) Representation of Indigenous peo-
ples in climate change reporting. Clim Chang 145:57–70. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10584-​017-​2076-z

Berry JW (1997) Immigration, acculturation, and adaptation. Appl 
Psychol 46:5–68. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1464-​0597.​1997.​tb010​
87.x

Brzoska M, Fröhlich C (2016) Climate change, migration and violent 
conflict: vulnerabilities, pathways and adaptation strategies. Migr 
Dev 5:190–210. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​21632​324.​2015.​10229​73

Burrows K, Kinney P (2016) Exploring the climate change, migration 
and conflict nexus. Int J Environ Res Public Health 13:443. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ijerp​h1304​0443

Cass P (2018) A plan nobody hopes they will need: New Zealand and 
climate change migration. Pac J Rev 24:138–154. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​24135/​pjr.​v24i1.​426

Cattaneo C, Beine M, Fröhlich CJ, Kniveton D, Martinez-Zarzoso I 
et al (2019) Human migration in the era of climate change. Rev 
Environ Econ Policy 13:189–206. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​reep/​
rez008

Charness G, Gneezy U, Kuhn MA (2012) Experimental methods: 
between-subject and within-subject design. J Econ Behav Organ 
81:1–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jebo.​2011.​08.​009

Dreher T, Voyer M (2015) Climate refugees or migrants? Contesting 
media frames on climate justice in the Pacific. Environ Commun 
9:58–76. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​17524​032.​2014.​932818

Echterhoff G, Hellmann JH, Back MD, Kartner J, Morina N et al (2020) 
Psychological antecedents of refugee integration (PARI). Perspect 
Psychol Sci 15:856–879

Enoka AJ (2019) Under the gaze: a study of the portrayal by the New 
Zealand print media of Pacific Island workers in the Recognised 
Seasonal Employer (RSE) scheme, 2007–2012. Doctoral Thesis, 
Massey University, Wellington

Esses VM, Hamilton LK, Gaucher D (2017) The global refugee crisis: 
empirical evidence and policy implications for improving public 
attitudes and facilitating refugee resettlement. Soc Issues Policy 
Rev 11:78–123. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​sipr.​12028

Feng Q, Song Q, Zhang L, Zheng S, Pan J (2020) Integration of mod-
eration and mediation in a latent variable framework: a com-
parison of estimation approaches for the second-stage moderated 
mediation model. Front Psychol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fpsyg.​
2020.​02167

Florack A, Piontkowski U, Rohmann A, Balzer T, Perzig S (2013) 
Perceived intergroup threat and attitudes of host community mem-
bers toward immigrant acculturation. J Soc Psychol 143:633–648. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00224​54030​95984​68

Fuatai T (2020) Fleeing or living - questions from the frontline of 
climate change. In: Stuff. https://​www.​stuff.​co.​nz/​envir​onment/​
clima​te-​news/​11938​2620/​fleei​ng-​or-​livin​g--​quest​ions-​from-​the-​
front​line-​of-​clima​te-​change. Accessed 18 Sep 2020

Gach E (2019) Normative shifts in the global conception of climate 
change: the growth of climate justice. Soc Sci 8. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​3390/​socsc​i8010​024

88   Page 10 of 12 Regional Environmental Change (2022) 22: 88

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-022-01942-y
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/handle/10289/7904
https://doi.org/10.1086/715163
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2147
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2147
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2076-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-017-2076-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.1997.tb01087.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.1997.tb01087.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/21632324.2015.1022973
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13040443
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph13040443
https://doi.org/10.24135/pjr.v24i1.426
https://doi.org/10.24135/pjr.v24i1.426
https://doi.org/10.1093/reep/rez008
https://doi.org/10.1093/reep/rez008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2011.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2014.932818
https://doi.org/10.1111/sipr.12028
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.02167
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.02167
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224540309598468
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/119382620/fleeing-or-living--questions-from-the-frontline-of-climate-change
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/119382620/fleeing-or-living--questions-from-the-frontline-of-climate-change
https://www.stuff.co.nz/environment/climate-news/119382620/fleeing-or-living--questions-from-the-frontline-of-climate-change
https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci8010024
https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci8010024


1 3

Hainmueller J, Hiscox MJ (2007) Educated preferences: explaining 
attitudes toward immigration in Europe. Int Organ 61:399–442. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1017/​S0020​81830​70701​42

Harris RB, Stanley J, Cormack DM (2018) Racism and health in New 
Zealand: prevalence over time and associations between recent 
experience of racism and health and wellbeing measures using 
national survey data. PLoS One 13. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​
al.​pone.​01964​76

Hayes AF (2015) An index and test of linear moderated mediation. 
Multivariate Behav Res 50. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00273​171.​
2014.​962683

Hayes AF (2013) Introduction to mediation, moderation, and condi-
tional process analysis: a regression-based approach. The Guil-
ford Press. J Educ Meas, New York. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jedm.​
12050

Helbling M (2020) Attitudes towards climate change migrants. Clim 
Change 160:89–102. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10584-​020-​02697-3

Herrmann V (2017) America’s first climate change refugees: victimiza-
tion, distancing, and disempowerment in journalistic storytelling. 
Energy Res Soc Sci 31:205–214. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​erss.​
2017.​05.​033

Hoffman R, Šedová B, Vinke K (2021). Improving the evidence base: 
a methodological review of the quantitative climate migration lit-
erature. Glob Environ Change 71. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​gloen​
vcha.​2021.​102367

Hornsey MJ, Harris EA, Bain PG, Fielding KS (2016) Meta-analyses 
of the determinants and outcomes of belief in climate change. 
Nat Clim Chang 6:622–626. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nclim​ate29​43

Ipsos (2016) Ipsos International Immigration, Refugee and Brexit Poll. 
https://​www.​ipsos.​com/​en-​nz/​ipsos-​inter​natio​nal-​immig​ration-​
refug​ee-​brexit-​poll. Accessed 20 Feb 2020

Kanbur R (2018) Education for climate justice. Rev Dev Chang 
23:107–121. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​09722​66120​180105

Kelly LM (2020) Climate refugees in mainstream media. Int Relations 
39:48–56. https://​inter​natio​nalre​latio​ns.​sfsu.​edu/​sites/​defau​lt/​files/​
docum​ents/​IR_​Journ​al_​Final%​202020.​pdf#​page=​49

Kelman I (2015) Difficult decisions: migration from small island devel-
oping states under climate change. Earth’s Future, 3(4), 133–142. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​2014E​F0002​78

Kotzur PF, Friehs MT, Asbrock F, van Zalk MHW (2019) Stereotype 
content of refugee subgroups in Germany. Eur J Soc Psychol 
49:1344–1358. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​ejsp.​2585

Koubi V (2019) Climate change and conflict. Annu Rev Polit 
Sci 22:343–360. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​ev-​polis​
ci-​050317-​070830

Loto R, Hodgetts D, Nikora LW, Chamberlain K, Karapu R et al (2006) 
Pasifika in the news: the portrayal of Pacific peoples in the New 
Zealand press. J Community Appl Soc Psychol 16:100–118. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​casp.​848

Lujala P, Bezu S, Kolstad I et al (2020) How do host–migrant proximi-
ties shape attitudes toward internal climate migrants? CMI Work-
ing Paper WP 2020:2. Chr Michelsen Inst. https://​www.​cmi.​no/​
publi​catio​ns/​7167-​how-​do-​hostm​igrant-​proxi​mities-​shape-​attit​
udes-​toward-​inter​nal-​clima​te-​migra​nts. Accessed 19 Sep 2020

Lyons AC, Madden H, Chamberlain K (2011) “It’s not really us dis-
criminating against immigrants, it’s more telling people how to fit 
in”: constructing the nation in immigration talk in New Zealand. J 
Community Appl Soc Psychol 21:14–27. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​
casp.​1051

Marshall N (2016) Forced environmental migration: ethical consid-
erations for emerging migration policy. Ethics Policy Environ 
19:1–18. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​21550​085.​2016.​11732​84

McCright AM, Xiao C, Dunlap RE (2014) Political polarization on 
support for government spending on environmental protection in 
the USA, 1974–2012. Soc Sci Res 48:251–260. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​ssres​earch.​2014.​06.​008

Milfont TL, Milojev P, Greaves LM, Sibley CG (2015) Socio-structural 
and psychological foundations of climate change beliefs. 44:17–30

Milfont TL, Wilson MS, Sibley CG (2017) The public’s belief in cli-
mate change and its human cause are increasing over time. PLoS 
One 12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​01742​46

Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment (n.d.) Median 
household income in New Zealand. http://​webre​ar.​mbie.​govt.​nz/​
theme/​house​hold-​income-​median/​map/​times​eries/​2019/​new-​zeala​
nd?​right-​trans​form=​absol​ute. Accessed 14 Oct 2020

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade (2018) Pacific climate change-
related displacement and migration: a New Zealand action plan. 
Wellington

Nawrotzki RJ (2014) Climate migration and moral responsibility. Eth-
ics Policy Environ 17:69–87. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​21550​085.​
2014.​885173

Nimon KF (2012) Statistical assumptions of substantive analyses 
across the general linear model: A mini-review. Front Psychol 
3:322

‘Ofa Kolo F (1990) An incident in Otara: the media and Pacific Island 
communities. In: Spoonley P, Hirsh W (eds) Between the lines: 
Racism and the New Zealand media. Heinemann Reed, Auckland, 
pp 120–122

O’Rourke KH, Sinnott R (2006) The determinants of individual atti-
tudes towards immigration. Eur J Polit Econ 22:838–861. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ejpol​eco.​2005.​10.​005

Perry R, Priest N, Paradies Y, Barlow FK, Sibley CG et al (2018) 
Barriers to multiculturalism: in-group favoritism and out-group 
hostility are independently associated with policy opposition. 
Soc Psychol Personal Sci 9:89–98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​19485​
50617​703169

Pottier A, Méjean A, Godard O, Hourcade JC (2017) A survey of 
global climate justice: from negotiation stances to moral stakes 
and back. Int Rev Environ Resour Econ 1:1–53. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1561/​101.​00000​090ï

Preacher KJ, Rucher DD, Hayes AF (2007) Assessing moderated 
mediation hypotheses: theory, methods, and prescriptions. Mul-
tivariate Behav Res 42:185–227. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00273​
17070​13413​16

Priebe S, Giacco D, El-Nagib R (2016) Public health aspects of mental 
health among migrants and refugees: A review of the evidence 
on mental health care for refugees, asylum seekers and irregu-
lar migrants in the WHO European Region. Copenhagen: World 
Health Organization, Regional Office for Europe. (Health Evi-
dence Network (HEN) Synthesis Report 47). https://​apps.​who.​
int/​iris/​bitst​ream/​handle/​10665/​326308/​97892​89051​651-​eng.​pdf?​
seque​nce=1

Remling E (2020) Migration as climate adaptation? Exploring dis-
courses amongst development actors in the Pacific Island 
region. Reg Environ Change 20. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10113-​020-​01583-z

Rigaud KK, de Sherbinin A, Jones B, Jonas B, Clement V, Ober, K, 
Schewe, J, Adamo, S, McCusker, B, Heuser, S, Midgley, A (2018) 
Groundswell: Preparing for internal climate migration. World 
Band, Washington DC. https://​openk​nowle​dge.​world​bank.​org/​
handle/​10986/​29461​Licen​se:​CCBY3.​0IGO

Schlosberg D, Collins LB (2014) From environmental to climate jus-
tice: climate change and the discourse of environmental justice. 
Wiley Interdiscip Rev Clim Chang 5:359–374. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​wcc.​275

Schwerdtle PN, McMichael C, Mank I, Sauerborn R, Danquah I, 
Bowen K (2020) Health and migration in the context of a chang-
ing climate: a systematic literature assessment. Environ Res Lett 
14. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​1748-​9326/​ab9ece

Shea MM, Painter J, Osaka S (2020) Representations of Pacific 
Islands and climate change in US, UK, and Australian newspaper 

Page 11 of 12    88Regional Environmental Change (2022) 22: 88

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818307070142
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0196476
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0196476
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273171.2014.962683
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273171.2014.962683
https://doi.org/10.1111/jedm.12050
https://doi.org/10.1111/jedm.12050
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-020-02697-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.05.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.05.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2021.102367
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2021.102367
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2943
https://www.ipsos.com/en-nz/ipsos-international-immigration-refugee-brexit-poll
https://www.ipsos.com/en-nz/ipsos-international-immigration-refugee-brexit-poll
https://doi.org/10.1177/0972266120180105
https://internationalrelations.sfsu.edu/sites/default/files/documents/IR_Journal_Final%202020.pdf#page=49
https://internationalrelations.sfsu.edu/sites/default/files/documents/IR_Journal_Final%202020.pdf#page=49
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014EF000278
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2585
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-050317-070830
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-050317-070830
https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.848
https://www.cmi.no/publications/7167-how-do-hostmigrant-proximities-shape-attitudes-toward-internal-climate-migrants
https://www.cmi.no/publications/7167-how-do-hostmigrant-proximities-shape-attitudes-toward-internal-climate-migrants
https://www.cmi.no/publications/7167-how-do-hostmigrant-proximities-shape-attitudes-toward-internal-climate-migrants
https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.1051
https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.1051
https://doi.org/10.1080/21550085.2016.1173284
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2014.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2014.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0174246
http://webrear.mbie.govt.nz/theme/household-income-median/map/timeseries/2019/new-zealand?right-transform=absolute
http://webrear.mbie.govt.nz/theme/household-income-median/map/timeseries/2019/new-zealand?right-transform=absolute
http://webrear.mbie.govt.nz/theme/household-income-median/map/timeseries/2019/new-zealand?right-transform=absolute
https://doi.org/10.1080/21550085.2014.885173
https://doi.org/10.1080/21550085.2014.885173
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpoleco.2005.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpoleco.2005.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550617703169
https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550617703169
https://doi.org/10.1561/101.00000090ï
https://doi.org/10.1561/101.00000090ï
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273170701341316
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273170701341316
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/326308/9789289051651-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/326308/9789289051651-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/326308/9789289051651-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-020-01583-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-020-01583-z
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/29461License:CCBY3.0IGO
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/29461License:CCBY3.0IGO
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.275
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.275
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/ab9ece


1 3

reporting. Clim Change 161:89–108. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10584-​020-​02674-w

Sibley CG (2018) Archive of NZAVS Questionnaires. In: NZAVS 
Technical Documents. https://​cdn.​auckl​and.​ac.​nz/​assets/​psych/​
about/​our-​resea​rch/​nzavs/​NZAVS​Techn​icalD​ocume​nts/​NZAVS-​
Techn​ical-​Docum​ents-​e06-​Archi​ve-​of-​NZAVS-​Quest​ionna​ires.​
pdf

Sibley CG, Ward C (2013) Measuring the preconditions for a success-
ful multicultural society: a barometer test of New Zealand. Int J 
Intercult Relations 37:700–713. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijint​rel.​
2013.​09.​008

Skillington T (2015) Climate justice without freedom: assessing legal 
and political responses to climate change and forced migration. 
Eur J Soc Theory 18:288–307. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​13684​
31015​579967

Spilker G, Nguyen Q, Koubi V, Böhmelt T (2020) Attitudes of urban 
residents towards environmental migration in Kenya and Viet-
nam. Nat Clim Chang 10:622–627. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s41558-​020-​0805-1

Spoonley P (2015) New diversity, old anxieties in New Zealand: the 
complex identity politics and engagement of a settler society. Ethn 
Racial Stud 38:650–661. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01419​870.​2015.​
980292

Spoonley P, Butcher A (2009) Reporting superdiversity. The mass 
media and immigration in New Zealand. J Intercult Stud 30:355–
372. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​07256​86090​32136​38

Stanley SK, Williamson J (2021) Attitudes towards climate change aid 
and climate refugees in New Zealand: an exploration of policy 
support and ideological barriers. Env Polit 1–22. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1080/​09644​016.​2021.​18929​82

Statistics New Zealand (2018a) 2018a Census ethnic group Summa-
ries. https://​www.​stats.​govt.​nz/​tools/​2018a-​census-​ethnic-​group-​
summa​ries. Accessed 20 Dec 2022

Statistics New Zealand (2018b) Population and dwellings. https://​www.​
stats.​govt.​nz/​tools/​2018b-​census-​place-​summa​ries/​new-​zeala​nd?​
gclid=​CjwKC​AiAlf​qOBhA​eEiwA​Yi43F​2tIdA​jDAXa​uj3jT​6f7Yd​
U5N3x​xygwO-​wV1B0​KrDEe​7fGVg​Cr5qN​dhoCJ​ggQAvD_​
BwE#​educa​tion-​and-​train​ing. Accessed 14 Oct 2020

Statistics New Zealand (2019a) New Zealand’s population reflects 
growing diversity. https://​www.​stats.​govt.​nz/​news/​new-​zeala​
nds-​popul​ation-​refle​cts-​growi​ng-​diver​sity. Accessed 19 Apr 2021

Statistics New Zealand (2019b) New Zealand as a village of 100 peo-
ple. https://​www.​stats.​govt.​nz/​infog​raphi​cs/​new-​zeala​nd-​as-a-​villa​
ge-​of-​100-​people-​2018-​census-​data. Accessed 20 Jan 2022.

Statistics New Zealand (2021) LGBT+ population of Aotearoa New 
Zealand: year ended June 2020. https://​www.​stats.​govt.​nz/​repor​
ts/​lgbt-​plus-​popul​ation-​of-​aotea​roa-​year-​ended-​june-​2020#:​~:​

text=0.​8%​20per​cent%​20of%​20the%​20adu​lt,perce​nt%​20of%​
20the%​20adu​lt%​20pop​ulati​on. Accessed 25 Jan 2022

Statistics New Zealand (n.d.) Age and sex by ethnic group (grouped 
total responses), for census night population counts, 2006, 2013, 
and 2018 Censuses (RC, TA, SA2, DHB). http://​nzdot​stat.​stats.​
govt.​nz/​wbos/​Index.​aspx?​DataS​etCode=​TABLE​CODE8​317&_​
ga=2.​24669​4726.​31637​6673.​15833​70248-​18878​58874.​15833​
70248#. Accessed 20 Oct 2020

Swim JK, Bloodhart B (2018) The intergroup foundations of climate 
change justice. Gr Process Intergr Relations 21:472–496. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1177/​13684​30217​745366

Tahana J (2019) We’re not drowning, we’re fighting - Pacific youth-led 
climate march. In: Radio New Zealand. https://​www.​rnz.​co.​nz/​
inter​natio​nal/​pacif​ic-​news/​399784/​we-​re-​not-​drown​ing-​we-​re-​
fight​ing-​pacif​ic-​youth-​lead-​clima​te-​march. Accessed 18 Sep 2020

Tan KKH, Schmidt JM, Ellis SJ, Veale JF (2019) Mental health of trans 
and gender diverse people in Aotearoa/New Zealand: a review of 
the social determinants of inequities. NZ J Psych 48:64–72

Te Punga Somerville A (2012) Once were Pacific: Māori connections 
to Oceania. University of Minnesota Press, Minneapolis

van der Linden S (2015) The social-psychological determinants of cli-
mate change risk perceptions: towards a comprehensive model. 
J Environ Psychol 41:112–124. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jenvp.​
2014.​11.​012

van der Linden S, Leiserowitz A, Maibach E (2019) The gateway belief 
model: a large-scale replication. J Environ Psychol 62:49–58. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jenvp.​2019.​01.​009

van der Linden S, Maibach E, Leiserowitz A (2015) Improving pub-
lic engagement with climate change: five “best practice” insights 
from psychological science. Perspect Psychol Sci 10:758–763. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​17456​91615​598516

Verkuyten M, Mepham K, Kros M (2018) Public attitudes towards 
support for migrants: the importance of perceived voluntary and 
involuntary migration. Ethnic Racial Stud 41:89–98. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1080/​01419​870.​2017.​13670​21

Ward C, Masgoret AM (2008) Attitudes toward immigrants, immigra-
tion, and multiculturalism in New Zealand: a social psychologi-
cal analysis. Int Migr Rev 42:227–248. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
1747-​7379.​2007.​00119.x

Zaman A, Das J (2020) Injustice versus insecurity: climate-induced 
displacement in the Fijian and New Zealand public discourses. 
Pac J Rev 26:102–117. https://​doi.​org/​10.​24135/​pjr.​v26i2.​1098

Publisher's note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

88   Page 12 of 12 Regional Environmental Change (2022) 22: 88

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-020-02674-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-020-02674-w
https://cdn.auckland.ac.nz/assets/psych/about/our-research/nzavs/NZAVSTechnicalDocuments/NZAVS-Technical-Documents-e06-Archive-of-NZAVS-Questionnaires.pdf
https://cdn.auckland.ac.nz/assets/psych/about/our-research/nzavs/NZAVSTechnicalDocuments/NZAVS-Technical-Documents-e06-Archive-of-NZAVS-Questionnaires.pdf
https://cdn.auckland.ac.nz/assets/psych/about/our-research/nzavs/NZAVSTechnicalDocuments/NZAVS-Technical-Documents-e06-Archive-of-NZAVS-Questionnaires.pdf
https://cdn.auckland.ac.nz/assets/psych/about/our-research/nzavs/NZAVSTechnicalDocuments/NZAVS-Technical-Documents-e06-Archive-of-NZAVS-Questionnaires.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2013.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijintrel.2013.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368431015579967
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368431015579967
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0805-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0805-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2015.980292
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2015.980292
https://doi.org/10.1080/07256860903213638
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2021.1892982
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2021.1892982
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018a-census-ethnic-group-summaries
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018a-census-ethnic-group-summaries
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018b-census-place-summaries/new-zealand?gclid=CjwKCAiAlfqOBhAeEiwAYi43F2tIdAjDAXauj3jT6f7YdU5N3xxygwO-wV1B0KrDEe7fGVgCr5qNdhoCJggQAvD_BwE#education-and-training
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018b-census-place-summaries/new-zealand?gclid=CjwKCAiAlfqOBhAeEiwAYi43F2tIdAjDAXauj3jT6f7YdU5N3xxygwO-wV1B0KrDEe7fGVgCr5qNdhoCJggQAvD_BwE#education-and-training
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018b-census-place-summaries/new-zealand?gclid=CjwKCAiAlfqOBhAeEiwAYi43F2tIdAjDAXauj3jT6f7YdU5N3xxygwO-wV1B0KrDEe7fGVgCr5qNdhoCJggQAvD_BwE#education-and-training
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018b-census-place-summaries/new-zealand?gclid=CjwKCAiAlfqOBhAeEiwAYi43F2tIdAjDAXauj3jT6f7YdU5N3xxygwO-wV1B0KrDEe7fGVgCr5qNdhoCJggQAvD_BwE#education-and-training
https://www.stats.govt.nz/tools/2018b-census-place-summaries/new-zealand?gclid=CjwKCAiAlfqOBhAeEiwAYi43F2tIdAjDAXauj3jT6f7YdU5N3xxygwO-wV1B0KrDEe7fGVgCr5qNdhoCJggQAvD_BwE#education-and-training
https://www.stats.govt.nz/news/new-zealands-population-reflects-growing-diversity
https://www.stats.govt.nz/news/new-zealands-population-reflects-growing-diversity
https://www.stats.govt.nz/infographics/new-zealand-as-a-village-of-100-people-2018-census-data
https://www.stats.govt.nz/infographics/new-zealand-as-a-village-of-100-people-2018-census-data
https://www.stats.govt.nz/reports/lgbt-plus-population-of-aotearoa-year-ended-june-2020#:~:text=0.8%20percent%20of%20the%20adult,percent%20of%20the%20adult%20population
https://www.stats.govt.nz/reports/lgbt-plus-population-of-aotearoa-year-ended-june-2020#:~:text=0.8%20percent%20of%20the%20adult,percent%20of%20the%20adult%20population
https://www.stats.govt.nz/reports/lgbt-plus-population-of-aotearoa-year-ended-june-2020#:~:text=0.8%20percent%20of%20the%20adult,percent%20of%20the%20adult%20population
https://www.stats.govt.nz/reports/lgbt-plus-population-of-aotearoa-year-ended-june-2020#:~:text=0.8%20percent%20of%20the%20adult,percent%20of%20the%20adult%20population
http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=TABLECODE8317&_ga=2.246694726.316376673.1583370248-1887858874.1583370248#
http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=TABLECODE8317&_ga=2.246694726.316376673.1583370248-1887858874.1583370248#
http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=TABLECODE8317&_ga=2.246694726.316376673.1583370248-1887858874.1583370248#
http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=TABLECODE8317&_ga=2.246694726.316376673.1583370248-1887858874.1583370248#
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430217745366
https://doi.org/10.1177/1368430217745366
https://www.rnz.co.nz/international/pacific-news/399784/we-re-not-drowning-we-re-fighting-pacific-youth-lead-climate-march
https://www.rnz.co.nz/international/pacific-news/399784/we-re-not-drowning-we-re-fighting-pacific-youth-lead-climate-march
https://www.rnz.co.nz/international/pacific-news/399784/we-re-not-drowning-we-re-fighting-pacific-youth-lead-climate-march
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.11.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2019.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691615598516
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2017.1367021
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2017.1367021
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-7379.2007.00119.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-7379.2007.00119.x
https://doi.org/10.24135/pjr.v26i2.1098

	Attitudes towards climate migrants in Aotearoa New Zealand: the roles of climate change beliefs and immigration attitudes
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Attitudes towards climate migrants
	Climate justice
	Acculturation expectations
	Migration to Aotearoa New Zealand

	Method
	Data
	Climate change measures
	Immigration measures
	Demographic and political characteristics
	Empirical methods

	Results
	Attitudes towards climate migrants
	Attitudes towards immigrants

	Discussion and conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References


