Supplemental Material
Figure S1

Note. Errors bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Results are marginal means controlling for gender (male vs. all other), race (white vs. all other), age, political orientation, conservative news consumption, mainstream/liberal news consumption, education, and income.

Figure S1 shows marginal means on civic-related behavioral intentions between three groups: those who deny the existence of climate change (M = 2.74), those who ascribe to a natural causation belief (M=3.21), and non-contrarians (M=4.30). An ANCOVA suggested significant differences across these three groups, F(2, 818) = 33.848, p <.001. Contrasts between groups show the non-contrarians are significantly different from both those who deny climate change and those who ascribe to a natural causation belief (ps < .001). On the surface, these groups do not seem as reachable on behavioral intentions. However, only after breaking down the natural causation believers into subgroups do we find that some are more supportive of climate behaviors than others.
Figure S2 

Note. Errors bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Results are marginal means controlling for gender (male vs. all other), race (white vs. all other), age, political orientation, conservative news consumption, mainstream/liberal news consumption, education, and income.

Figure S2 shows marginal mean differences on climate policy support between those who deny the existence of climate change (M = 3.16), argue for natural causation (M=3.85), and non-contrarians (M = 4.85). An ANCOVA suggested differences across the three groups, F(2, 821) = 39.96, p <.001. Contrast results show that non-contrarians are significantly different from both those who deny climate change and those who argue for natural causation (ps < .001). On the surface, those who argue for natural causation appear significantly less supportive of climate policies. However, after breaking down this group, some individuals emerge as closer to non-contrarians than deniers, underscoring the importance of a nuanced appreciation of natural causation arguments. 
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