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Course Description  
 
This is an undergraduate seminar, which means that students will take an active role not just in 
learning and research but in leading our discussions.  The course is designed to give an overview 
of the subject and to enable in-depth research on environmental politics. 
 
Course Goals 
 
In addition to increasing students’ substantive and theoretical knowledge of environmental 
politics, the course seeks to strengthen research, writing, and presentational skills. 
 
Course Overview  
 
Environmental issues are a “perfect storm” of challenges for governance: they involve market 
failures (externalities, public goods, common pool resources); require coordinated action on 
local, state, federal, and transnational and international scales; involve complex scientific, 
economic, and social issues and uncertainties; engage the core economic interests of self-
interested groups; emerge on time scales in which near term actions can have consequences for 
hundreds or even thousands of years; evoke competing ethical or moral claims; and involve 
personal choices by and also affect the livelihoods and quality of life of every person on the 
planet.  Climate change has garnered much of the attention on the environmental agenda, but 
other problems include air pollution (particulates, toxins), water pollution and shortages, ozone 
depletion, overfishing, deforestation, biodiversity loss, habitat loss, and plastics and other wastes 
and toxins on land and in the oceans.  
 
International negotiations have had some successes in addressing these problems, particularly on 
protecting the ozone layer, but on others (particularly climate change) negotiations have not yet 
resulted in policy changes that scientists judge to be sufficient to prevent major damage to the 
global environment and human society.  At the same time, rapid improvements in the science, 
technology, and economics of energy and the climate are creating opportunities to markedly 
reduce the possible future damage done by greenhouse gases and other pollutants, and to do so at 
modest economic costs, provided that political institutions can adapt to take advantage of these 
opportunities. 
 
While this is not a course in climate science or environmental economics, we begin with a brief 
discussion of these topics as important background for understanding environmental politics and 
possible futures.  We will then explore the role of path dependent politics on energy transitions, 
environmental and energy politics in the US (public opinion, framing, agenda-setting, fossil fuel 
and environmental groups and lobbying, federal, state, and local institutions and environmental 
politics), environmental politics in countries and groups of countries outside the US, 



international environmental negotiations and institutions, the politics of environmental problems 
other than climate change, the resource curse,  and environmental problems and international and 
civil conflict. 
 
Course Requirements  
 
--Prepare One Powerpoint Slide on your Favorite Infographic, photo, or Factual Listicle on 
Environmental or Energy Science for our first session as part of your self-introduction.  
Choose something that helps explain your interest in environmental issues, perhaps something 
that relates to your personal encounter with environmental issues or outdoor activities as you 
were growing up. 
 
--Lead the Discussion in one Session (20% of course grade).  Students will have some voice in 
choosing a topic/week to lead our discussion, but we also have to ensure there is at least one 
student (at times there may be two) leading the discussion each week. This will consist of a 10-
15 minute summary and critique of the assigned readings from that week (and perhaps also brief 
summary of some of the additional listed readings, and other relevant readings the student finds 
on their own). This can include (but does not require) powerpoints for information best conveyed 
visually. I encourage students to consult with me in office hours a week prior to leading the 
discussion. Following their presentation (during which other students and I might interject with 
questions), the leading student(s) will help facilitate the discussion that follows, drawing on 
discussion questions they have devised and additional discussion questions suggested by other 
students.   
 
--Write Discussion Questions for two sessions (10% of course grade each, for 20% total).  
Students should write and post on Canvas by two days prior to class four discussion questions to 
add to those I have outlined below for each session. If you want you can make one of these two 
sets of questions for the day you lead the class discussion.  Make sure your questions are 
discussable – ie, they are not easily answered and they invite different perspectives or tradeoffs. 
Discussion questions can focus on apparent disagreements among the readings, questions the 
readings raise but do not address, policy dilemmas evident in the readings, or theoretical or 
methodological critiques of the readings. 
 
--Write One Short paper (20% of the course grade).  Students are required to submit one short 
paper (about 750 words) on the weekly topic and readings for one week other than the week in 
which they are leading the discussion.  Students will sign up for which week they want to do for 
their short papers – it is OK for some weeks to have more students than others but we don’t want 
the distribution to be too uneven. The paper can focus on the assigned or optional readings from 
a week, but it can also address one or more readings on the week’s topic other than the readings 
listed in the syllabus.  The paper must go beyond summary – it should read like a short book or 
article review, highlighting the key themes of the chosen readings and discussing their strengths 
and weaknesses. Papers can focus on one reading or on a common theme or two across several 
readings.  Possible critiques can include a discussion of questions raised but unanswered by the 
readings; comparison of the readings; your agreements and disagreements with the readings; and 
alternative research approaches that that readings could have employed or that future research 
can use. A creative option here is to fashion your short paper into a policy-relevant piece for 



outlets like The Monkey Cage in the Washington Post (with the usual semi-obligatory clickbait 
title like “Five myths about X” or “Four Things Policy Makers Should know about Y.”  If 
students want to orient their short papers as possible submissions for TMC or elsewhere, I will 
provide advice for doing so. Papers are due on Canvas under the “Discussions” link by two days 
prior to class. 
  
--Write a Research paper (50% of the course grade), about 3,000-4,000 words (longer is OK if 
you touch base with me first). Research papers should identify a research question or puzzle that 
is theoretically interesting and/or policy-relevant, situate this question in the relevant literatures, 
formulate alternative hypotheses, develop an argument, and test the argument using qualitative or 
quantitative evidence. A one-page topic proposal/preliminary abstract is due on Canvas by 
Monday February 7; all students should read these abstracts and we will offer constructive 
feedback in class February 9. An outline and preliminary bibliography, 1-2 pages long, is due on 
Canvas Monday February 21 – again, all students should read these and be prepared to critique 
them in class.  Students will present their papers for constructive critiques by each other and by 
me in the final two weeks of the course.  Students should post their paper on Canvas the Friday 
before we will discuss it so everyone can read it before class and be prepared to discuss it. 
 
Grading Scale 
 
100 to 95 A 
94 to 91 A- 
90 to 87 B+ 
86 to 83 B 
82 to 79 B- 
78 to 75 C+ 
74 to 71 C 
70 to 67 C- 
 
 
 
Books for the Course 
 
I have not ordered books at the bookstore, but they are available for purchase or rent (sometimes 
in ebook form) from Amazon or other sources.  Other readings (journal articles) are available 
online through Lauinger.  I will post some short book excerpts on Canvas. 
 
Here are the three books you should purchase: 
 
Keohane and Olmsted, Markets and the Environment (second edition), available here as either 
paperback or e-textbook: 
 
https://www.amazon.com/Markets-Environment-Foundations-Contemporary-
Environmental/dp/1610916077/ref=dp_ob_title_bk 
 



Leah Stokes, Short Circuiting Policy: Interest Groups and the Battle Over Clean Energy and 
Climate Policy in the American States  (2020)  
 
Matto Mildenberger, Carbon Captured: How Business and Labor Control Climate Politics (2020) 
 
 
Course Schedule 
 
Jan. 19  Introduction and Overview 
 
Jan. 26  Environmental Economics  
 
Feb. 2   The Big Picture: The Politics of Path Dependence and Energy Transitions 
 
Feb. 7  One page paper topic/abstract (or brief outline of several possible research topics 

you are considering) due on Canvas “Discussions” link. 
 
Feb. 9  Class discussion of paper topics. The Politics of Framing and Agenda-Setting, 

American Public Opinion on Environmental issues, and (de)polarizing 
Environmental Politics 

 
Feb. 16 Fossil Fuel and Environmental Groups, Lobbies, and Social Movements 
 
Feb. 21 Paper outline and preliminary bibliography due on Canvas “Discussions” link.  
 
Feb. 23 Class discussion of paper outlines.  US Energy Politics and Institutions: The 

Federal Government 
 
Mar. 2 US Energy Politics and Institutions: State and Local Governments 
 
Mar. 9 Spring Break 
 
Mar. 16 Energy Politics of other Key Countries: China, India, Russia, and the EU 
 
Mar. 23 International Environmental Negotiations and Institutions 
 
Mar. 30 Environmental Issues Other than Carbon and the Climate 
 
April 6 Resource Curses: Economics, Democracy, Rights of Women and People of Color, 

Civil and International Conflicts 
 
April 13 Topic TBD with student input 
 
April 20 Student Paper Presentations 
 
April 27 Student Paper Presentations 



 
 
 
Additional possible topics for papers include but are not limited to:  
 
International and domestic environmental law and the courts as an avenue to environmental 
policy (un)making; climate refugees and immigration policies and international norms and law; 
climate justice; the politics (and science and economics) of carbon capture, geoengineering, and 
climate adaptation; environmental politics in the 2022 and 2024 presidential, Senate, House, and 
state and local campaigns and elections. 
 
 
Journals to search on Google Scholar for relevant research for your papers: 
 
Annual Review of Environment and Resources  
Environmental Politics  
Global Environmental Politics  
Global Environmental Change  
Review of International Political Economy  
Journal of Environment and Development 
Climate Policy 
International Organization 
European Journal of International Relations 
British Journal of Political Science 
 
 
Schedule of Readings  
 
 
Jan. 19 Introduction and Overview  
 
Jessica Green, David Konisky, Megan Mullin, Stacy VanDeveer, and Johannes Urpelainen, 
Changing the Atmosphere in Political Science: Ten Key Political Questions about Climate 
Change, Duck of Minerva blog post. 
 
Jessica Green and Thomas Hale, Reversing the Marginalization of Global Environmental Politics 
in International Relations, PS April 2017, 473-479; focus especially on the three research 
agendas on pages 476-477.  
 
Bill McKibben, “Global Warming’s Terrifying New Math,” The Rolling Stone, July 19, 2012. 
https://www.rollingstone.com/politics/politics-news/global-warmings-terrifying-new-math-
188550/ 
 
Rockstrom, J., et al.  “A Safe Operating Space for Humanity.” Nature, 2009, 472-475. 
https://www.nature.com/articles/461472a 
 



The Hamilton Project and EPIC (2017), “Twelve Economic Facts on Energy and Climate 
Change;” read the short web page overview here and look into any of the twelve facts that 
surprises you. 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What are different dimensions (scientific, economic, political, ethics and justice, etc) of climate 
change and other environmental issues?  
What are different ways to frame these issues, and what are the implications of these different 
framings? 
What are the most active areas of research on environmental politics? 
What are new or cutting edge areas of research on environmental politics? 
What issues or dimensions of environmental politics have been neglected by political scientists, 
and why might this be? 
 
 
Optional additional readings: 
 
IPCC (2018), Global Warming of 1.5º, “Summary for Policymakers” pp 3-26  
 
Climate Action Tracker (2020), Paris Agreement turning point  
 
Yangyang Xu, Veerabhadran Ramanathan, and David Victor (2018), “Global warming will 
happen faster than we think,” Nature 564 
 
 
Jan. 26 Environmental Economics  
 
Nathaniel Keohane and Sheila Olmstead, Markets and the Environment (Island Press, 2007).  
Read chapter 2 (marginal analysis; pp. 11-30), skim chapter 3 (cost-benefit analysis, pp. 31-52), 
read chapter 5 (market failures, pp 65-81), read chapter 8 (Coase theorem and regulating price 
vs. quantity, pp. 139-167). 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
In what ways are climate issues a public goods or collective action problem, and how might the 
different ways of providing the public good of environmental sustainability be supplied (action 
by one or a few powerful actors, creation of institutions that lower transactions costs, naming and 
shaming free riders and honoring actors who contribute)?  
What are the limits and challenges of each of these paths to providing the public good of 
environmental sustainability? 
How is the social cost of carbon typically calculated, why do estimates range so widely, and 
what are the limits of the standard ways of calculating the social cost of carbon? 
How is the price (per ton of CO2 reduced) of carbon reduction technology calculated, and why 
do estimates vary? 



How does the choice of a discount rate for policy making purposes affect environmental policy? 
What considerations should enter into choosing the “right” discount rate for environmental 
policy? 
What are the pros and cons of a carbon tax versus a cap and trade system? 
Why have political leaders in many countries favored subsidies and regulatory limits rather then 
either a carbon tax or a cap and trade system?  
Of the countries that have done a carbon tax or cap and trade system, why did they choose one or 
the other? 
How should we think about technological and environmental uncertainty when we make 
economic tradeoffs between economic growth and environmental sustainability? 
How is the growth of renewable energy capacity and the declining cost of renewable energy 
changing the short-run and long-run prices of fossil fuels? Are the gyrations of fossil fuel prices 
in recent years due in part to changes in renewable energy economics? In energy politics? 
How does OPEC work, why does it sometimes reduce oil exports and at other times expand 
them, and how does it make decisions (this goes beyond the assigned readings, but you might 
look at a short explainers here , here and here)?   
 
 
Optional: 
 
Danny Cullenward and David Victor (2020), Making Climate Policy Work, Polity  
 
Matto Mildenberger and Leah Stokes (2020), “The Trouble with Carbon Pricing,” Boston Review, 
September 24 
 
 
Feb. 2 The Big Picture: Energy Transitions and Path Dependent Politics  
 
M Aklin, J Urpelainen, “Political competition, path dependence, and the strategy of sustainable 
energy transitions,” American Journal of Political Science, 2013 (for those interested in a more 
recent and detailed version of this argument, see Aklin and Urpelainen 2018, Renewables: The 
Politics of a Global Energy Transition, MIT Press 2018. (electronic copy online through 
Lauinger) 
 
Breetz, H., Mildenberger, M., & Stokes, L. (2018). The political logics of clean energy 
transitions. Business and Politics, 20(4), 492-522.  Online Lauinger. 
 
Also, choose one of the following two articles to read: 
 
Jeff Colgan, Jessica Green, and Thomas Hale, “Asset Revaluation and the Existential Politics of Climate 
Change,” International Organization (2020): 1-25. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818320000296;  
 
Michael Aklin and Matto Mildenberger, “Prisoners of the Wrong Dilemma: Why Distributional Conflict, 
Not Collective Action, Characterizes the Politics of Climate Change,” Global Environmental Politics, 
20:4 (November 2020): 4-27. 
 
Discussion Questions 
 



What are the general political, economic, and technological mechanisms that cause path dependence? 
What are the specific causal mechanisms, both economic and political, behind past energy transitions? 
How do these causal mechanisms apply to the current ongoing transition to renewable energy? 
On what time scales, ranging from short term to long term to very long term, do the causes of climate 
change occur?   
On what time scales do the effects of greenhouse gasses occur? 
What are the possible positive feedback effects of global warming (in this context, “positive feedback” 
means the stronger warming gets, the stronger some causes of warming get, not positive or good for 
human society)?  What are potential limiting factors to warming? 
What are the positive feedback effects and limiting factors for political trends for or against making major 
policy changes to address climate change? 
 
Optional: 
 
Paul Pierson, “Power and Path Dependence,” chapter 5 pp. 123-146; in James Mahoney and 
Kathleen Thelen, eds., Advances in Comparative Historical Analysis (Cambridge, 2015). On 
Canvas. 
 
Paul Pierson, “Big, Slow Moving, and Invisible: Macro-Social Processes in the Study of 
Comparative Politics,” in Mahoney and Rueschemeyer, Comparative Historical Analysis in the 
Social Sciences (Cambridge, 2003). On Canvas. 
 
Scott Page, Path dependence. Quarterly Journal of Political Science, 2006  
 
Kathryn Hochstetler (2020), Political Economies of Energy Transition: wind and solar power in 
Brazil and South Africa, Cambridge University Press  
 
 
Feb. 9 The Politics of Framing and Agenda-Setting, American Public Opinion on 

Environmental issues, and (de)polarizing Environmental Politics 
 
Patrick Egan and Megan Mullin, “Climate Change: US Public Opinion,” Annual Review of 
Political Science, Vol. 20:209-227 (Volume publication date May 2017). Egan and Mullin 2017 

Elite cues, media coverage, and public concern: an integrated path analysis of public 
opinion on climate change, 2001–2013, JT Carmichael, RJ Brulle - Environmental Politics,  

Agenda-setting and climate change, SB Pralle - Environmental Politics, 2009 – (applies 
Kingdon’s model to climate change) 

Yale maps on climate opinion: https://climatecommunication.yale.edu/visualizations-
data/ycom-us/ 
 
Discussion Questions 
 



How has US public opinion on climate change evolved over time?  How do elite cues, movement 
advocacy efforts, weather, scientific communications, and structural economic factors affect 
public opinion on climate change? 
Do people who personally experience extreme weather events (fires, floods, hurricanes) that 
climate scientists believe are generally more frequent and severe due to climate change, are they 
more persuaded of the reality of climate change and the importance of addressing it? If not, why 
not? 
How does the US public’s attitudes on environmental issues compare to those in other countries?   
What explains differences in national views on climate issues? 
What ways of framing energy and environmental issues do and do not help persuade voters who 
either do not believe climate change is happening or do not believe it can be addressed at 
acceptable cost? 
 
Optional: 

Reflections on climate change communication research and practice in the second decade 
of the 21st century: what more is there to say?, SC Moser - Wiley Interdisciplinary 
Reviews: Climate Change, 2016 

 
Feb. 16 Fossil Fuel and Environmental Lobbies, Groups and Social Movements 
 
Hadden, J.  Explaining Variation in Transnational Climate Change Activism, Global 
Environmental Politics, 2014, 7-25. 
 
McAdam, D. Social Movement Theory and the Prospects for Climate Change Activism in the 
United States. Annual Rev. Polit. Sci. 2017.20:189-208. 
 
Adelle Thomas and Rueanna Haynes (2020), “Black Lives Matter: the link between climate 
change and racial justice,” The Climate Analytics Blog June 22 
 
Take a look at the web sites of and about the Nature Conservancy, Natural Resources Defense 
Council, 350.org, Environmental Defense Fund (and its sub-group, Defend Our Future), Clean 
Air Task Force, Carbon 180, and the Sunrise movement.  
 
Look at the web sites of and about pro-fossil fuel organizations like the Competitive Enterprise 
Institute, the Heartland Institute, the American Petroleum Institute, and others listed here  
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What are the evident strategies, tactics, resources, and limitations of the environmental advocacy 
groups listed above for influencing climate change policies?  
What are the strategies, tactics, resources, and limitations of the organizations listed above 
advocating on behalf of the fossil fuel industry? 



Why are there so many environmental policy public interest groups instead of one or a few big 
ones (or are there just a few big ones when it comes to funding and membership?)? In what ways 
is that good or bad for defending the public’s interests in climate and energy policies? 
Despite having a lot of funding, environmental advocacy groups have lost many key political 
battles in the US against the fossil fuel lobby, such as the fight over energy and climate 
legislation in 2009. Why have they not been more successful in political fights against the fossil 
fuel lobby? 
What social movements have had successes on environmental policy, and which ones have 
failed, and why? Given these past experiences and the lessons they hold, will the Sunrise 
movement achieve lasting success and influence?  Why or why not? 
 
Optional: 
 
Thomas Hale, “Transnational Actors and Transnational Governance in Global Environmental 
Politics” Annual Review of Political Science 23 (2020): 203-2020. 
 
Busby, Joshua and Jennifer Hadden. 2015. “Non-State Actors in the Climate Arena.” Stanley 
Foundation. 1-10. 
https://stanleycenter.org/publications/working_papers/StanleyNonState_BusbyHadden.pdf 
 
Oreskes and Conway 2011, Merchants of Doubt, chapter on global warming pp. 169-215. 
 
David Schlosberg and Lisette Collins (2014), “From environmental to climate justice: climate 
change and the discourse of environmental justice,” WIREs Climate Change  
 
Justin Farrell (2016), “Corporate funding and ideological polarization about climate change,” 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113:1 
 
 
Feb. 23 American Power (Grid) Politics: Federal Politics 
 
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/green/news/2010/10/12/8569/anatomy-of-a-senate-
climate-bill-death/   
 
Matto Mildenberger, Carbon Captured: How Business and Labor Control Climate Politics 2020 
https://www.amazon.com/Carbon-Captured-Business-Comparative-
Environmental/dp/0262538253/ref=pd_sbs_14_1/136-9517111-
9292343?_encoding=UTF8&pd_rd_i=0262538253&pd_rd_r=d98b8b42-e7ee-430c-8ac5-
d14d72665a09&pd_rd_w=e7sKx&pd_rd_wg=nZZcq&pf_rd_p=7cd8f929-4345-4bf2-a554-
7d7588b3dd5f&pf_rd_r=CC2NMCQJ6HEV2VPSVKKP&psc=1&refRID=CC2NMCQJ6HEV2
VPSVKKP pages TBD 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What institutional features of the US federal government have made it difficult to achieve 
progress against climate change? 



What potential institutional changes might open the way for more progress on climate issues? 
 
 
Optional: 
 
“Pivotal politics” in US energy and climate legislation 
T Skodvin - Energy Policy, 2010 – Elsevier 
 
Federalism as a Double-Edged Sword: The Slow Energy Transition in the 
United States 
R Karapin - The Journal of Environment & Development, 2020  
 
 
Mar. 2 American Power (Grid) Politics: State and Local Governments and Institutions  
 
New Best Friends: GOP Governors and Renewables 
https://www.eenews.net/stories/1060056498 
 
Renewable Energy Push is Strongest in the Reddest States 
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/06/climate/renewable-energy-push-is-strongest-in-the-
reddest-states.html 
 
Leah Stokes, Short Circuiting Policy: Interest Groups and the Battle Over Clean Energy and 
Climate Policy in the American States 2020 https://www.amazon.com/Short-Circuiting-Policy-
Political-Development/dp/0190074264/ref=pd_sbs_14_1/136-9517111-
9292343?_encoding=UTF8&pd_rd_i=0190074264&pd_rd_r=6732b072-9a10-4d9c-ac4e-
44a27029b6f4&pd_rd_w=8gZpd&pd_rd_wg=e3Iuo&pf_rd_p=7cd8f929-4345-4bf2-a554-
7d7588b3dd5f&pf_rd_r=H4F1ZHVZPA9FWFQBF962&psc=1&refRID=H4F1ZHVZPA9FWF
QBF962 Pages TBD  
 
Look at the following maps of US installations of solar 
(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Solar_power_in_the_United_States#/media/File:U.S._utility-
scale_fixed-
tilt_solar_photovoltaic_electricity_generating_capacity_in_2017_(44840888834).png) 
 and wind (https://windexchange.energy.gov/maps-data/321) 
 power generation by state.  Compare it to maps of wind potential 
(https://www.nrel.gov/gis/images/100m_wind/awstwspd100onoff3-1.jpg) and solar potential 
(https://www.nrel.gov/gis/images/solar/solar_ghi_2018_usa_scale_01.jpg) by state. Consider the 
following questions: 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
How/through what tactics and strategies have fossil fuel lobbyists exerted influence over state 
and local policies? When and why have they lost political battles at the state or local level? 
Which states seem to be exceeding their natural capacity for wind and/or solar renewables? 
Which states are falling short compared to their natural capacities?  



What political and institutional reasons might explain the outcomes thus far in these states?  
 
Optional: 
 
The politics of niche-regime conflicts: distributed solar energy in the United 
States 
DJ Hess - Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 2016  
 
Optional, for those interested in electrical grid technology: 
 
David Roberts, Clean Energy Technologies Threaten to Overwhelm the Grid.  Here is how it can 
Adapt.  Vox, Nov 2018, updated Nov. 2019 
https://www.vox.com/energy-and-environment/2018/11/30/17868620/renewable-energy-power-
grid-architecture 
 
Optional, for those interested in the role of administrative law and environmental litigation: 
 
Taking Stock of NEPA at 48 
T Russo - Natural Gas & Electricity, 2018  
 
 
Mar. 16 Environmental Politics Outside the US: Developing Countries and BRICs 
(especially China, India), Fossil Fuel Exporters (Russia, Saudi Arabia, etc), EU countries 
(esp. Germany, France, Britain), Others (Australia, Canada, Japan, etc) 
 
Choose one of the following countries (or the EU as a group) and do the reading listed below on 
that country: China, India, Russia (or if you want to look at and report on another country’s 
climate and energy policies, check with Professor Bennett and propose a reading). For whichever 
country you choose, be prepared to discuss their climate and energy policies and politics. 
 
For those choosing to read about Russia: 
 
Thane Gustafson, Klimat: Russia in the Age of Climate Change (Harvard, 2021; choose a few 
chapters to read) 
 
For those choosing to read about China: 
 
Joanna Lewis, “China’s Capabilities and Ambitions in Clean Energy Technologies.” Testimony 
before the U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, June 7, 2019. 
 
For those choosing to read about India: 
 
The politics of climate change in India: narratives of equity and cobenefits 
NK Dubash - Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 2013 
 
For those choosing to read about the EU: 



 
Climate policy in european union politics 
T Delreux, F Ohler - Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Politics, 2019 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What are the key drivers of environmental and energy policies in China, India, Russia, and the 
EU? 
What is public opinion in each of these countries or groups on environmental issues? 
What institutional features of each of these governments or groups affect environmental policies? 
 
Optional: 
 
“China’s Low Carbon Energy Strategy and Implications for International Climate Diplomacy.” 
Chapter 2 in Greening East Asia: The Rise of the Eco-Developmental State. Edited by Ashley 
Esarey, Mary Alice Haddad, Joanna I. Lewis and Stevan Harrell (Seattle: University of 
Washington Press) November 2020. 
 
Hochstetler and Milkoreit 2014, Emerging Powers in the Climate Negotiations: Shifting 
Identity Conceptions, Political Research Quarterly 67:1 (2014).  
 
Political Economy of Climate and Clean Energy in China: Opportunities and Limits of 
International Influence on the Chinese Emissions Pathway Lauri Myllyvirta, Shuwei Zhang, 
Xinyi Shen, and Yunqing Bi, Published by the Heinrich Böll Foundation, December 2020 
 
 
Mar. 23 International Environmental Negotiations and Institutions 
 
Keohane, Robert, and David G. Victor. 2011. The Regime Complex for Climate Change. 
Perspectives on Politics 9 (1): 7–23. 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/41622723?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents 
 
Toward a club of carbon markets 
N Keohane, A Petsonk, A Hanafi - Climatic Change, 2017 
 
Busby, Joshua. 2016. “After Paris: Good Enough Climate Governance,” Current History, 3-9 
http://www.currenthistory.com/Busby_CurrentHistory.pdf 
 
https://www.rollingstone.com/politics/politics-news/the-secret-deal-to-save-the-planet-57275/ 
 
Overview of Glasgow conference issues: 
 
Guardian Guide to Glasgow COP26 
 
Summary of what was agreed to at Glasgow: 
 



https://www.bbc.com/news/science-environment-56901261 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What are the formal and informal rules for decision-making by the Conference of Parties 
process? 
What are the pros and cons of a smaller group of powerful high income states, such as the US, 
the EU, Canada, and Japan, forming a “carbon club” and pushing more ambitious environmental 
policies?  How might such a group get buy-in by other states? 
What did the Glasgow COP achieve?   
On what issues did the Glasgow COP achieve less progress than might have been expected, and 
why? 
 
Optional: 
 
The fragmentation of global governance architectures: a framework for analysis 
F Biermann, P Pattberg, H Van Asselt, F Zelli 
Global Environmental Politics 9 (4), 14-40 
 
Robert Putnam, 1988.   Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two-Level Games 
World Politics 
 
Robert O. Keohane and David Victor (2016), “Cooperation and discord in global climate 
policy,” Nature Climate Change  
 
 
Mar. 30 The Politics of Environmental Problems (and Planetary Boundaries) other than 
Climate Change and Energy Alternatives beyond Wind and Solar: Biodiversity loss, 
Nitrogen, Ocean protection and Fisheries Management Freshwater Politics, Ozone 
Depletion, Atmospheric Aerosols, Plastics, Chemical Pollution, Nuclear Energy, Cement 
and Steel, Land Use and Deforestation, Carbon Capture, Geoengineering, Geothermal 
Energy 
 
There are a lot of issues to discuss here – choose any two of the following articles (or of the 
clusters of shorter articles) to discuss in class. As some background, Project Drawdown provides 
an analysis for how different policy solutions would affect carbon, but many of these would also 
help with other environmental problems as well: 
 
https://www.drawdown.org/solutions/table-of-solutions 
 
 
Biodiversity loss 
 
Sheikh, Pervaze and M. Lynne Corn. “The Convention on International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES): Background and Issues,” Congressional Research 
Services, 2008, 1-14. https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL32751.pdf 



 
Gehring, Thomas and Eva Ruffing. 2008. “When Arguments Prevail Over Power: The CITES 
Procedure for the Listing of Endangered Species,” Global Environmental Politics. 8(2),123-148.  
 
Biogeochemical processes (i.e., nitrogen and phosphorous) 
 
Confronting the nitrogen challenge: Options for governance and target setting 
P Morseletto - Global environmental change, 2019  
 
 
Ocean acidification, ocean habitat protection, and Fisheries Management 
 
Making waves: The science and politics of ocean protection 
J Lubchenco, K Grorud-Colvert - Science, 2015  
 
Tim S. Gray, editor.  The politics of fishing – 2016 Introductory chapter. Partial 
text here: 
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=3zq_DAAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PR1
0&dq=politics+fisheries&ots=T8GwGOiqz0&sig=B7Ng8rNTbWVazX_5j8dLVtKtSBo
#v=onepage&q=politics%20fisheries&f=false 
 
Freshwater Politics 
 
The political dimensions of water K Conca, E Weinthal - The Oxford Handbook of Water 
Politics …, 2018 Available here: 
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=D_BIDwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PA3&dq=conc
a+politics+water&ots=CK6y5W8u8d&sig=4TiejAv_FxneA8MUOB8Pe3Bcpo0#v=onepage&q=
conca%20politics%20water&f=false 
 
Ozone depletion 
 
Skjaerseth, Jon Birger. 2012. “International ozone policies: effective environmental 
cooperation.” International Environmental Agreements: An Introduction. Steinar Andresen, Elin 
Lerum Boasson, and Geir Hønneland eds. Routledge, 38-48. 
 
Peter M. Haas (1992) Banning Chlorofluorocarbons: Epistemic Community Efforts to Protect 
Stratospheric Ozone. International Organization. 46(1)Winter, 187–224  
 
Karen T. Litfin (1995) Framing Science: Precautionary Discourse and the Ozone Treaties. 
Millenium: Journal of International Studies. 24(2), 251–277  
  
Atmospheric aerosols 
 
Rolf Lidskog and Goran Sundqvist (2002) The Role of Science in Environmental Regimes: The 
Case of LRTAP. ¨ European Journal of International Relations., 77–101  
 



Henrik Selin and Noelle Eckley (2003) Science, Politics, and Persistent Organic Pollutants: The 
Role of Scientific Assessments in International Environmental Co-Operation. International 
Environmental Agreements: Politics, Law and Economics. 3(1), 17–42 
 
Plastics 
 
Reducing marine pollution from single-use plastics (SUPs): A review 
REJ Schnurr, V Alboiu, M Chaudhary, RA Corbett… - Marine pollution …, 2018  
 
Politics and the plastic crisis: A review throughout the plastic life cycle 
Tobias D. Nielsen, Jacob Hasselbalch, Karl Holmberg, Johannes Stripple 
 
Chemical pollution/Toxic Waste 
 
Jonathan Krueger and Henrik Selin (2002) Governance for Sound Chemicals Management: The 
Need for a More Comprehensive Global Strategy. Global Governance. 8, 323–342  
 
Pamela S. Chasek, David Leonard Downie, and Janet Welsh Brown (2010) The Development of 
Environmental Regimes: Air Pollution, Hazardous Wastes, and Toxic Chemicals. In Chasek, 
Downie and Brown Global Environmental Politics, 117–162 
 
Nuclear Energy 
 
The Chase for Fusion Energy (Nature):  https://www.nature.com/immersive/d41586-021-03401-
w/index.html 
 
NYT Nuclear Fusion Edges Toward the Mainstream 
 
Sharon Squassoni, The incredible shrinking nuclear offset for climate change, Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists Volume 73, 2017 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/00963402.2016.1264208?casa_token=CaZlsnCAb
ywAAAAA%3AM-VQDle_CNgPmlPOFIx48lotY0HPTZ4ePF4pY7sszUQM-
wQxCocHXe9VU3OcbDV6AnAWpG0armwejQ 
 
Robert H. Socolow and Alexander Glaser (2009) Balancing Risks: Nuclear Energy & Climate 
Change. Daedalus. 138(4), 31–44 
 
Cement and Steel Production 
 
David Roberts, Vox, This Climate Problem is Bigger than Cars and Harder to Solve, 
https://www.vox.com/energy-and-environment/2019/10/10/20904213/climate-change-steel-
cement-industrial-heat-hydrogen-ccs 
 
Land-use and Deforestation 
 
The politics of Avoided Deforestation: Historical context and contemporary issues 



D Humphreys - International Forestry Review, 2008 
 
REDDuced: From sustainability to legality to units of carbon—The search for common 
interests in international forest governance 
CL McDermott - Environmental Science & Policy, 2014 
 
Carbon Capture 
 
IPCC study of carbon capture and sequestration (read pp. 2-15, and executive summaries for 
Chapter 3, p. 107, and Chapter 8, pp. 341-342): 
 
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/03/srccs_wholereport-1.pdf 
 
Short and non-technical explainers are here: 
 
https://www.lse.ac.uk/granthaminstitute/explainers/what-is-carbon-capture-and-storage-and-
what-role-can-it-play-in-tackling-climate-change/ 
 
https://climate.mit.edu/explainers/carbon-capture 
 
Geoengineering 
 
Bob Henson, “What is Geoengineering, and Why it is a Break Glass Plan,” Yale Climate 
Connections 
 
https://yaleclimateconnections.org/2021/10/what-is-geoengineering-and-why-its-a-break-glass-
plan/ 
 
Geothermal Energy 
 
Resources for the Future Overview: 
 
https://www.rff.org/publications/explainers/geothermal-energy-101/ 
 
Conserve Energy Future on the pros and cons of geothermal energy: 
 
https://www.conserve-energy-future.com/pros-and-cons-of-geothermal-energy.php 
 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
What are the key environmental challenges in each of the areas highlighted above? 
What are the most promising potential policies in each of the areas highlighted above? 
 
April 6 Resource Curses: Economics, Democracy, Womens’ and Minority Rights, Civil and 

International Conflicts 



 
Ross, M. L. (2015). What have we learned about the resource curse? Annual Review of Political 
Science, 18, 239– 259. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-polisci-052213-040359 
 
Adger,W.N., et al: Human security. In: Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and 
Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the 
Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (Field, C.B et al, 
eds.). Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA, read 
pp. 771-775. https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/WGIIAR5-Chap12_FINAL.pdf 
 
Josh Busby, Blogpost on “The State of the Field in Climate and Conflict” 
https://climateandsecurity.org/2018/03/20/the-state-of-the-field-in-climate-and-conflict/ 
 
Choose one of the following three articles to read: 
 
Oil, Autocratic Survival, and the Gendered Resource Curse: When Inefficient Policy Is 
Politically Expedient 
YM Liou, P Musgrave - International Studies Quarterly, 2016  
 
Oil and international cooperation 
ML Ross, E Voeten - International Studies Quarterly, 2016  
 
Fueling the fire: Pathways from oil to war 
JD Colgan - International Security, 2013 
 
Discussion Questions 
 
How does dependency on natural resource exports (fossil fuels, timber, diamonds, etc) affect the 
economies of countries, both in terms of growth and in income inequality? 
How does dependency on natural resource exports affect a country’s level of democracy or 
authoritarianism? 
How does dependency on natural resource exports affect the rights of women and minorities 
(marginalized racial, ethnic, or other groups)? 
How does dependency on natural resource exports affect the likelihood, severity, and duration of 
civil and international conflicts? 
 
 
Optional: 
 
Cold war geopolitics and the making of the oil curse 
CS Hendrix - Journal of Global Security Studies, 2018  
 
Solomon M. Hsiang, Marshall Burke, Edward Miguel (2015), "Quantifying the Influence of 
Climate on Human Conflict, Science 341(6151).   
 
[PDF] THE FIELD OF CLIMATE AND SECURITY: A SCAN OF THE LITERATURE 
J BUSBY - 2019 - apo.org.au 



 
 
 
Additional Resources 
 
energytransitionshow.com great set of podcasts on energy and climate issues 
 
Inside Climate News https://insideclimatenews.org/newsletter/,  
Environmental Health News https://www.ehn.org/ 
Society of Environmental Journalists https://www.sej.org/ 
E&E News https://www.eenews.net/ 
Energy News Network https://energynews.us/ 
Clean Technica https://cleantechnica.com/ 
Climate Central https://www.climatecentral.org/ 
Skeptical Science https://skepticalscience.com/ 
 
MIT Press also has a blog on articles on EP in their journals.1 Another great resource is the list of 
environmental treaty texts and data sources created by Ron Mitchell of the University of 
Oregon;2 Mitchell has also posted his syllabus and even his PowerPoint lecture notes.3 In 
addition, many EP scholars, policy makers, and activists are prolific on twitter.   
 
People to follow on Twitter on climate issues, in no particular order: 
 
Leah Stokes @leahstokes,  
Naomi Oreskes @NaomiOreskes, 
Peter Gleick @PeterGleick,  
Justin Gillis @JustinHGillis,  
Robert Rohde @RARohde,  
Ed Hawkins @ed_hawkins,  
Katherine Hayhoe @KHayhoe,  
Alan Nogee @alannogee,  
David Konisky @DavidKonisky,  
Dave Roberts @drvox,  
Jessica Green @greenprofgreen,  
Megan Mullin @mullinmeg,  
Thomas Hale @thomasnhale,  
Stacy VanDeveer @StacyDVanDeveer,  
Johannes Urpelainen @jurpelai,  
Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse @SenWhitehouse,  
Matto Mildenberger @mmildenberger,  

 
1 MIT Press. 

https://www.feedspot.com/infiniterss.php?_src=feed_title&followfeedid=4703001&q=site:https%3A%2F
%2Fwww.mitpressjournals.org%2Faction%2FshowFeed%3Fjc%3Dglep. 

2 Ron Mitchell, Data Sources for International Environmental Politics. 
https://rmitchel.uoregon.edu/data1. 

3 Mitchell, PS477/577: International Environmental Politics. https://rmitchel.uoregon.edu/iep/. 



Michael Mann @MichaelEMann,  
Michael Ross @MichaelRoss7,  
Josh Busby @busbyj2,  
Bill McKibben @billmckibben,  
Bill Nye @BillNye,  
Jeff Colgan @JeffDColgan,  
Michael Aklin @MichaelAklin 
 
 
 
Additional Optional Readings/Resources for Papers on Weekly Topics 
 
Environmental Economics  
 
• Robert H. Socolow and Stephen W. Pacala (2006) A Plan to Keep Carbon in Check. Scientific 
American. 295(3), 50–57 , ISSN 00368733  
 
• Simone Pulver (2007) Making Sense of Corporate Environmentalism. Organization & 
Environment. 20(1), 44–83  
 
Dave Roberts, Vox, June 2019, The Five Most Important Questions about Carbon Taxes, 
Answered, https://www.vox.com/energy-and-environment/2018/7/20/17584376/carbon-tax-
congress-republicans-cost-economy 
 
Dave Roberts,Vox, The Global Energy Transition in 12 charts, https://www.vox.com/energy-
and-environment/2019/6/18/18681591/renewable-energy-china-solar-pv-jobs 
 
The Myth of the Tragedy of the Commons 
https://climateandcapitalism.com/2008/08/25/debunking-the-tragedy-of-the-commons/ 
 
Matto Mildenberger’s epic twitter thread on Russell Hardin’s misreading of the tragedy of the 
commons (and Hardin’s racism), and responses to it, here: 
 
https://twitter.com/mmildenberger/status/1102604887223750657 
 
Ostrom, Elinor. 1999. “Coping with Tragedies of the Commons.” Annual Review of Political 
Science 2(1): 493–535.  
 
Ostrom, Elinor. 2003. “How Types of Goods and Property Rights Jointly Affect Collective 
Action.” Journal of Theoretical Politics 15(3):239–270. 
 
Routledge Handbook of Global Environmental Politics 
 
https://books.google.com/books?id=aY9mAQAAQBAJ&pg=PA65&lpg=PA65&dq=syllabus+m
itchell+international+politics+environment&source=bl&ots=noC6w9FilD&sig=ACfU3U2kNuK
6CFnw9QH7F40inAB4rre1Ew&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwiblrK1kJbgAhXwrIMKHYsWD



MU4ChDoATAHegQIBRAB#v=onepage&q=syllabus%20mitchell%20international%20politics
%20environment&f=false 
 
 
Ron Mitchell book: Int’l politics and the envmt 
 
https://books.google.com/books?hl=en&lr=&id=mg3Gy0ZuPukC&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=interna
tional+politics+environment&ots=1_lc_MhY8k&sig=9rMnOfsspZ1JeN4fsIwsOTL9zPo#v=one
page&q=international%20politics%20environment&f=false 
 
 
The Big Picture: Energy Transitions and Path Dependent Politics  
 
James Mahoney, “Path Dependence in Historical Sociology,” Theory and Society 29 (2000) pp. 
507-548. Online through Lauinger. 
 
Scott Page, “Path Dependence,” Quarterly Journal of Political Science, 2006, 1: 87-115. 
 
Jacob Hacker, Paul Pierson and Kathleen Thelen, “Drift and Conversion: Hidden Faces of 
Institutional Change,” chapter 7, pp. 180-210, in James Mahoney and Kathleen Thelen, eds., 
Advances in Comparative Historical Analysis (Cambridge, 2015). 
 
Unruh, G.C.  “Understanding Carbon Lock-in.” Energy Policy 2000, 817-30. 
 
Implementing long-term climate policy: Time inconsistency, domestic politics, international 
anarchy, J Hovi, DF Sprinz, A Underdal - Global Environmental Politics, 2009  
 
Lessons for effective renewable electricity policy from Denmark, Germany and the United 
Kingdom, J Lipp - Energy policy, 2007 - Elsevier 
 
 

 
 
Table 1 is from Karen Seto et al. (2016), “Carbon Lock-In: Types, Causes, and Policy 
Implications,” Annual Review of Environmental Resources 



 
 
The Politics of Framing and Agenda-Setting, American Public Opinion on Environmental 

issues, and (de)polarizing Environmental Politics 

The spatial distribution of Republican and Democratic climate opinions at state and local 
scales, M Mildenberger, JR Marlon, PD Howe, A Leiserowitz - Climatic change, 2017 
(geographic variation on climate change beliefs among Democrats and Republicans) 

Dunlap et al, “The Political Divide on Climate Change: Partisan Polarization Widens in the 
U.S.,” in Riley E. Dunlap, Aaron M. McCright & Jerrod H. Yarosh, Environment: Science and 
Policy for Sustainable Development, Vol. 58, pp. 4-23, 2016. 

How will climate change shape climate opinion?, PD Howe, JR Marlon, M 
Mildenberger… - Environmental …, 2019 – (meta-analysis/literature review) 

A Research Agenda for Climate Change Communication and Public Opinion: The Role of 
Consensus Messaging and Beyond, J Druckman, R Bayes, T Bolsen - ipr.northwestern.edu 

A Watershed Moment: Climate Change and Election Outcomes, MD Nieman - 2019 - 
marknieman.net (shows Republican vote share decreasing in coastal communities) 

A Partisan and Polarized Issue in the United States, R Palm, T Bolsen - Climate Change 
and Sea Level Rise in South Florida, 2020 (good summary of the literature) 

Influence and seepage: An evidence-resistant minority can affect public opinion and 
scientific belief formation, S Lewandowsky, TD Pilditch, JK Madsen, N Oreskes… - 
Cognition, 2019 (uses agent based modeling to show the effects of an evidence-resistant 
minority) 

Aklin and Urpelainen, “Perceptions of Scientific Dissent Undermine Public Support for 
Environmental Policy,” Environmental Science and Policy 2014, 173-177. 

Political polarization and environmental attitudes: a cross-national analysis, S Birch - 
Environmental Politics, 2019 - rsa.tandfonline.com 

Jamie Druckman, Toby Bolsen and Fay Lomax Cook. 2015. “Citizens', Scientists', and Policy 
Advisors' Beliefs about Global Warming,” The Annals of the American Academy of Political 
and Social Science, 658: 271-295. 

Does Global Warming Increase Public Concern about Climate Change? 

P Bergquist, C Warshaw - The Journal of Politics, 2019 - journals.uchicago.edu 

Enduring extremes? Polar vortex, drought, and climate change beliefs 



BA Lyons, A Hasell, NJ Stroud - Environmental Communication, 2018  

After disaster: Agenda setting, public policy, and focusing events 
TA Birkland - 1997  

The role of social and decision sciences in communicating uncertain climate risks, N 
Pidgeon, B Fischhoff - Nature Climate Change, 2011 - nature.com 

Scientists aren’t really the best champions of climate science, at 
https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/climate-lab  
 
Why humans are so bad at thinking about climate change, at 
https://www.universityofcalifornia.edu/climate-lab  

MM Miller, BP Riechert - Interest group strategies and journalistic norms: news media framing 
of environmental issues, in Barbara Adam, Stuart Allan, Cynthia Carter, eds, Environmental 
Risks and the Media, 2013. 

Paul Bain, Matthew Hornsey, Renata Bongiorno, and Carla Jeffries, Promoting pro-
environmental action in climate change deniers Nature Climate Change volume 2, pages600–603 
(2012). 

PG Bain, MJ Hornsey, R Bongiorno, C Jeffries - Nature Climate Change, 2012  

2017  

Climate change is one among the most partisan issues for the American public (Dunlap et al, The 
Political Divide on Climate Change: Partisan Polarization Widens in the U.S., Riley E. Dunlap, 
Aaron M. McCright & Jerrod H. Yarosh Environment: Science and Policy for Sustainable 
Development, pp. 4-23, 2016. The polarization trend is particularly striking considering that only 
thirty years ago, climate change emerged as a bipartisan issue. The emergence of such a large 
gap over a short time period creates opportunities to examine the dynamics of polarization within 
a single issue area. We know that polarization occurs through feedbacks between the behavior of 
elites and ordinary voters (McCarty, Poole, and Rosenthal 2016; Levendusky 2013). With 
respect to climate change, climate denialism originated from elites, sowing doubt as the public 
was still developing views on climate change. Industry and think tanks have played a role in 
climate skepticism (Brulle 2014 Institutionalizing delay: foundation funding and the creation of 
U.S. climate change counter-movement organizations, Climactic Change, Feb. 2014, Vol 122  

 Oreskes and Conway 2011 [see below]), raising broader questions about the extent to which this 
process applies to other polarized issues. Future work could compare climate change to other 
issues that have been on the public agenda for longer, and comparative work could more closely 
examine why climate change induces greater polarization in some polities, but not others.  

[And: why the heck is American public opinion such a global outlier on climate issues (or is 
it/was it?).  What explains variation in public opinion on climate and other environmental issues 



over time and across countries?  What explains variation within countries by political and 
demographic variables (such as age)?  How does this relate to studies of variation in public 
opinion on, for example, science, cloning, genetically modified products, self-reported 
religiosity, individualism, capitalism, (lack of) trust in government, etc.?]    

 
Peter M. Haas (1992) Introduction: Epistemic Communities and International Policy 
Coordination. International Organization. 46(1, Knowledge, Power, and International Policy 
Coordination)Winter, 1–35 , ISSN 00208183 • Marybeth Long Martello (2001) A Paradox of 
Virtue?: ”Other” Knowledges and Environment-Development Politics. Global Environmental 
Politics. 1(3), 114–141 , ISSN 15263800 • Frank Biermann (2002) Institutions for Scientific 
Advice: Global Environmental Assessments and Their Influence in Developing Countries. 
Global Governance. 8, 195–219 • Karin Backstrand (2003) Civic Science for Sustainability: 
Reframing the Role of Experts, Policy-Makers and ¨ Citizens in Environmental Governance. 
Global Environmental Politics. 3(4), 24–41 Further • Emanuel Adler and Peter M. Haas (1992) 
Conclusion: Epistemic Communities, World Order, and the Creation of a Reflective Research 
Program. International Organization. 46(1), 367–390 • Peter M. Haas (1990) Obtaining 
International Environmental Protection through Epistemic Consensus. Millennium - Journal of 
International Studies. 19(3), 347 –363 
 
Michele M. Betsill, Kathryn Hochstetler and Dimitris Stevis, eds. 2014. Advances in 
International Environmental Politics, 2e. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.∗ (Referred to as 
BHS in the reading list) Ken Conca and Geoff Dabelko, eds. 2015. Green Planet Blues: Critical 
Perspectives on Global Environmental Politics. Boulder: Westview Press 
 
Anthony Leiserowitz, principal investigator, “American Opinions on Global Warming: A Yale 
University/Gallup/ClearVision Institute Poll,” 2007. 
Yale Opinion Report 
 
Fossil Fuel and Environmental Lobbies, Groups and Social Movements 
 
Brulle 2014 Institutionalizing delay: foundation funding and the creation of U.S. climate change 
counter-movement organizations, Climactic Change, Feb. 2014, Vol 122 
 
Carbon Captured: How Business and Labor Control Climate Politics 
M Mildenberger 
MIT Press Due out February 2020 
 
1. What is the role of business in politics? 
 
The fossil fuel industry is often identified as a key obstacle to progressive climate policy (Layzer 
2012).  Yet, political scientists could shed light on the causal mechanisms connecting these 
efforts to political agendas, mass opinion shifts, and policy outcomes. This work could build on 
the rich tradition in American politics of studying business influence through campaigns and 
elections (Powell and Grimmer 2016), Congressional lobbying (Hall and Deardorff 2006), and 
rulemaking (Yackee and Yackee 2006). It also could leverage the tools of American Political 



Development or take a comparative approach, analyzing past instances where industry has 
resisted large economic transitions. 
 
Works on psychology of misinformation 
 
Naomi Oreskes, “Behind the Ivory Tower: The Scientific Consensus on Climate 
Change,” Science 306, no.5702 (Dec. 2004): 1686. 
http:www.sciencemag.org 
 
News articles on Exxon court case. 
 
Environmental Interest Groups: Why not more united, effective, and international? 
 
Social movements literature 
 
Green tea: clean-energy conservatism as a countermovement 
DJ Hess, KP Brown - Environmental Sociology, 2017  
 
 
DeSombre, Elizabeth. 2006. Global Environmental Institutions. London: Routledge. 1-41. 
Busby, Joshua. 2010. “International Organization and Environmental Governance” in R. A. 
Denemark, eds., The International Studies Encyclopedia (New York: Wiley-Blackwell), 12-14. 
Reread these pages. Siebenhüner, Edited by Frank Biermann and Bernd. 2009. Managers of 
Global Change: The Influence of International Environmental Bureaucracies. Cambridge: MIT 
Press. 1-11. Najam, Adil. 2003. “The Case Against a New International Environmental 
Organization,” Global Governance 9: 367-381. Young, Oran R. 2008. “The Architecture of 
Global Environmental Governance: Bringing Science to Bear on Policy.” Global Environmental 
Politics 8 (1):14-32. Esty, Dan. 2006. "Global Environmental Governance," in Colin Bradford 
and Johannes Linn, eds., Global Governance Reform (Washington, DC: Brookings Press). 108-
114. 
 
McCormick, John. The Role of Environmental NGOs in International Regimes. In The global 
environment : institutions, law, and policy, edited by Regina S. Axelrod, Stacy D. VanDeveer, 
and David Leonard Downie, 3rd:192–212. Vol. 3rd. Washington, DC: CQ Press. 92-109. Keck, 
Margaret and Kathryn Sikkink. 1998. Activists Beyond Borders. 1-38. Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, 
Mette, and Teale N. Phelps Bondaroff. 2014. From Advocacy to Confrontation: Direct 
Enforcement by Environmental NGOs. International Studies Quarterly 58 (2): 348–361. Green, 
Jessica, 2014. Rethinking Private Authority. Princeton U. Press. 1-25. Potoski, Matthew, and 
Aseem Prakash. 2005. Green Clubs and Voluntary Governance: ISO 14001 and Firms’ 
Regulatory Compliance. American Journal of Political Science 49 (2): 235–248. Cashore, 
Benjamin. 2002. Legitimacy and the Privatization of Environmental Governance: How Non–
State Market–Driven (NSMD) Governance Systems Gain Rule–Making Authority. Governance 
15 (4): 503–529. 
 



Keck, Margaret E., and Kathryn Sikkink. 1998. “Transnational Advocacy Networks in 
International Politics.” Activists beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in International Politics 
(Cornell: Cornell University Press) Chapter 4, 121-164. 
 
Llewelyn Hughes and Johannes Urpelainen. 2015. “Interests, institutions, and climate Policy: 
Explaining the choice of policy instruments for the energy sector.” Environmental Science and 
Policy Vol. 54, Pages 52 to 63. 
 
4. How do domestic interest groups affect international cooperation? 
Climate change is a useful test case for the relationship between domestic politics and 
international cooperation (Milner 1997). As national governments negotiate, implement, and 
enforce agreements, their behavior both shapes and is constrained by domestic politics. 
Governments’ international commitments are not credible if they cannot be implemented 
because of domestic political constraints, but the very implementation of these commitments also 
influences the nature of domestic politics (Putnam 1988). 
 
Domestic energy policies are shaped by interest group politics under varying international 
conditions, as winners and losers from clean energy sources vie for influence (Aklin and 
Urpelainen 2013). Domestic political institutions, such as regime type and electoral system, 
affect governments’ responsiveness to calls for climate mitigation (Bättig and Bernauer 2009 
[Are democracies better at climate change policy? They talk a better game rhetorically, but 
actual policy commitments are lacking due to democratic responsiveness to free rider desires] ). 
Since the Paris Agreement allows countries to set their own climate targets, domestic 
considerations are now at the forefront of international cooperation. Climate can therefore 
provide a useful comparison to other contentious issues such as trade or migration, where 
domestic politics provide a hard constraint on international cooperation. 
 
5. How do global and subnational actors interact? 
Climate change scholarship has documented the massive growth in subnational actors’ 
interaction over the last two decades (Betsill and Bulkeley 2006; Krause 2012). Since the 1990s, 
there has been an explosion of network-based organizations created to connect cities on 
mitigation and, more recently, adaptation policy (Shi, et.al. 2016). Municipal leaders — often in 
partnership with private foundations, firms, governmental agencies, and NGOs — have 
constructed institutions to undertake a variety of governance functions (Bulkeley et. al 
2014; Hoffmann 2011). The proliferation of these networks is an example of a general 
phenomenon driving the transnationalization of policymaking (Slaughter 2004). 
 
The growth of transnational policy networks illustrates that international relations scholars trying 
to understand multilevel and transnational governance have much in common with American and 
comparative politics scholars grappling with processes, outcomes and changes in federalist and 
quasi-federalist states and societies (Selin & VanDeveer 2012). Mayors, urban professionals and 
city councilors now attend national and global events, seeking to influence policymaking across 
a host of climate change related issues. Climate change thus provides an excellent opportunity to 
understand the effects of the increased blurring of levels of governance, and the lines between 
public and private (Steinberg & VanDeveer 2012). 
 



9. How do non-state actors and social movements shape governance? 
The new forms of governance in the climate change regime can help inform broader discussions 
within international relations about “governance without government,” (Rosenau and Czempiel 
1992). Climate change is a useful case to engage long-standing questions such as: under what 
conditions do non-traditional governance arrangements arise (Green 2014; Johnson 2014)? What 
are the mechanisms through which they exert influence (Wong 2012; Hadden 2015)? When and 
why are they effective at achieving their goals (Stroup and Wong 2017)? How and when does 
scientific and technical information shape politics or policy (Haas 2016)?   
 
More broadly, there is ample research on the effects of domestic environmental social 
movements on national environmental policy, often working in combination with international 
actors and institutions, in nations such as Brazil (Hochstetler & Keck 2007), Ecuador (Lewis 
2016) and India (Khagram 2004; Kashwan 2017). This research suggests that climate change 
should not be seen as minor “niche” issues for a few voters or activists. Rather, these actors can 
play a key role in reshaping national political institutions related to democracy, public 
participation, resource allocation and constitutional rights (Gellers 2017), potentially “greening” 
states and societies in political processes comparable to the emergence and growth of the welfare 
state (Meadowcroft 2012; Death 2016). 
 
Mid-Century Strategies: pathways to a low-carbon future? 
Narayan Gopinathan,Narayan S. Subramanian &Johannes Urpelainen 
Pages 1088-1101 (looks at post-Paris mid-century plans and finds major political changes 
needed, and including domestic stakeholders in making plans is a double-edged sword) 
 
 
[BOOK] Environmental NGOs in world politics: linking the local and the global 
M Finger, T Princen - 2013 - books.google.com 
  Cited by 993  
  
Defeating Kyoto: The conservative movement's impact on US climate change policy 
AM McCright, RE Dunlap - Social problems, 2003  
 
Advocacy organizations in the US political process 
KT Andrews, B Edwards - Annu. Rev. Sociol., 2004 - annualreviews.org 
 
Tilting at windmills? The environmental movement and the emergence of the US wind energy 
sector 
WD Sine, BH Lee - Administrative Science Quarterly, 2009  
 
The politicization of climate change and polarization in the American public's views of global 
warming, 2001–2010 
AM McCright, RE Dunlap - The Sociological Quarterly, 2011 
 
 
 
American Power (Grid) Politics: Federal, State, and Local Governments and Institutions 



 
 
6. How do national institutions affect domestic politics and policy? 
Climate change is an important case for comparativists trying to understand the impacts of 
variation in political parties, type and degree of democracy, constitutional structures, and 
political culture. More generally it can shed light on how national institutions shape policy 
outcomes and discourses. For example, how can we understand the gaps between EU-level 
climate policies and domestic policies of its member states without reference to national level 
institutions (Selin & VanDeveer 2015)? Or, what can we learn about the influence of domestic 
institutions by comparing U.S., Canadian and Australian climate politics and policy outcomes? 
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groups tied to the Democratic party network (Grossmann and Dominguez 2009), but the issue 
has not been prioritized by party leaders (Guber and Bosso 2013). Climate change could provide 
a lens for understanding the influence of different coalition members on party agendas (Bawn et 
al. 2012). The rise of the climate justice movement, the growth of the renewable energy industry, 
and the increasing willingness of scientists and the media to link extreme weather and natural 
disasters with climate change all indicate pathways for the creation of new climate coalitions. 
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10. What causes violent conflict? 
There is considerable scholarly consensus that climate change likely raises the risks of violent 
conflict by amplifying many of its well-documented drivers – and that it is likely to impact the 
national security policies of most states (Adger et al 2014 pp. 771-775). In comparison to other 
questions outlined in this paper, political scientists have done comparatively more research on 
the relationship between violent conflict and climate change. Debate about possible relationships 
between violent conflict and climate change dates back to the 1990s (Homer-Dixon 
1999; Gleditsch & Urdal 2002), but has grown rapidly in the last decade, expanding from 
reliance on case studies to use of quantitative assessment (Swain and Ojendal 2018). Handbook 
on Environmental Conflict and Peacebuilding 
 
Yet work on climate and security extends beyond the issue of conflict to security more broadly 
construed (Busby 2018).  Recent work on climate change and conflict identifies myriad 
pathways: reduced precipitation lowers agricultural yields contributing to large and small-scale 
political conflicts (Hendrix and Saleyhan 2012); slower economic growth resulting from climate 
change may increase competition among groups, depending on the political system (Koubi et al. 
2012). Disentangling causal factors and the pathways that link climate change to violent conflict 
could provide important contributions to the larger literature on conflict. 
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Matto Mildenberger 
 
1 Course Description Many of the most serious environmental challenges facing humanity today 
are global in scope. Issues like climate change, long-range air pollution, biodiversity loss, ocean 
acidification, water shortages, ozone layer depletion, overfishing and deforestation all transcend 
borders. Addressing these environmental threats will involve different regions and governments 
working together. Yet, many efforts to coordinate global environmental policies remain stunted. 
For instance, twenty years of global climate negotiations have produced few successes; carbon 
pollution continues to be dumped into the global atmosphere by countries around the world. How 
can we understand differences between countries in the timing and content of their 
environmental policies? Why have well-resourced environmental advocacy movements emerged 
in some countries? Why do environmentalists in others face threats to their life? Why do 
business interests have a stronger say on environmental policymaking in some countries as 
opposed to others? How does this change policy outcomes? Why do cities located in the same 
area have wildly different air pollution standards? These are all questions asked by comparative 
environmental politics researchers. This course will explore the political dimension of 
environmental policy action and inaction. Our explicit focus will be understanding differences 
between countries in their domestic politics of the environment. However, we will also use this 
understanding to shed light on 1 the international politics of the environment. We will discuss 
how domestic political conditions serve as a critical building block for international 



environmental negotiations. We will explore how ideas, interests, and institutions shape national 
environmental politics. We will evaluate whether current political incentives are sufficient to 
solve such serious environmental threats as dangerous, human-caused climate change. The 
course is divided into two parts. The first section will introduce students to the diverse theoretical 
perspectives used by political scientists to understand the politics of the environment. The second 
section will explore what comparative politics specifically can teach us about cross-national 
differences in environmental politics. By the end of this course, you will have a sophisticated 
understanding of how domestic political conflict across the world shapes the ability of the United 
States and all other countries to manage regional and global environmental risks. During 
lectures, we will pay particular attention to climate change; however, we will also discuss 
hazardous waste management, deforestation, chemicals pollution, energy policy, water 
conservation and biodiversity loss. The course has a waitlist for students who have not been able 
to enrol to date. Students on the waitlist should attend classes during the first week to preserve 
their place on the waitlist. If additional spaces become available, accommodation may be made 
for students who can demonstrate high priority need. 2 Course and Contact Information The 
syllabus, assignments, and other handouts will all be available from the course GauchoSpace 
site. My lecture slides largely consist of images and figures in support of lecture content; they do 
not summarize the important points from lecture in any systematic way. As a result, while I may 
post some slides to GauchoSpace, lecture attendance and taking good notes during lecture are the 
keys to success in this class. The best way to contact me is either to come to my office hours or 
to send me an e-mail. Office hours: My office hours are Mondays 2:30-4:00 or by appointment, 
in Ellison Hall 3706. E-mail: I will respond within twenty-four hours to e-mails that I receive 
during business hours on Mondays through Thursdays. I will try to answer e-mails received prior 
to midafternoon on Friday by 5:00 p.m. but may not manage to respond until Monday. 3 
Requirements Your course grade will be a function of one set of lecture notes (5%), two 
response papers (10% each), one take-home final exam (30%), one 10-page research paper 
(25%) and section participation (20%). Late assignments will accumulate a penalty of 10% per 
day, up to a maximum of 4 days. Assignments received more than four days after the deadline 
will receive a grade of 0. Any requests for extensions as a result of minor or major emergencies 
should be directed to the course TA in advance of the deadline, and will require documentation. 
Extension requests received after the deadline will not be considered. • Practice lecture notes 5% 
• Response papers 10% + 10% • Research paper 25% 2 • Take-home final exam 30% • Section 
participation 20% Students must complete all written assignments alone. Consider this your only 
warning about plagiarism. Plagiarism includes inappropriate or missing use of quotation marks 
and/or citations. Here is what the Campus Regulations say about plagiarism: “Representing the 
words, ideas, or concepts of another person without appropriate attribution is plagiarism. 
Whenever another person’s written work is utilized, whether it be a single phrase or longer, 
quotation marks must be used and sources cited. Paraphrasing another’s work, i.e., borrowing the 
ideas or concepts and putting them into one’s ‘own’ words, must also be acknowledged.” You 
may absolutely not submit any written work for this class that you have previously written for 
other classes, or that you plan on submitting as part of your coursework in other classes, Any 
student caught in an act of plagiarism or any form of cheating will receive an automatic F in the 
class. They will also be referred to the administration for further punishment. If you ever have 
questions about appropriate citation practices, you are responsible to consult with the course TA 
before submitting any course assignments. Practice Lecture Notes Taking effective lecture notes 
is key to success in this course. Good lecture notes touch on key concepts and debates we discuss 



during lecture, and also provide some relevant empirical examples that we cover. They do not 
need to be verbatim transcripts of lecture. On Tuesday 17 January, we will be discussing theories 
of collective action in class. Your first assignment is simply to upload a digital copy of your 
lecture notes to Gauchospace (either as a word document or a scan of handwritten notes) no later 
than midnight. Your TAs will then be able to provide general feedback on your notes. Response 
Papers Two response paper prompts will be released at the end of class on Thursday 26 January 
and on Thursday 9 February. Hard copies of your response papers must be handed in before class 
on Tuesday 31 January and Tuesday 14 February respectively. Response papers handed in during 
or after class will be considered one-day late. For this response paper, you will write a 500 word 
written reflection on readings and lecture material. These will generally not require any outside 
research. Full details will be provided in the prompt. Research Paper Every student will submit a 
research paper of between 2500 and 3000 words. This paper is due by 5pm on Friday, March 
3rd. You will choose your paper topic from a list of six potential topics distributed during Week 
3. For the final paper, you will need to consult class readings, lecture material, and outside 
resources, including academic articles, books, and print journalism. I will place a selection of 
books that are relevant to the six paper topics in the library’s short-term reserves. For each topic, 
you will either be asked to compare the history of a particular environmental policy across two 
more more countries; or contrast the political history of two environmental issues in a single 
country or institutional context. This final paper will be an opportunity to consolidate your 
understanding of class material, and 3 apply what you have learned to the task of analyzing real-
world environmental challenges and outcomes. Take-home Final A 48-hour take-home mid-term 
will be posted to Gauchospace during the exam period at 9:30am on Tuesday 21 March. (This is 
the scheduled start time for our class’ exam slot). Your final must be uploaded to Gauchospace 
by 4:00 pm no later than Thursday, 23 March. The exam format will be similar to the response 
papers, but may involve additional final specific readings. Additional details will be provided in 
class. Section During sections, you will discuss the week’s readings, and their relationship with 
each week’s lecture material. Collectively, participation in sections is worth 20% of your final 
grade. Half (10%) of this grade will come from section attendance and participation. The second 
half (10%) of your section grade will come from in-section presentations on particular national 
environmental policies. The schedule for and content of these presentations will be discussed 
during your section. You will also receive a section syllabus from your TA with full details on 
section expectations and grading. 4 Required Reading Materials There are no required books or 
course readers for this class. Instead, readings will be available for download through the UCSB 
library system or will be posted to the class GauchoSpace website. Any assigned video or 
interactive content is freely available at the indicated links. 5 Required Technology Some of the 
class readings will be in the form of virtual reality videos. (Mostly, these will be small clips that 
allow you to experience particular forms of environmental change around the world). To view 
these videos you will need a Google Cardboard viewer. These can be purchased on Amazon or 
other online retailers for $15 dollars or less. Links to videos and instructions for how to view 
them will be posted to Gauchospace. 6 Lecture and Reading Schedule Readings may be subject 
to slight changes, all announced at least one week in advance, and posted to Gauchospace on 
schedule. Readings will be posted by the end of the day each Friday for the following week. You 
should complete each week’s readings before attending section. As engagement with the 
readings will also be important for the course’s written assignments, I would encourage you to 
take basic notes as you go along. 4 Week 1 M: Introduction and Course Overview W: 
Environmental Problems as Political Problems • Paul Steinberg and Stacy VanDeveer. 2012. 



“Comparative environmental politics in a global world.” Chapter 1 in Paul Steinberg and Stacy 
VanDeveer, eds. Comparative Environmental Politics: Theory, Practice, Prospects. Cambridge, 
MA: MIT Press. pp 3-28. Week 2 M: Environment Politics as a Collective Action Problem W: 
Environment Politics as a Distributive Conflict Problem • Garrett Hardin. 1969. “The tragedy of 
the commons.” Science. 162(3859): 1243- 1248. • Lecture delivered by Elinor Ostrom at Cornell 
University on 17 September 2009. “Collective Action and the Commons: What Have We 
Learned?” Available to watch online at: http://www.cornell.edu/video/elinor-ostrom-collective-
action-and-the-commons. • Australian Broadcasting Corporation. 2006. “The Greenhouse 
Mafia.” Documentary available to watch online (apologies for poor quality): 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MV05ZXFb6Y4 Week 3 M: Environment Politics as an 
Ideational Conflict Problem W: Why Problem Definitions Matter • Jennifer Clapp and Peter 
Dauvergne. 2011. “Peril or prosperity? Mapping worldviews of global environmental change.” 
Chapter 1 in Paths to a Green World: The Political Economy of the Global Environment. 
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. pp 1-18. • Bruce Tranter and Kate Booth. 2015. “Scepticism in a 
changing climate: A crossnational study.” Global Environmental Change. 33: 154-164. • James 
Scott. 1998. “Nature and space.” Chapter 1 in Seeing Like a State.. New Haven, CT: Yale 
University Press. • Sharon Harlan, David Pellow and J. Timmons Robert with Shannon Bell, 
William Holt and Joane Nagel. 2015. “Climate justice and inequality.” Chapter 5 in Riley 
Dunlap and Robert Brulle, eds. Climate Change and Society. Oxford, UK: Oxford University 
Press. 5 Week 4 M: Comparative Origins of Environmentalism W: Environmental Movements 
Across Countries • Miranda Schreurs. 2002. “The birth of environmental movements and 
programs.” Chapters 2 in Environmental Politics in Japan, Germany, and the United States. 
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. • Kate O’Neill. 2012. “The comparative study of 
environmental movements.” Chapter 5 in Paul Steinberg and Stacy VanDeveer, eds. 
Comparative Environmental Politics: Theory, Practice, Prospects. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. 
pp 115-142. • John Dryzek et al. 2003. “Patterns of movement inclusion and exclusion in the 
four countries.” Chapter 2 in John Dryzek et al. Green States and Social Movements: 
Environmentalism in the United States, the United Kingdom, Germany and Norway. Cambridge, 
UK: Cambridge University Press. • Short online documentary about the divestment movement. 
Al Jazeera English. 2015. “earthrise - take the power back.” Available online at 
https://www.youtube.com/ watch?v=rwjmF9vxKV4 • Three short online videos about the Pacific 
Climate Warriors group. – https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vqixK_V1DS8 – 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QS193BRhDlY – https://vimeo.com/109360466 Week 5 M: 
Environment and Institutions W: The Distribution of Power • Excerpts from Matthew Crenson. 
1971. The Un-politics of Air Pollution: A Study of Non-Decisionmaking in the Cities. Baltimore, 
MD: John Hopkins University Press. • David Vogel. 1993. “Representing diffuse interests in 
environmental policymaking.” in R. Kent Weaver and Bert Rockman, eds. Do Institutions 
Matter? Government Capabilities in the United States and Abroad, pp 237-271. • Play the online 
game: “Law of the Jungle: The Game of Social Rules.” Available at: 
http://www.rulechangers.org/?page_id=1214. This free game was designed by a comparative 
environmental politics professor at Harvey Mudd College, Paul Steinberg, to help his students 
learn about environmental institutions 6 Week 6 M: Economic Institutions and Environmental 
Policy W: Environmental Policy and the Global Trade Regime • Lyle Scruggs. 2003. “Pluralism, 
corporatism and environmental performance.” Chapter 5 in Sustaining Abundance: 
Environmental Performance in Industrialized Democracies. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 
University Press. 122-161. • Janne Hukinen. 1995. “Corporatism as an impediment to ecological 



sustenance: the case of Finnish waste management.” Ecological Economics. 15(1): 59-75. • Eric 
Nuemayer. 2003. “Are left-wing party strength and corporatism good for the environment? 
Evidence from panel analysis of air pollution in OECD countries.” Ecological Economics. 45(2): 
203-220. Week 7 M: Comparative Climate Policy W: Comparative Forestry Policy • Kathryn 
Harrison and Lisa McIntosh Sundstrom. 2010. “Introduction: Global Commons, Domestic 
Decisions.” & “Conclusion.” Chapter 1 and Chapter 9 in Kathryn Harrison and Lisa McIntosh 
Sundstrom, eds. Global Commons, Domestic Decisions: The Comparative Politics of Climate 
Change. 1-22; 261-286. • World Bank. 2015. State and Trends of Carbon Pricing 2015. 
Washington, DC: World Bank. • Explore the “CAIT Climate Data Explorer” prepared by the 
World Resources Institute (WRI). Available online at: http://cait.wri.org/indc/#/map. This map 
summarizes each countries “intended nationally determined contributions” (INDC) – 
commitments to take action to prevent climate change. • Benjamin Cashore and Michael Stone. 
2014. “Does California need Delaware? Explaining Indonesian, Chinese, and United States 
support for legality compliance of internationally traded products.” Regulation and Governance. 
8(1): 49-73. Week 8 M: Comparative Energy Policy W: Comparative Waste Policy • Johannes 
Urpelainen and Llewelyn Hughes. 2016. “Interests, institutions, and climate Policy: Explaining 
the choice of policy instruments for the energy sector.” Forthcoming in Environmental Science 
and Policy. 7 • Kate O’Neill. 2000. “Hazardous waste trading among OECD countries: A 
comparative approach.” Chapter 1 in Kate O’Neill. Waste Trading Among Rich Nations: 
Building a New Theory of Environmental Regulation. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. • Excerpts 
from John Wargo. 2009. Green Intelligence: Creating Environments that Protect Human Health. 
New Haven, CT: Yale University Press. • Watch the documentary by Slawomir 
Grunberg.“Chelyabinsk: The Most Contaminated Spot on the Planet.” Available online at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch? v=LYmGCIg9O6Y Week 9 M: Environmental Politics in 
Emerging Economies W: Environmental Politics in Authoritarian Countries • Global Witness. 
2014. Deadly environment: The dramatic rise in killings of environmental and land defenders. 
London, UK. • Paul Steinberg. 2003. “Understanding policy change in developing countries: The 
spheres of influence framework.” Global Environmental Politics. 3(1): 11-32. • Under the Dome, 
a documentary film by Chinese journalist Chai Jing. Available to watch online with subtitles at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=T6X2uwlQGQM • Leah Stokes, Amanda Giang, and Noelle 
Selin. 2016. “Splitting the South: Explaining China and India’s divergence in international 
environmental negotiations.” Forthcoming in Global Environmental Politics. • Bruce Gilley. 
2012. “Authoritarian environmentalism and China’s response to climate change.” Environmental 
Politics. 21(2): 287-307. Week 10 M: Environment and Violence W: The Future of 
Environmental Politics • Thomas Homer-Dixon. 1994. “Environmental Scarcities and Violent 
Conflict: Evidence from Cases.” Environmental Security. 19(1): 5-40. • Daniel Deudney. 
“Environmental Security: A Critique?” Chapter 8 in Daniel Deudney and Richard Matthew, eds. 
Contested Grounds: Security and Conflict in the New Environmental Politics., pp 187-223. • 
Solomon Hsiang, Kyle Meng and Mark Crane. 2011. “Civil conflicts are associated with the 
global climate.” Nature. 476: 438-441. • Peter Gleick. 2014. “Water, drought, climate change, 
and conflict in Syria.” Weather, Climate and Society. 6(3): 331-340. 
 
 
Additional Readings and Topics in Environmental Economics 
 



Geoffrey Heal (2017), “The Economics of the Climate,” Journal of Economic Literature 55(3) 
[somewhat technical discussion of discount rates, damage models, uncertainty, costs of 
substitutes, energy storage problem] 
 
Kenneth Gillingham and James H. Stock (2018), “The Cost of Reducing Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions,” Journal of Economic Perspectives, 32:4 [discusses costs of alternative GHG 
reduction policies (fuel efficiency standards, gas tax, renewables mandates for electricity, etc).  
Distinguishes static vs. dynamic costs (which factor in learning by doing, economies of scale, 
positive externalities like elec car charging stations) and argues that some actions are high on one 
and low on the other and vice versa. So dynamic effects can justify over the long run investments 
that have high up-front statc costs] 
 
Gilbert Metcalf (2020), “How to set a price on carbon pollution,” Scientific American 
 
Ole Martin Laegreid and Marina Povitkina (2018), “Do Political Institutions Moderate the GDP-
CO2 Relationship?” Ecological Economics 145  
 
Karen Seto et al. (2016), “Carbon Lock-In: Types, Causes, and Policy Implications,” Annual 
Review of Environmental Resources 
 
Elinor Ostrom et al. (1999) Revisiting the Commons: Local Lessons, Global Challenges. 
Science. 284 (5412), 278–282. Online through Lauinger 
 
 
--additional readings on carbon tax vs. cap and trade vs. subsidies   
 
--additional readings on cost-benefit analysis (chapter in Rosenbaum book) 
 
Olmstead chapter in Vig and Kraft on applying economics to environmental issues 
 
Sandler, Todd. 2004. Global collective action (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press). 
Chapters 2 and 3, 17-44 and 45-74, 212-234.  
 
Barrett, Scott. 2007. Why Cooperate? The Incentive to Supply Global Public Goods. (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press): 1-21, 74-102. 
 
Tietenberg and Lewis, Envt’l and natural resource economics 
 
Harris and Roach, Envt’l and natural resource economics: A contemporary approach 4th ed 
 
Field and Field, Envt’l economics 
 
Kolstad, Envt’ l Economics 
 
Stavins, Economics of the Envmt: Selected Readings 
 



Thomas Homer-Dixon (1991) Cornucopians and Neo-Malthusians. In Art and Jervis 
International Politics, 539–541  
 
• The Meaning, Prospects, and Future of the Commons: Revisiting the Legacies of 
Elinor Ostrom and Henry George 
Obeng-Odoom, Franklin, American Journal of Economics and Sociology, March 2016, 
Vol.75(2), pp.372-414 
 
• Ronald B. Mitchell (2010) chapter 2, 20–47 Defining and Distinguishing International 
Environmental Problems; chapter 3, 48–79 Sources of International Environmental Problems. In 
Mitchell International Politics and the Environment.  
 
 • Susan J. B. Cox (1985) No tragedy on the Commons. Environmental Ethics. 7(1), 49–61  
 
8. Does the proliferation of institutions promote international cooperation? 
Climate change is a paradigmatic case of institutional proliferation, with the expansion of 
multilateral fora and growing number of transnational and subnational efforts and actors  

(Ostrom 2010, Beyond Markets and States: Polycentric Governance of Complex Economic 
Systems, Elinor Ostrom, American Economic Review, Vol. 100, no. 3, June 2010, pp. 641-672. 

 Green 2014). Rethinking Private Authority: Agents and Entrepreneurs in Global Environmental 
Governance 

The growth in the number and types of institutions involved in international cooperation has 
been an active area of research in international relations; climate change can contribute to a 
better understanding of the causes and consequences of the institutional proliferation. 
 
In general, climate scholars are sanguine about proliferation, which can promote innovation and 
learning, enhance accountability, and provide scale-appropriate solutions to the diversity of 
problems that constitute climate change (Ostrom 2010, Jordan et al 2018 Governing Climate 
Policy: Polycentricity in Action? Cambridge). By contrast, works in other issue areas suggest 
that institutional complexity is less benign. It favors powerful states with the resources to 
navigate multiple venues, and select those with favorable rules. Thus, climate change can 
provide more data for assessing the effects of this proliferation across a variety of issues in world 
politics. (Drezner 2009, The Power and Peril of International Regime Complexity, Perspectives 
on Politics, vol. 7 Issue 1 (March 2009) 65-71. 
 
More readings on Common Pool Resources: 
 
Watson, Reg, Dirk Zeller, and Daniel Pauly. “Primary Productivity Demands of Global Fishing 
Fleets.” Fish and Fisheries (2013): 1–9. DeSombre, Elizabeth. 2006. Global Environmental 
Institutions. London: Routledge. 69-98. Vincent, Amanda C J, Yvonne J Sadovy de Mitcheson, 
Sarah L Fowler, and Susan Lieberman. “The Role of CITES in the Conservation of Marine 
Fishes Subject to International Trade.” Fish and Fisheries (2013): 1-25. Stokke, Olam. 2012. 
“International fisheries politics: from sustainability to precaution.” International Environmental 



Agreements: An Introduction. Steinar Andresen, Elin Lerum Boasson, and Geir Hønneland. 
Routledge, 97-116. Seilen, Alan B. 2013. “The Devolution of the Seas: The Consequences of 
Oceanic Destruction.” Foreign Affairs. 1-7. Mitchell, Ronald. 1998. "Discourse and Sovereignty: 
Interests, Science, and Morality in the Regulation of Whaling" Global Governance 4 (3), 275-
293.  
 
 
Readings for Other Topics 
 
International and Domestic Environmental Law 
 
Bodansky, Brunnee, and Rajamani International Climate Change Law 
 
Salzman and Thompson, Envt’l law and Policy 4th ed.  Market failures, regulatory approaches, 
law, enforcement, air, water, toxics, land, energy, impact statements 
 
Legalization vs. Rights Conca, Ken. 2005. “Environmental Governance After Johannesburg: 
From Stalled Legalization to Environmental Human Rights?” Journal of International Law and 
International Relations 1: 121-138. 
 
All of This Machinery… Does It Work? How Would We Know? Mitchell, Ronald. “Evaluating 
the Effectiveness of International Environmental Institutions.” 
 
Environmental Science 
 
NOAA. 2015. Climate Change: Global Temperature. https://www.climate.gov/news-
features/understanding-climate/climate-change-globaltemperature EPA. 2015.  
 
Global Greenhouse Gas Emissions Data. 
http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/global.html 
 
J. Cook, et al, "Consensus on consensus: a synthesis of consensus estimates on human caused 
global warming," Environmental Research Letters Vol. 11 No. 4, (13 April 2016); 
DOI:10.1088/1748-9326/11/4/048002  
 
Patrick J. Egan and Megan Mullin. 2016. “Recent improvement and projected worsening of 
weather in the United States”. Nature 532, 357–360 (21 April 2016).  
 
Additional sources From Michael Ross’s syllabus: 
 
Thomas Bernauer (2013), “Climate Change Politics,” Annual Review of Political Science  
 
Thomas Bernauer and Liam McGrath (2016), “Simple reframing unlikely to boost public support 
for climate policy,” Nature Climate Change 6:7  
 



John Cook et al. (2019), America Misled: how the fossil fuel industry deliberately misled 
Americans about climate change, George Mason University Center for Climate Change 
Communication.  
 
Patrick Egan and Megan Mullin (2017), "Climate Change: US Public Opinion," Annual Review 
of Political Science, 20:209-227.  
 
Moira Fagan and Christine Huang (2019), “A look at how people around the world view climate 
change,” FacTank News in the Numbers, Pew Research  
 
Fergus Green (2018), “Anti-fossil fuel norms,” Climatic Change 150  
 
Jessica Green (2017), “Don’t link carbon markets,” Nature 543.  
 
Garrett Hardin (1968), “The Tragedy of the Commons,” Science (162).  
 
Peter Howe, Jennifer Marlon, Matto Mildenberger, and Brittany Shield (2019), “How will 
climate change shape public opinion?” Environmental Research Letters 14  
 
Colin P. Kelley, Shahrzad Mohtadi, Mark A. Cane, Richard Seager, and Yochanan Kushnir 
(2015), “Climate change in the Fertile Crescent and implications of the recent Syrian drought,” 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 112 (11): 3241-3246.  
 
Michael F. Maniates (2001), "Individualization: Plant a Tree, Buy a Bike, Save the World?" 
Global Environmental Politics 1(3). 
 
Jonas Meckling, Nina Kelsey, Eric Biber, and John Zysman (2015), "Winning coalitions for 
climate policy," Science, 349 (6253).  
 
Matto Mildenberger (2019), “The Tragedy of ‘the Tragedy of the Commons,’” Scientific 
American.to  
 
Jesse D. Jenkins (2014), " Political economy constraints on carbon pricing policies: What are the 
implications for economic efficiency, environmental efficacy, and climate policy design?" 
Energy Policy 69:467-477  
 
Edward Parson (2017), “Climate policymakers and assessments must get serious about climate 
engineering,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 114(35):9227- 9230. 8  
 
Dave Roberts (2016), “This one weird trick will not convince conservatives to fight climate 
change,” Vox.  
 
Will Steffen, Wendy Broadgate, Lisa Deutsch, Owen Gaffney and Cornelia Ludwig (2015), “The 
trajectory of the Anthropocene: The Great Acceleration,” The Anthropocene Review, 2(1):81-98.  
 



Endre Tvinnereim and Michael Mehling (2018), " Carbon pricing and deep decarbonisation," 
Energy Policy 121: 185-189 
 


