1a)
The term “change is a good thing” is not a term that should not be abused because it is an inaccurate statement that does not apply to everything in our massive universe. Climate change is one of those things that will impact the world in a mostly negative way. Climate change is essentially as the name sounds, it is used to define the change in a global or regional climate pattern over a long period of time. Due to things like carbon dioxide produced from burning fossil fuel. Once the carbon emissions have penetrated through the atmosphere it cannot be regenerated therefore making it a non-renewable source. That being said, these emissions are damaging our earth, so it is only right to think of how this is going to impact the future generation and how to help or prevent this from happening. One way this is done is by pricing carbon emissions, by doing so this influences producers and consumers to use less emissions. In this particular article What Is the Right Price for Carbon Emissions? By economist Bob Litterman, he argues that carbon pricing rests on trade-offs between risks involving economic growth and the risk of catastrophic outcome.  
The world bank states that “at 2.8 percent growth per year, people in 50 years will have four times as much income as today and in 100 years they will have 16 times” (Bob Litterman, 39). The correlation between the pricing of carbon emissions with respects to economic growth and catastrophic outcome is that economist believe that the more economic growth present the more income generated. “Faster economic growth will most likely create a higher level of emissions and therefore lead to more climate related damage” (Litterman, 39). Litterman explains that if there “are enough potential scenarios with catastrophic damages climate risk dominates economic growth risk” (Litterman, 42) the current price of carbon dioxide emissions should be higher. Another idea is that “growth risk is always dominant because catastrophic damages are essentially impossible and minor climate damages are more likely to occur when growth is strong, times are good, and marginal utility is low” (Litterman, 42) making the price of carbon dioxide emissions lower.
One thing scientist and economist can agree is that climate change is present and that it is a real problem that we are experiencing. However, the problem in which debates and arguments arise much like Litterman’s article is that it is hard to measure the damage of something that is unknown. We know that there will be some sort of impact on the earth because of this, whether it is a catastrophic or minor outcome, only time can tell but the debate continues, how can we protect and prepare for the future.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]b)  Although climate change is hard to think about because the changes are happing over a long duration, it is clear that something has to be done before it becomes too late. That being said it is merely impossible to reverse the things that have already been done unless we being the intelligent human being we are fine a way to do so, we must come up with way to try and reduces these emissions. One role i see for the scientific method in helping to set appropriate carbon abatement policies is our vehicles. Millions and millions of people have cars or vehicles today, we have come a long way with creating cars that are electric and building cars that burn less fuel, but one we need to advertise it. One way would be making electric car prices less that fuel burning cars promoting people to buy electric cars for a while before inflating the prices for these cars and no one can afford them.  Also I think the idea of low carbon pricing now and higher and things progress makes sense due to the fact we don’t know what lies years from now. 

