POLI 375: LECTURE SLIDES SUMMARIES (Sept 5 – Oct 16)

SEPT 5 – INTRO [Global environmental politics (GEP)]
“Studying GEP means understanding the conflicts of interests, values & visions related to the envt are shaped” (Conca&Dabelko)

Focus on POLITICS of envt’l issues that have a global reach:
Power			Interests		Authority		Legitimacy

SEPT 7 – WORLDVIEWS & PROBLEM DEFINITION
Worldviews
· big picture
· ideal categories
· neither is right or wrong
· different emphasis
· What are the most impt probs?
· Why are they happening?
· Where is it happening?
· Who is to blame?
· How do we solve them?
· When is the deadline for a solution?

Worldviews – MARKET LIBERALS
· Focus: economies
· a global envt’l crisis? No, some inevitable probs. modern ingenuity & $$$ can/will solve probs
· causes of probs:
· poverty
· weak economic growth
· market failures
· poor govt policies
· impact of globalization: positive  source of progress
· the way forward:
· promote growth
· alleviate poverty
· more globalization
· market-based incentives for clean tech
· voluntary corporate greening

Worldviews – INSTITUTIONALISTS
· Focus: Institutions
· a global envt’l crisis? Not yet. Potential… unless we act now.
· causes of probs:
· weak institutions
· inadequate global cooperation
· underdevelopment
· impact of globalization: positive  more opportunities for cooperation; “guided” globalization
· the way forward:
· use globalization for good
· strong global institutions/norms
· build state capacity

Worldviews – BIOENVIRONMENTALISTS
· Focus: ecosystems
· a global envt’l crisis? YES. Near or beyond Earth’s capacity. Threat to human survival.
· causes of probs:
· overpopulation
· excessive economic growth
· overconsumption
· impact of globalization: negative  driver of unsustainable growth
· the way forward:
· limit pop. growth
· reduce consumption
· collective coercion to ctrl excesses

Worldviews – SOCIAL GREENS
· Focus: justice
· a global envt’l crisis? Yes. Social injustice @ local & global lvls
· causes of probs:
· large-scale industrial life (global capitalism)
· exploitation of marginalized
· unequal patterns of consumption
· impact of globalization: negative  accelerating exploitation, inequalities & ecological injustices
· the way forward:
· reject industrialization (and/or K-ism)
· reverse economic globalization
· empower local & marginalized

Debate  What would be the strengths & weaknesses of each approach? With which do you identify yourself more or less with? Why?

Defining International Environmental Problems
“International environmental problems are those impacts on the natural environment of human activities that some significant set of people view as negative and that have either a transboundary or international commons aspect” (Mitchell 2009)

The politics of int’l envt’l probs vary widely because:
· interests
· power
· knowledge
… of states and other groups vary.

Value & Natural Environment
We derive value from the natural env’t through:
· KNOWLEDGE OF EXISTENCE (existence value)
· Does not lead to negative impacts
· COMSUMPTIVE USES
· Can lead to negative impacts
· Over-appropriation probs
· quantity diminishes—rather than quality
· NON-COMSUMPTIVE USES
· Can lead to negative impacts
· Degradation probs
· quality is altered—rather than quantity

KEY CONCEPTS:
· Worldviews—market liberalists, institutionalists, bioenvironmentalists, social greens
· Def. of international environmental problem
· Consumptive & non-consumptive uses
· Tragedy of the Commons probs
· Upstream/downstream problems

SEPT 10 – GOVERNING THE COMMONS
Worldviews recap / defining int’l envt’l probs / common pool resources / tragedy of the commons / types of int’l envt’l probs / incentives

Defining International Environmental Problems
“International environmental problems are those impacts on the natural environment of human activities that some significant set of people view as negative and that have either a transboundary or international commons aspect” (Mitchell 2009)

Value & Natural Environment:
· KNOWLEDGE OF EXISTENCE (existence value)
· COMSUMPTIVE USES
· NON-COMSUMPTIVE USES

Governing the commons
Def. of common-pool resource (or common property resource):
· Non-excludable  can’t feasibly prevent others from using it
· Rival  my use of it impacts your use

Contrast w/ public good		Contrast w/ private good
Non-excludable			excludable
Non-rival				rival

Tragedy of the Commons
Garrett Hardin, 1968
· Occurs when multiple individuals, acting independently & in their own self interest, ultimately deplete a resource
· Largely b/c of incentive to free-ride
· The benefits of degrading/consuming accrue to the individual, while the costs are shared amongst the group

Governing the commons
Core concern of commons theorists:
Variations in property rights make a diff to how resources are managed

Property rights shape the incentives that both users of the resource, and managers of it—have to manage it responsibly!
· This can mean avoiding over-appropriation and/or degradation

Property rights institutions are rules that define:
Access			Use			Exclusion		Management
Monitoring		Sanctioning		Arbitration behavior
…of users w/ respect to specific resources

Theorists argue:
Private ownership & state (public) ownership are NOT the only viable models.

Focus on collective action probs:
Solving a prob that we all (or some group of us) have interest in seeing solved, but couldn’t possibly do alone  so we need to cooperate
* collective action is viewed as possible solution to Tragedy of the Commons

Types of problems:
1. Tragedy of the Commons
· Perps are also the victims.
· i.e. we have a shared forest; if I over-exploit it, there is less for me in the future.
* b/c it is RIVAL but NON-EXCUDABLE
· Therefore, perps would prefer to solve it but don’t want to contribute to resolution
· Often make it onto int’l stage b/c perps have incentive to fix it
2. Upstream/downstream
· None of the victims caused prob, none of the perps suffer
· Only come to light if… people become aware of problem, victims are influential & pressure is brought to bear
· BOTH types exist b/c there are insufficient incentives to act

Strength of incentives depends on:
costs of taking action		who bears these costs		when these costs occur

KEY CONCEPTS:
Worldviews			Def. of int’l envt’l prob	 	consumptive uses
non-consumptive uses 	common property resource		collective action
Tragedy of the Commons	Upstream/downstream problems	incentives

SEPT 12 – PRODUCTION, CONSUMPTION & GLOBALIZATION
Definition of globalization
“… the intensification of worldwide social relations which link distant localities in such a way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring many miles away and vice versa.” (Sir Anthony Giddens, in The Consequences of Modernity)

Globalization
Conca specifies three key trends:
1. Increase in economic transactions across national boundaries
2. Growth of factor mobility due to transnationalized production
3. Growing insignificance of boundaries themselves

* to which prof would add.. powerful forces of cultural & ideological globalization & organizational isomorphism

Implications of globalization
1. Spatial & social distancing
· We don’t know anything about production processes, so they can’t influence our consumption choices
· Those who produce may be unable to consume those products
2. Changing balance of power
· “Regulatory state” has less power
· Upstream (global finance) & downstream (buyer-driven.. rather than manufacture-driven chains)
3. Squeezing the “sustainable middle”

Story of Stuff vid & debate  what crucial insights is she offering? What is she missing?

1972 UN Conference—Stockholm 
· Limits to growth
· Links b/w economic growth & envt’l degradation
· Created discord b/w North & South:
· Fear that envt’l agenda in North  hamper development in the South
BUT…
· Degradation due to affluence
· Waste (packaging, designed obsolescence)
· Demand for precious metals driving unsustainable mines
· GHG emissions
· Degradation due to poverty
· Contamination of waterways
· Deforestation
· Poaching

1992 UN Conference—Rio “Earth Summit”
* new focus on ‘sustainable development’
“Development that meets the needs of today w/out compromising ability of future generations to meet their needs”
* scrutinized patterns of production
· Focus on cleaner, more efficient development
· less attn on consumption (the needs/wants that drive production)
· led to traditional environmentalist focus on envt’l regulations

2012 UN conference—“Rio+20”
· Much the same themes as Rio conference 1992
· Focus on progress made (not much) & where to go from here
Outcomes:
· Strengthening UNEP
· Setting out concrete ‘Sustainable Development Goals’
· ‘Reaffirming of commitments’

SEPT 14 – POWER, DEGRADATION & POLITICAL ECOLOGY
Materials economy / globalization / spatial & social distancing / degradation due to affluence / degradation due to pollution / worldviews recap

Discourse analysis
“A discourse is a shared meaning about a phenomenon”

Discourse analysis reveals:
1. What is that shared meaning? (What’s the message?)
* who are the villains? Victims? Heroes?
2. Who is producing that message, or reproducing it?
* through written & oral statements
3. What are the social & policy implications?

The rise of the global frame
Building momentum from 1990s & onward behind global scale solutions to envt’l probs because of:
· Enhanced detection of truly global phenomena
· Rise of global scale scientific endeavors
· Cultural & economic globalization

Def. of Political Ecology (PE)
“… a concern w/ tracing the genealogy of narratives concerning “the environment,” w/ identifying power relationships supported by such narratives & w/ asserting the consequences of hegemony over, and within, these narratives for economic & social development & particularly constraining possibilities for self-determination”

Key PE themes:
· Distributions of costs & benefits of envt’l change
· Ways that unequal distribution reinforces existing social/economic inequalities
· Political implications of these reinforced inequalities, including hierarchies of power
· PE analyses are used to inform envt’l governance

Dominant discourses (through PE lens)
1. MANAGERIAL DISCOURSE
· Envt’l crises require global solutions
· Top-down
· Interventionist
· Technocentric
· Dominant in current institutions & policies
2. POPULIST DISCOURSE
· Perps are related to global capitalism
· Victims are local resource users
* contrast w/ managerial discourse where victims are villains
· Int’l development assistance is neocolonialist
· Local & traditional knowledge can provide viable solutions

Example of deforestation
Managerial discourse:
· small-scale subsistence farmers are causing deforestation
· but.. root causes are overpopulation & consumption, poverty & envt’l security
Populist discourse:
· small farmers are victims of logging companies & transnational interests

PROBS W/ DOMINANT DISCOURSES:
* rarely disaggregate the complex constellation of actors & interests at play
* may incorrectly portray natural & social systems as ‘brittle’… when in fact they are quite resilient
* struggle to capture evolving power relations  often caricature these as static

SEPT 17 – INTRODUCING STATE & INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACTORS
Environmental perspective	VS	Political perspective
World has no borders			Borders are real SOVEREIGNTY

The role of the State
· Global envt’l probs have been viewed as necessitating global solutions
· Coordinated action may be required for probs that are:
· Pervasive
· Related to the commons
· Characterized by inequity, upstream/downstream
· Economic & social globalization necessitates negotiation of shared interests

International Organizations
Basics…
According to int’l law: made up of states (UN, WTO, FAO, WMO, UNEP)
Power…
	Agency (ex: set rules, send troops, provide loans, give medications)
	Influence over agenda-setting and framing issues
	Legitimacy

United Nations Basics
Established in 1945 by 54 countries, membership now @ 193
· Committed to preserving peace through collective action
· Main organs of the UN are:
· The General Assembly – deliberative / policymaking
· The Security Council – maintenance of peace
· The Secretariat – day to day work of the UN
· The Trusteeship Council – largely inactive
· The International Court of Justice
· The Economic & Social Council

United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP)
Created in Nairobi, Kenya – 1972

Priority areas:
climate change	ecosystem mgmt.		disasters & conflicts
resource efficiency	harmful substances & hazardous waste
environmental governance

Original purpose of UNEP:
· ‘anchor institution’ for the global env’t
· serve as the world’s ecological conscience
· provide impartial monitoring & assessment
· speed up int’l action
· stimulate further regulatory agreements
· NORMATIVE & CATLYTIC – rather than operational

Form & Function of UNEP:
UN Specialized Agencies coordinated through the Economic & Social Council (ECOSOC) and are:
· Autonomous int’l organizations
· With governing bodies independent from UN Secretariat & General Assembly
 So they have normative & operational functions

UNEP only supposed to be normative  so ultimately decided to make it an int’l organization within the UN  reporting to the General Assembly & ECOSOC  making it a “programme” & not a “specialized agency”

UNEP STRENGTHS:
· Successful articulation of many international environmental treaties & conventions
UNEP WEAKNESSES:
· “programme”  less autonomy & independence
· funding is voluntary  one of the lowest annual budgets in UN system  less than the price of a new Boeing 747 airplane
· not central reference for int’l envt’l decision making

Ultimately, UNEP has…
i. been eclipsed politically by the Commission on Sustainable Development
ii. been eclipsed financially by the Global Environment Facility (GEF)
iii. Failed to become the central forum for debate on the environment
like World Trade Organization (WTO) is for trade, World Health Organization (WHO) is for health & the International Labor Organization is for labor

Discussion  What is your sense of Canada’s role & reputation in int’l envt’l negotiations? How has it evolved over the last two decades?

KEY CONCEPTS: United Nations / United Nations Environment Programme / UN Specialized Agencies vs. Programmes / UN Environment Organization proposal 

SEPT 19 – INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL AGREEMENTS
Sources of international law / hard VS soft law / treaties, protocols, conventions, amendments / international environmental agreements

International Law
Sources…
	Treaties
		Agreement b/w States and/or IO;
		Formal & express consent to be bound
	Custom
	Principles of International Law
* no pre-determined hierarchy

Intergovernmental hard law
Binding	
· Treaties, conventions…which are the same thing
Intergovernmental soft law
Non-binding… (or at least less binding than hard law)
· Statements of principles, declarations, resolutions

Def. of International Environmental Agreement
“An intergovernmental document intended as legally binding with a primary purpose of preventing or managing human impacts on natural resources.”
… & includes: treaties, accords, protocols, conventions

(Some) Categories of Agreements: Binding & Non-binding
Climate & Atmosphere
	Climate change
	Ozone
		UNFCCC / Kyoto Protocol / Montreal Protocol
Biodiversity & Wildlife
	Biodiversity
	Migratory species
	Int’l trade in endangered species
	Science-policy platform on biodiversity
		CBD / CMS / CITES / IPBES
Forests, Deserts, Land & Sustainable Development
	Desertification
	Forum on Forests
	Tropical timber
	Sustainable development
		UNCCD / UNFF / ITTA / UNCSD
Water, Oceans & Wetlands
	Wetlands
	Law of the sea
	Straddling & highly migratory fish stocks
	Committee on fisheries
		Ramsar / UNCLOS / UNFSA / COFI

Population + Culture + Economy + Laws + Geography = DIFF PRIORITIES
SEPT 21 – STATE & INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACTORS
Develop a position (for or against) the creation of a World Environment Organization. Compose 3 arguments in support of your position. i.e: Why is it needed or not? What would it do better or worse? What impact would it have on politics in other areas? What support would there be internally (i.e. in US constituency; in Canada)?

SEPT 24 – NON-STATE & CIVIL SOCIETY ACTORS
The role of the State
· Coordinated action may be required for probs that are:
· Pervasive
· Related to the commons
· Characterized by inequity, upstream/downstream
· Economic & social globalization necessitates negotiation of shared interests
· Only states have formal decision-making power in int’l negotiations

Non-governmental organizations (NGOs)
· International law  NOT actors
· Global envt’l politics  VERY significant
· Importance of NGOs in envt’l debates:
· Raise public awareness
· Agenda-setting & framing issues
· Lobby decision-makers
· Observe & report on negotiations
· Monitor implementation
· Produce information
· Difficulty of measuring “successful influence”

Betsill & Corell define NGO influence on negotiation of int’l envt’l agreements as “intentional transmission of information to negotiators leading to a change in process and/or outcome” (?) – double check articles

Discussion  Why do we face challenges in measuring NGO influence? How can influence be enhanced? What is the downside of NGO influence?

Sub-national polities
· subnational  below the state… provinces, states, regions, municipalities
· WHY DO THEY MATTER?
b/c national numbers can mask important internal differences.

Subnational action
Drivers								Barriers
1) Close connection b/w constituents & reps			legislative & regulatory
2) Increasing urban to rural migration			human capacity
3) Co-benefits							financial capacity 
4) Possibility for collabo amongst				organizational culture
like minded jurisdictions around a				organizational structure
particular issue		

Worldview & Transnational Corporations: Private Sector
* the good, the bad and the ugly of TNCs depend on the perspective...
Market liberals: creators of new technology; engines of sustainable development
Institutionalists: international institutions should guide firms
Bioenvironmentalists: tncs are engines of overproduction & overconsumption
Social greens: agree w/ above & generate injustice & inequalities

SEPT 28 – NON-STATE & CIVIL SOCIETY
From government to governance
Government: administrative bureaucracy that ctrls a state; the means by which state policy is developed & enforced
· State-centric
· Focused on regulation & law
Governance: the ways that power is exercised through institutions (i.e. rules)
· Normative
· Blurring of roles b/w public & private sector
· Diffusion up (i.e. European Union) and down (i.e. NGOs)

OCT 1 – ENVIRONMENTAL REGIMES
Def. of Institutions
“Set of rights, rules, and decision-making procedures that give rise to social practices, assign roles to the participants in these practices, and guide interactions among the occupants of these roles.”

The ‘old’ institutionalism—pre 1950s-60s
· Legalistic
· Structuralist—focus on the formal rules
· Holistic
· Functionalist—focus on the outcome: institutions evolve over time to become more efficient
The behavioral & rational revolutions—1950s & 1960s
· Rise of rational choice economics
· Focus on the individual
· We impact the system by voting, but little focus on how it impacts us
· Collective behavior is simply aggregation of individuals’ behaviors
The ‘new’ institutionalism
· Capacity of institutions to solve collective action probs
· Normative
· ‘logic of consequentiality’
· ‘logic of appropriateness’
· Recognition of the power of informal rules, rituals & symbols
· Contextualized (i.e. place institution w/in history)
· Habits, inertia, or ‘path dependency’

[bookmark: _GoBack]Range of institutions
Broad constitutive institutions: UN Charter, US Constitution
· Provide mechanisms for arriving at decisions on all sorts of issues
Issue-specific institutions: Montreal Protocol, international trade agreements
· AKA regimes
… & there are links b/w the two

Def. of Regime
“Principles, norms, rules, and decision making procedures around which actor expectations converge in a given issue-area.”

Regimes can…
· Provide info about the behavior of others by monitoring the behavior of members & reporting on compliance
· Reduce transaction costs
· Generate the expectation of cooperation among members       

Discussion  How does the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change: provide info on the behavior of others? Reduce transaction costs? Generate expectation of cooperation?

OCT 3 – ENVIRONMENTAL REGIMES
Institutions / Envt’l regimes / Evaluating effectiveness of regimes: fit, vertical & horizontal interplay, scale

Institutions
“Set of rights, rules, and decision-making procedures that give rise to social practices, assign roles to the participants in these practices, and guide interactions among the occupants of these roles.”

Why the focus?
· Argument that institutional failures have led to resource depletion
· i.e. we haven’t figured out property rights, regulations, incentives, etc
· Also hear that… the solutions to these failures lie w/ institutions
· Institutions aren’t actors – they influence the behavior of actors

Institutions can affect how we behave in 3 ways:
1. REGULATIVE: if I don’t do x, then I pay a fine
2. NORMATIVE: I’m going to do x b/c I feel morally obligated to do so
3. CULTURAL-COGNITIVE: I’m going to do x b/c I don’t know that other options exist

OCT 5 – ENVIRONMENTAL REGIMES

Regime
“Principles, norms, rules, and decision making procedures around which actor expectations converge in a given issue-area.”

Analyzing design & effectiveness of regimes:
· Fit
· Interplay
· Vertical
· Horizontal
· Scale

FIT:
· An institutional arrangement (regime) that does one thing well, may be a failure dealing w/ a diff prob
· Assess principle properties of the ecosystem & build institutional arrangements that fit the contours of the prob

Relevant ecosystem properties to “fit”:
· STRUCTURES – complexity, homogeneity, interdependence
· PROCESSES – productivity, growth, stabilization, change
· LINKAGES – boundary conditions, transboundary interactions

VERTICAL INTERPLAY:
· Cross-scale interactions
· b/w lvls of social organization (i.e. national & international; provincial & local)

Determinants of fruitful interplay
Competence
Compatibility
Capacity

* solution is co-management: partnerships b/w local resource users & formal authority

HORIZONTAL INTERPLAY:
· Linkages among agencies @ same lvl of organization
· Occurs b/c of institutional density & issue framing
· Creates incentives to manage interactions: to reap joint gains & avoid joint losses
· Integrate or reform institutions

SCALE:
· Are large systems macrocosms of small systems? 
· If so, then regime to deal w/ them can be similar
· SIMILARITIES b/w local & international scales…
· Both depend heavily on stakeholder involvement & legitimacy rather than enforcement
· DIFFS:
· Greater cultural homogeneity at the local level
· Implementation of rights & rules is simpler at the local level

Institutions can affect how we behave in 3 ways:
1. REGULATIVE: if I don’t do x, then I pay a fine
2. NORMATIVE: I’m going to do x b/c I feel morally obligated to do so
3. CULTURAL-COGNITIVE: I’m going to do x b/c I don’t know that other options exist

INSTITUTIONS AS CAUSAL AGENTS
1. COLLECTIVE-ACTION MODEL
· Tragedy of the Commons
· Some circumstances generate incentives to act in a way that is ‘rational’ from an individual’s perspective, but yields negative outcomes for the group.
· Regime members are unitary actors
· Good regimes are ones that lower the probability of behavior that diminishes the welfare of all
2. SOCIAL-PRACTICE MODEL
· Treats regimes as arrangements that give rise to…
· Social practices that shape identities 
· A common discourse
· Routinized activities that don’t require utilitarian cost/benefit calculations
· A state may be the formal actor in a regime (i.e. signing a convention) but non-state actors are crucial to the discourse

Analyzing design & effectiveness of regimes:
Fit / Interplay: vertical & horizontal / Scale

OBSTACLES TO REGIME EFFECTIVENESS:
· Systemic obstacles
· Absence of necessary conditions
· Procedural obstacles
· Characteristics of global environmental issues
· Interconnections b/w environmental issues
· Regime design

OCT 12 – AGENCY, POWER & EQUITY
Poverty & envt’l degradation / overpopulation VS overconsumption / The South’s participation in global envt’l negotiation / the Non-aligned Movement & the G-77

Poverty & Environment
· Poverty  more or less pressure upon environment?
· Depends… (On what?)
· What issues are brought up by claims to the ‘right to develop’?

Environmental Kuznets Curve

[image: ]

The South’s participation in global environmental governance
· The ‘South’ covers a wildly diverse territory, but often acts as a bloc in international negotiations
· Captures ‘haves’ & ‘have-nots’ dimension
· But what South wants to ‘have’ is not just economic development  but also influence
· Negotiations b/w North & South are characterized by disparities in:
· Agency – capacity of individuals & entities to act independently & make their own free choices
· Equity – fairness & equal life chances
· Core avenues for participation:
· The Non-Aligned Movement
· Group of states not formally aligned w/ any bloc
· 120 states & 17 observers – 55% of world’s pop.
· Formed as an attempt to thwart the Cold War
· Focus on peace, disarmament, multilateralism & mutual benefit
· The G-77
· Loose coalition of developing nations
· Designed to enhance negotiating capacity & further developing interests
· 
OCT 15 – MT REVIEW – Doesn’t cover everything we have learnt
WEEK 1: INTRODUCTION
· Worldviews: what are they?
· Market liberalism – globalization is a …?
· Institutionalism – the need to regulate, the need to guide activities. 
· Bio-environmentalism
· Social greens
· Defining int’l environmental problems:
· “international environmental problems are those impacts on the natural environment of human activities that some significant set of people view as negative and that have either a transboundary or international commons aspect.”
· Consumption & non-consumptive use – DEFORESTATION, dumping stuff in the river

WEEK 2: GOVERNING THE COMMONS
· Common pool resource:
· Non-excludable but rival
· Contrast this w a public good (non-excludable and non-rival) and private good (excludable and rival)
· Tragedy of the Commons – individuals or companies act in their own self-interests but the implication of those interests are not in the public good, and also not in their good. They yield benefits of taking the action but costs are shared individually.
· Upstream/Downstream problems
· Property rights
· Globalization: definition & implications…
· Populist and managerial discourses
WEEK 3: State and IG actors
· Design and function of the UNEP
· Proposed upgrade from a programme to a Specialized Agency
· Hard vs soft law, binding and non-binding
· Treaty = hard, binding law
· Conventions = soft non-binding law
· Soft law: examples are declarations
· Definition of international environmental agreement

WEEK 4: NON-STATE & CIVIL SOCIETY ACTORS
· The role of non-governmental organizations
· Drivers of subnational action on envt’l issues
· Close connection b/w constituents & representatives
· Increasing rural to urban migration
· Barriers to subnational action
· Legislative/regulatory; capacity; organizational
· The role of the private sector through the lens of each major worldview
· Government vs governance
· The ‘global governance gap’

WEEK 5: ENVT’L REGIMES
· Def. of institution
· Rights, rules and decision making procedures that give rise to social practices, assign roles to the participants of these practices & guide interactions
· Compare w an organization
· The ‘old institutionalism’
· The ‘new institutionalism’
· Envt’l regimes:
· Principles, norms, rules and decision making procedures around which actor expectations converge in a given issue area
· Fit, interplay & scale

WEEK 6:
· North/South participation in global environmental governance
· Varied interests
· Interactions shaped by variations in:
· Agency
· Equity
· Environmental Kuznets Curve
· The Non-Aligned Movement and the G-77
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