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INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY OF JAPAN 
Graduate School of International Relations 

Academic Year: 2014/2015 

Term: Fall 

 

Course  
Course code 

ADC 6653 

Course title 

Environmental Policy 

Name of Instructor Jungbu Kim Credit Number: 2 

Instructor’s contact 

Information 

Office# 
307 
Phone # 
541 

Office Hours 

Tuesday and Thursdays 

10:30- 11:30am 

E-mail: 

j.kim@iuj.ac.jp  

Class Schedule  

Day / Time 

Mondays 2:40-4:10 pm and 4:20-5:50 pm  

 
Course Description:  
This class is designed to expose students to major debates over environmental policy process in the 
developing as well as developed countries with a focus on the way that different political, 
economic, institutional, social, and cultural factors play out to shape environmental policy and 
politics. For this purpose, the class applies theories of the public policy process into environmental 
policy and politics. Specifically, the class addresses key policy issues conspicuous in each of the 
stages of the environmental policy process, covering problem definition, policy formulation, 
decision-making, implementation, and evaluation/learning. While key relevant environmental 
issues are covered such as clean water and air, toxic and hazardous material, climate change, 
biodiversity, deforestation, and energy, different policy tools/instruments for dealing with 
environmental protection and sustainable development will be introduced and debated. A major 
theme of the class will be that environmental policy is at the crossroad of differing/conflicting 
values and interests both of society and across countries, which typically go beyond technical 
rational analysis. To drive the point home, students will read and discuss a variety of case studies 
from developing and developed countries. They will also write a short case study on an 
environmental policy issue in their respective countries.   
Learning Objectives: 
 Students understand key environmental challenges in the 21st century; 
 Students appreciate the political, economic and social context of environmental policy, 

recognizing different actors, values, and institutions; 
 Students discern the importance of the complex interaction between science and politics in 

environmental policy making; 
 Students identify and discuss different roles played by formal/informal actors/institutions in 

the environmental policy process; 
 Students identify and compare different policy instruments/tools in dealing with 

environmental issues, which include command-and-control regulations, market-based tools, 
and voluntary environmental programs; 

 Students appreciate the importance of collaboration/cooperation in environmental 
management among public agencies and between the public and private sectors; 
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 Students become aware of newly emerging environmental governance, discerning the 
critical roles played by non-governmental actors in the domestic as well as international 
settings; and  

 Students understand the importance of local knowledge and initiatives in dealing with 
environmental problems at various levels;  

Career Relevance:  
This course will equip future government officials in developing countries with an essential 
understanding of the dynamics of environmental policy issues, dynamics, and policy tools, which 
will enable them to better navigate the challenging process of environmental policy. Students with 
no environmental policy background will also benefit in terms of improved understanding of the 
policy process in general.   
Course Context or Rationalization: 
This course exposes students to the contemporary environmental challenges around the globe and 
enables them to understand environmental policies as processes involving diverse actors of 
different ideas and interests, where designing effective environmental governance will be critical. In 
such a way, the course covers environmental policy issues and processes in developing as well as 
developed countries.  
Delivery Methods: 
Each class meeting will consist of lectures, student presentations, and case discussions. Class 
lecture will introduce required readings, emphasizing key issues to be discussed. Two students will 
present articles and cases from the Weekly Readings List. The presenting students will also lead 
case activities based on their presentations. Depending on the number of students who will have 
signed in, the class will be formatted as a seminar.  

Assessment: 
• Mini-Exams:                  45% 
• Readings Presentations/Participation:        30% 
• Environmental Policy Cases:               25% 

 
• 96-100    A         90-95.9        A- 
• 80-89.9    B+         70-79.9        B 
• 66-69.9    B-         60-65.9        C 
• <60    F 

Prerequisite:  None 
Textbook(s) Required:  

- Vig, N. J., and Kraft, M. E. (eds.). (2013). Environmental Policy: New 
Directions for Twenty-First Century, 8th edition, CQ Press.  

- Layzer, J. A. (2012). The Environmental Case: Translating Values into 
Policy, 3rd edition, CQ Press. 

Reference books/Journal Articles: 
- Rosenbaum, W. A. (2014). Environmental Politics and Policy, Sage. 
- Huang, J., and Gupta, S. (eds.). (2014). Environmental Policies in Asia: 

Perspectives from Seven Different Asian Countries, World Scientific 
Publishing Company. 

- Erocal, D. (ed.). (1991). Environmental Management in Developing 
Countries, OECD. 

- Bianchi, A., Cruz,W., and Nakamura,M. (eds.). (2005). Local Approaches 
to Environmental Compliance: Japanese Case Studies and Lessons for 
Developing Countries, World Bank Institute. 
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Class Outline Week 1 (Oct. 6): Introduction: Concepts of public policy process and 
environmental policy 

- Arrow, K., Bolin, B., Costanza, R., Dasgupta, P., Folke, C., Holling, C. 
S., ... & Pimentel, D. (1995). Economic growth, carrying capacity, and 
the environment. Ecological Economics, 15(2), 91-95. 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 1 (pp. 1-18). 
- Rosenbaum (2014), Chapter 2 (pp. 33-79).  

 
Week 2 (Oct. 13): Environmental problem definition and agenda setting 

- Garett, H. (1968). Tragedy of commons. Science, 162(3859), 1243-1248. 
- Hilgartner, S., & Bosk, C. L. (1988). The rise and fall of social problems: A 

public arena model. The American Journal of Sociology, 94(1), 53-78. 
- Sabatier, P. A. (1988). An advocacy coalition framework of policy change 

and the role of policy-oriented learning therein. Policy sciences, 21(2-3), 129-168. 
 

- Fifer, N., & Orr, S. K. (2013). The influence of problem definitions on 
environmental policy change: A comparative study of the Yellowstone 
wildfires. Policy Studies Journal, 41(4), 637-654.* 

- Ingold, K. (2011). Network structures within policy processes: 
Coalitions, power, and brokerage in Swiss climate policy. Policy Studies 
Journal, 39(3), 435-459.* 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 10 (pp. 270-307).* 
 

Week 3 (Oct. 20): Environmental science, values, and policies  
- Vig & Kraft (2013), Chapter 7 (pp. 158-184). 
- Rosenbaum (2014), Chapter 4 (pp. 129-147). 
- Sarewitz, D. (2004). How science makes environmental controversies 

worse. Environmental Science & Policy, 7, 385-403. 
 

- Kirchhoff, C. J., Lemos, M. C., & Dessai, S. (2013). Actionable knowledge 
for environmental decision making: Broadening the usability of climate 
science. Annual Review of Environment and Resources, 38(1), 393-414.* 

- Eden, S. (1996). Public participation in environmental policy: 
considering scientific, counter-scientific and non-scientific 
contributions. Public Understanding of Science, 5(3), 183-204.* 

- van Overveld, P. J., Hermans, L. M., & Verliefde, A. R. (2010). The use 
of technical knowledge in European water policy‐making. Environmental 
Policy and Governance, 20(5), 322-335.*1 
 

Week 4 (Oct. 27): Environmental policy design 1: Command-and-control 
- Vig & Kraft (2013), Chapter 10 (pp. 230-237). 
- Goulder, L. H., & Parry, I. W. (2008). Instrument choice in environmental 

policy. Review of Environmental Economics and Policy, 2(2), 152-174. 
- Halter, F. (1991). Toward more effective environmental regulation in 

developing countries. In Environmental Management in Developing 
Countries, ed. by Denizahan Erocal, pp. 223-254, OECD.  
 

- Rosenbaum (2014), Chapters 7* & 8* (pp. 197-275). 
- Fujikura, R. (2005). Successful air pollution control in Japan: History and 

implications. In Local Approaches to Environmental Compliance: 
                                                   
1 An electronic copy will be provided by the instructor. 
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Japanese Case Studies and Lessons for Developing Countries, eds. by A. 
Bianchi, W. Cruz, and M. Nakamura, pp. 19-51, World Bank Institute.*  
 

Week 5 (Nov. 2?): Environmental policy design 2: Incentive-based tools 
- Vig & Kraft (2013), Chapter 9 (pp. 206-229). 
- Hahn, R. W., & Stavins, R. N. (1991). Incentive-based environmental 

regulation: A new era from an old idea. Ecology Law Quarterly, 18, 1-42. 
- Eskeland, G. S., & Jimenez, E. (1992). Policy instruments for pollution 

control in developing countries. The World Bank Research 
Observer, 7(2), 145-169. 
 

- Bell, R. G., & Russell, C. (2002). Environmental policy for developing 
countries. Issues in Science and Technology, 18(3), 63-70.* 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 14 (pp. 414-446).* 
 

Week 6 (Nov. 10): Environmental policy design 3: Voluntary programs 
- Khanna, M. (2001). Non-mandatory approaches to environmental 

protection. Journal of Economic Surveys, 15(5), 291-324.  
- Prakash, A., & Potoski, M. (2007). Collective action through voluntary 

environmental programs: A club theory perspective. Policy Studies 
Journal, 35(4), 773-792. 

- Blackman, A. (2010). Alternative pollution control policies in developing 
countries. Review of Environmental Economics and Policy, 4(2), 234-253. 
 

- Blackman, A. (2008). Can voluntary environmental regulation work in developing 
countries? Lessons from case studies. Policy Studies Journal, 36(1), 119-141.* 

- Blackman, A., Uribe, E., van Hoof, B., & Lyon, T. P. (2013). Voluntary 
environmental agreements in developing countries: the Colombian 
experience. Policy Sciences, 46(4), 335-385.* 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 15 (pp. 447-487).* 
 
Week 7 (Nov. 17): Environmental policy implementation 

- Sabatier, P. A., & Mazmanian, D. 1980. The implementation of public 
policy: A framework of analysis. Policy Studies Journal, 8(S2), 538-560. 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 13 (pp. 383-413). 
 

- Lemos, M. C., & Oliveira, J. L. F. (2004). Can water reform survive 
politics? Institutional change and river basin management in Ceara, 
Northeast Brazil. World Development, 32(12), 2121-2137.* 

- Koontz, T. M., & Newig, J. (2014). From planning to implementation: 
Top‐down and bottom‐up approaches for collaborative watershed 
management. Policy Studies Journal, 42(3), 416-442.* 

- Arnold, G., & Fleischman, F. D. (2013). The influence of organizations 
and institutions on wetland policy stability: The Rapanos case. Policy 
Studies Journal, 41(2), 343-364.* 
 

Week 8 (Nov. 24): Environmental policy evaluation 
- Bennear, L. S., & Coglianese, C. (2005). Measuring progress: Program 

evaluation of environmental policies. Environment: Science and Policy 
for Sustainable Development, 47(2), 22-39. 

- Ferraro, P. J. (2009). Counterfactual thinking and impact of evaluation in 
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environmental policy. In M. Birnbaum & P. Mickwitz (Eds.), Environmental 
Program and Policy Evaluation: New Directions for Evaluation, 122, 75-84. 
 

- Koontz, T. M., & Thomas, C. W. (2006). What do we know and need to 
know about the environmental outcomes of collaborative management? 
Public Administration Review, 66 (Special Issue), 111-121.* 

- Lubell, M. (2003). Collaborative institutions, belief-systems, and perceived 
policy effectiveness. Political Research Quarterly, 56(3), 309-323.* 

 
Week 9 (Dec. 1): Environmental policy learning and change 

- Bennett. C. J., & Howlett, M. 1992. The lessons of learning: Reconciling 
theories of policy learning. Policy Studies, 25(3), 275-294.  

- Fiorino, D. J. (2001). Environmental policy as learning: A new view of 
an old landscape. Public Administration Review, 61(3), 322-334. 

- Layzer (2012), Chapter 18 (pp. 556-565). 
 

- Hermans, L. M., Slinger, J. H., & Cunningham, S. W. (2013). The use of 
monitoring information in policy-oriented learning: Insights from two cases in 
coastal management. Environmental Science & Policy, 29, 24-36. * 

- Tews, K., Busch, P., & Jörgens, H. (2003). The diffusion of new 
environmental policy instruments. European Journal of Political 
Research, 42(4), 569-600. * 

- Huntjens, P., Pahl‐Wostl, C., Rihoux, B., Schlüter, M., Flachner, Z., Neto, 
S., ... & Nabide Kiti, I. (2011). Adaptive water management and policy 
learning in a changing climate: a formal comparative analysis of eight 
water management regimes in Europe, Africa and Asia. Environmental 
Policy and Governance, 21(3), 145-163. * 

 
Week 10 (Dec. 8): Case presentations 

Others (if any) 
Class Activities 
and other 
Policies 

Class Activities 
 
1. Examination 

- There will be three mini-exams during the course on dates at the 
instructor’s discretion, mainly covering key readings and lectures. The 
exams will ask students to write succinct essays. 

2. Class Exercises 
- Students will write and present a case memo for an environmental policy 

issue from their respective country. As long as it is a relevant 
environmental issue, there is no restriction in the choice of the topic.  

o The case study is supposed to focus on one environmental policy 
issue in the student’s home country and deal with one or more of 
the key class subjects as lectured and discussed over the term (ex, 
environmental science and values, policy designs, policy 
evaluation, etc.);  

o Students are expected to demonstrate their theory-based 
understanding of the policy issue and related process; 

o For this exercise, the student’s 500-word proposal needs to get 
approved by the instructor by October 31, 2014, in person or via 
email; and  

o The completed case study, due on the 10th week of the term, shall 
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be no more than 4,000 words including tables and references; 
- Students will present two or three articles/book chapters each week from 

the readings list and lead class discussions; and 
- Students will participate in case discussions during the class. 

Policies and Expectations 
1. Attendance: Students are required to attend every class except for 

medical emergencies. If medical emergencies occur, please let the 
instructor know immediately through e-mail or phone. According to the 
University policy, six missed sections will automatically lead to an F 
grade. For everyone’s benefits, please come to the class in time. The 
three mini-exams will begin on time for the chosen dates.  

2. Readings: Reading is the most important part of the class. The amount of 
required readings is about 100-120 pages per week, which should be 
manageable. Please come to the class prepared to discuss the issues in 
the readings.  

3. Consultation with the instructor: Students are encouraged to consult with 
the instructor if and whenever they have questions/issues, including, but 
not limited to, course readings and presentations, choice and 
development of case study topic, class attendance, and the exams. 

4. Academic honesty: This class follows the university <Policy Statement 
on Plagiarism and Cheating>, which occurs in page 17 of the 
CURRICULUM HANDBOOK for 2-year Program Students who 
enrolled in THE ACADEMIC YEAR 2014-2015. The student is 
mandated to give credit to the author(s) whose work she or he is relying 
upon, by quoting, paraphrasing, or summarizing. A simple rule is that if 
the student copies more than six consecutive words from the works by 
others, then she or he needs to make quotation marks on the copied 
portion and cite the source. If the student paraphrases the others’ work, 
then she or he needs to cite the sources  

5. No cellphone use in class. During the class, students are discouraged 
from leaving the classroom unless in emergency. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

- This syllabus is subject to changes at the instructor’s discretion   - 


