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Executive summary (maximum 200 words)
This project proposal seeks to examine how the collective action of stakeholders within a polity were able to pass a
piece of legislation relating to climate change mitigation, and contrast this to national cases where such collective
action within the state has not occurred. Furthermore, this project seeks to examine how effective this scheme has
been in reducing green house gas emissions within the nation, and what policy debates exist as to the policy’s
implementation and effectiveness.
Because much of the preparation work for this project has been implemented, the only funding I am seeking is an
eight‐week salary so I may support myself while abroad, in addition to return airfare from New Zealand. I have a
number of on the ground contacts within New Zealand’s climate science and climate policy groups, and seek only a way
in which to enter the field and to support myself for the eight weeks it should take to complete my research and
analyze my data.
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Mapping Climate Change Policy in New Zealand’s Emissions Trading Scheme
Project Summary
While scientific consensus remains high in regards to the nature and drivers of global
climate change, the issue of climate change policy formation has become increasingly
controversial within national and international policy arenas. While there is wide spread
support from within the scientific community for governments to address climate change,
government responses have varied widely in both approach to and implementation of
comprehensive policies regarding climate change (Schneider et al 2002; Helm 2005).
This project will seek to identify how institutional actors in New Zealand were able to
pass a domestic emissions trading scheme, and examine how effective this scheme has
been in reducing green house gas emissions within the country.
Project Objective
The objective of this project will be to determine how different institutional stakeholders
interact to create and implement climate change policy in the form of an emissions
trading scheme (ETS), and to what degree climate science does (or does not) factors into
policy implementation. It will focus on what factors were necessary within the sociopolitical fabric of New Zealand society to create a national climate change policy, how
effective that policy is at reducing green house gas emissions, and whether lessons from
the New Zealand case can be applied to other polities.
Background
COMPON Project Background
COMPON is an acronym, standing for COMparing climate change POlicy Networks.
The aim of the COMPON project is to examine how advocacy coalitions within different
nations contribute to blocking or implementing climate change policies on the national
stage. By using media analysis, the investigators are able to glean what issues under the
umbrella topic of climate change have lead to political debate about the implementation
of climate change policy within the nation. The use of the semi-structured interviews and
the quantitative survey serve to test propositions about the structure of existing patterns
of relationships within a society. By mapping out these relationships, the project
illuminates what influence actors have on one another relating to the topic of climate
change policy within a nation. This leads to the main proposition of the COMPON
project:
We propose that the relative strength and influence of advocacy coalitions will strongly
affect national outcomes reflected in climate change policy content and practices
Project Outcomes
The outcomes of this project will include:
 The mapping of advocacy coalition networks and describing how they influence
New Zealand climate change policy processes
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Examination of how barriers were overcome to create a domestic trading scheme
with the aim to combat climate change.
Presentation of how stakeholders with different objectives can be brought into a
coalition to create a climate change policy
Identification of what stimulated and/or inhibited consensus on the passage of
New Zealand’s ETS

Project Aims
The aims of this project will include:
 Identification of key stakeholders, debates, and paradigms within New Zealand’s
climate change policy sphere
 Examine how effective New Zealand’s ETS is in its current incarnation
 Identifying what factors led a diverse group of stakeholders to create an ETS
 Insight into how accurate media are in anticipating political strategies used in
creating climate change policy on the national level
Significance of this project
While the nations in attendance at the 2009 Copenhagen Accord (COP15) were able to
agree on very little, two sentiments met with universal agreement. One, that climate
change was a huge challenge, and secondly, that action should be taken to prevent the
worst of climate change scenarios. The question now remains what actions will be taken,
and how these undertakings will or will not proceed.
Climate change clearly represents one of the largest common pool resource problems in
human history, a tragedy of the commons on a planetary scale. The problem with
implementing solutions to problems caused by climate change seems to be a lack of
political will on all political levels, local, national, and international (Brunner and Lynch
2010). The Copenhagen Accord has spotlighted the weaknesses of current international
regimes in creating a consensus on how best to approach climate change policy on the
global scale. Because collective action is required within a nation to address climate
change between nations, Copenhagen illustrates a classic example of putting the cart
before the horse. Many nations, including the US and India, struggle to agree upon a
collective action plan on the national level for addressing climate change, let alone an
international policy approach (Boykoff and Boykoff 2004). Because collective action on
climate change is required both within the state and between states themselves, the
problem becomes a super wicked problem (Lazarus 2008).
It is because of this super wicked problem that the New Zealand case holds special
significance to the COMPON project. Because New Zealand society had the political will
and social capital to push for collective action on climate change, it stands in contrast to
polities that have not. There are lessons to be learned within this case study, on how
existing advocacy coalitions and social networks within New Zealand society were able
to use collective action to create a domestic emissions trading scheme. More can be
learned on looking at what actors mobilized to block this collective action, and how these
obstacles were overcome to create an ETS. This project will provide an example of how
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one nation was able to overcome collective action on the national front to move onto the
international negotiating table.
Timeline
Week 1: Begin confirmation of interview times and identify stakeholder representatives.
Week 2: Begin interview process with stakeholders and begin transcribing interviews
Week 3: Continue interview process with stakeholders, continue transcribing interviews
Week 4: Continue interview process with stakeholders, continue transcribing interviews
Week 5: Finalize interviews; finalize transcription of interviews; input quantitative data
Week 6: Analyze quantitative data from survey; preliminary report on survey results
Week 7: Resolve any outstanding issues surrounding interview data; comparison of
survey data to other national cases
Week 8: Finalize findings; input survey data into project database
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Consortium on Law and Values in Health, Environment the Life Sciences
Budget for Student Proposals
Project Title: Mapping Climate Change Policy in New Zealand’s Emissions Trading Scheme
Requested
funding
Instructions provided below.
Description & justification
Personnel costs
Salary = ___hrs x _____ hrly wage
Amount

Matching/other funding
Amount

Source

1 Your salary (stipend)
20 hrs per wk for 8 wks @ $16/hr

$2,560.00

2 Other personnel
3 Other personnel
4 Other personnel
5 Personnel Subtotal

$0.00
6 Speaker Honoraria

None

7 Supplies & Services

None

8 Equipment

None

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
9 Travel

Airfare to and from New Zealand

$1,500.00

10 Subtotal research supplies, equipment, travel, other
11 TOTAL BUDGET

$1,500.00
$4,060.00

1. Stipend justification. You must justify the amount of stipend you are requesting by identifying the number of hours you plan to
work on the project and the hourly wage used for research assistants in your department. Include fringe benefits.
2‐4. Identify all other personnel to be paid from this grant including interpreters, travel guides, etc. and justify their salary by
identifying the number of hours they will work and the hourly wage. What is the hourly wage based on?
6. For colloquia, identify the number of speakers and the amount of honoraria you will provide.
7. Supplies and services. List out all supplies and their estimated costs. Explain in line 7 or in the body of your proposal what the
supplies will be used for.
8. Equipment costs are allowable only if the justification clearly shows that the equipment is necessary for the project. Include
explanation of what will happen to equipment at completion of project.
9. Travel costs must include a description of the purpose of the travel, start and stop dates of travel, transportation costs, housing
costs, and allowable per diem (use University rates found at http:// travel/umn.edu).

