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Modern life has, in some ways, become less risky. You are unlikely to be trampled by a 

mammoth. But social risk has not disappeared – you could lose your job, get into an accident, or 

find yourself plunged into poverty. The risks we face today are due to capitalism, and most 

countries around the world have built elaborate institutions to ensure citizens’ welfare by 

protecting some people from some risks. However, because our exposure to risk depends on 

politics, rather than nature, not all people are protected equally from all risks. In the twenty-first 

century, humans increasingly face the risks entailed by climate change, and these risks are also 

distributed unequally. In this course, we will develop political strategies for protecting against 

the risks of climate change by studying the politics surrounding the social policies originally 

built to mitigate the risks of industrial capitalism. After establishing a solid understanding of the 

politics of the welfare state in the twentieth century, we will explore ways to update welfare state 

institutions for the challenges we face in the twenty-first, focusing in particular on labor market 

policy (think “just transition”) and pensions (think “fossil fuel divestment”). The hypothesis 

guiding the course is that climate change is capitalism, so mobilizing to mitigate the risks 

entailed by climate change requires understanding how to mitigate the risks entailed by 

capitalism. 

 

Capitalism and climate change share many similarities. Both pose risks to humans that are 

existential, unevenly distributed, and can be mitigated through social policy. Addressing each 

type of risk requires not just policy, but also politics, especially in the form of popular 

mobilization. Despite these similarities, the analogy is imperfect, and it’s important to emphasize 

that, for the purposes of this course, studying capitalism and climate change side-by-side is a 

hypothesis, not a conviction. Our goal is to use this analogy in order to better understand the 

politics of the welfare state by asking what we can do with it in order to address the specific risks 

we face right now. The analogy is as useful where it falls short as where it fits. 

 

One big difference between the politics of the welfare state and the politics of climate change is 

that the welfare state was built during an era when the working class played a central role in the 

political arena. The decline of the working class as a salient political identity reflects how 

interests have been reconfigured over the past decades. That new configuration of interests poses 

challenges in navigating the path from a carbon-based economy to one that is low- or post-

carbon. Some of these challenges revolve around policy design: with the emergence of new 

groups in the political arena, we must ask what kinds of policies these groups need, and what 
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kinds of policies they want. Perhaps more important are the political challenges: how are we to 

build coalitions in this new interest configuration? 

 

A closer look at the politics of the welfare state reveals that the working class was never 

homogenous in itself, and its political mobilization was never inclusive. Instead, we witness 

fragmentation along racial lines, as well as immigration status, and gender. Moreover, the 

working class has always evolved continuously, which we can observe with the shift away from 

industrial production in the Global North. 

 

In this course, we seek to derive lessons about the constitution and development of the welfare 

state in order to address the politics of climate change. If our investigation succeeds, we will 

identify ways to transform the existing structures of the welfare state into resources for 

addressing climate change. We have two goals: first, to identify how to design policies to 

mitigate the risks associated with climate change; second, and more importantly, to develop 

strategies for building a broad base of support for effective policies. What are the possibilities 

for forming a new political identity with the power of the working class in previous eras?  

 

Learning goals 
 

By the end of the course, students will have developed a sense of how to transform the 

institutions of the welfare state into political resources for fighting climate change. In doing so, 

students will learn how to:  

 

1. Analyze risk from a political perspective 

 

One of the lessons of the welfare state is that risk is unevenly distributed, and that this uneven 

distribution is political, not natural. We confront different levels and kinds of risk according to 

our position in capitalism’s class-based society. But while different classes face different risks, 

this distribution is not fixed. The state can make a big difference in who is exposed to what risks, 

which leads to two questions. First, how exactly does the state shape our exposure to risk? How 

does variation in policy design lead to variation in the distribution of risk? Second, what does it 

take to design, implement, and change these policies? The first question is one of policy design, 

the second is one of politics, and while the first is important for our inquiry, it is the second, 

political, question that is our primary concern. We will assess policies not from the economic 

perspective of cost-benefit analysis, but from a political perspective that highlights the centrality 

of class struggle in shaping our life chances. Just as, in capitalism, all politics are class politics, 

in the twenty-first century, all politics are climate politics. Climate change is the existential risk 

that we all face, but this risk takes different forms for different people. In recognizing how the 

distribution of these risks is the result of class struggle, students will learn how to connect 

effective policy design with the political strategies and tactics necessary for addressing climate 

change. 

 

2. Center analysis around institutions 

 

Students will deepen their understanding of institutions from four angles. First, studying the 

welfare state illustrates how properly designed institutions can effectively minimize the risks we 
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face in capitalism, even when those risks appear unavoidable. Second, institutions vary 

considerably across countries, and students will learn broad frameworks for categorizing 

different types of welfare states, and develop the tools to analyze specific policies. Third, we will 

investigate how popular mobilization and other political dynamics can explain institutional 

variation across countries and over time. Lastly, in addition to resulting from political dynamics, 

institutions can also drive those dynamics, by promoting or repressing popular mobilization and 

by channeling it in particular directions. Throughout the course, institutions will stand at the 

center of our analysis as we investigate the politics of risk in capitalism. Students will learn to 

appreciate institutions as contextual conditions, and how to transform these contextual conditions 

into resources for popular mobilization. 

 

3. Identify the conditions necessary for popular mobilization 

 

The state is anything but static, and, as the welfare state is fundamentally the state, it is 

constituted by continuous change. That change is driven by collective action when social 

movements blossom into widespread popular mobilization. Our political perspective on risk 

highlights the divisions that run through capitalist society, where different classes confront 

different life chances, and these divisions manifest in ebbs and flows of popular mobilization. In 

studying the intricacies of policy design, students will learn about the effects of popular 

mobilization, and will also learn about its causes. Effective policy requires more than sound cost-

benefit analysis. Instead, designing effective policy, and implementing it, requires mass public 

support. That support must be built. Moreover, people must often mobilize in order to enact 

particular policies, especially those that aim to redistribute risk. Collective action is always 

difficult, in part because it takes more than smart tactics and strategies in order to mobilize. 

Contextual conditions shape the environment for popular mobilization, with some institutions 

constraining collective action, and others supporting it. In particular, institutions that distribute 

risk play a central role in shaping how we perceive our interests and who we think shares our 

interests and who opposes them. The specific policy design of institutions can thus guide the 

formation and path of social movements, providing political opportunities in some cases and 

constraining them in others. By the end of the course, students will develop tools for identifying 

and, if necessary, re-designing, institutions that can support popular mobilization to address 

climate change. 

 

Course structure 
 

This is a seminar and, as such, we will use most of our time in guided discussions about the 

material. Students will be responsible for driving discussion, which requires coming to class 

prepared. Preparation includes reading the material, reading classmates’ GLOW posts and 

composing your own, and bringing your questions about the material to class (it also usually 

helps to discuss the material with anyone who will listen). As described below, students will 

regularly post on GLOW the day before we meet, and I will use your posts to structure our 

discussions. Students will also prepare a handful of low-key presentations to spur discussion, in 

addition to two larger presentations. 

 

The course is composed of four primary units. Unit 1 (Weeks 1 – 2) introduces the course’s basic 

orientation to risk as political, rather than natural. In Unit 2 (Weeks 3 – 6), students will learn 
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about three different types of welfare states and the distinct politics of each. Then there’s Spring 

Break (woot). In Unit 3 (Weeks 7 – 10), we will study how two core areas of the welfare state 

have evolved since their original design, and students will deliver presentations on how to 

transform each in order to address climate change. Unit 4 (Weeks 11 – 12) concludes by 

considering the political landscape beyond the state and with a two-day workshop on your final 

papers. 

 

While we will meet regularly as a class, students will organize into working groups of 3 - 4. 

These working groups will select one non-US country to focus on over the course of the 

semester. They will prepare two presentations on their selected country (one in Unit 2 and one in 

Unit 3). The goal is that students will develop expertise in the welfare state politics of their 

selected country, so that they can enrich all students’ learning by bringing this expertise to our 

class discussions, and so that they have a familiar empirical example through which to 

understand the more theoretical aspects of the material. Students will write their final papers 

about the country they selected for their working group. 

 

Course materials 
 

Most materials are available in the course packet. One book is required, and can be purchased at 

your friendly, neighborhood, non-monopoly bookstore: 

 

Aronoff, Kate, Alyssa Battistoni, Daniel Aldana Cohen, and Thea Riofrancos. A Planet to Win: 

Why We Need a Green New Deal. London: Verso, 2019. 

 

Assignments and assessments 
To get an “A” in this course, you will need to complete four types of assignments. 

 

1. Participation 

Students are expected to participate fully in each class discussion. Participation styles vary, but 

should always be oriented toward deepening our understanding the course material. Questions 

are encouraged and rewarded, as are critical comments and reflections. Participation will be 

assessed not necessarily for the originality of your contributions, but for the degree to which your 

intervention pushes discussion forward. 

 

Throughout the semester, students will prepare a number of short, low-key presentations. These 

may include presenting the core themes from that day’s reading, or by offering commentary on 

GLOW posts, whether your own or those of a classmate.  

 

2. GLOW posts 

By the end of the semester, students will compose ten GLOW posts, roughly one per week 

starting in Week 2. Posts should be between 100 – 500 words, and are due by 5p on the day 

before class. You can choose whether you wish to compose a post before our Monday or 

Wednesday meetings. The purpose of these posts is to provide a common basis for discussion in 

class, and to facilitate your reflecting on material before we meet as a class. Here are some things 

that a good GLOW post may do: 
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- Ask a question to clarify a point for comprehension. Be sure to articulate why this 

question is necessary to ask and, perhaps, answer. 

- Draw a connection between this week’s material and material either from another week 

or another class. 

- Offer a reaction – do you agree or disagree with the author’s argument? Be sure to state 

what the author’s argument is. 

 

Posts will be assessed in terms of the elements sketched above, but most of all in terms of their 

ability to spark, motivate, and deepen class discussion. (Given the repeated nature of this 

exercise, let me note the incentives for reading your classmates’ posts and engaging them in 

class).  

 

3. Presentations 

In the course of the semester, students will prepare two presentations in their working groups 

about their selected country.  

 

The first presentation will be during Unit 2. Each group will prepare a presentation of 20 minutes 

or less in which they compare the welfare state institutions in their selected country to the type of 

welfare state analyzed in that week’s reading. In addition to preparing a presentation, students 

will be responsible for facilitating discussion following their presentation. 

 

The second presentation will be during Unit 3. Each group will prepare a presentation of 20 

minutes or less in which they analyze their selected country’s attempts to transform one 

particular element of the welfare state into effective climate policy (focusing on either just 

transition or fossil fuel divestment, depending on the week). Presentations will compare attempts 

in their selected country to the reading for that week and provide one or several explanations for 

the variation observed (both cross-nationally and over time). Students will be responsible for 

assigning reading to the class in advance of our meeting as background for their presentation. 

 

4. Essays 

Students will write two essays in the course of the semester. In the first essay, students will 

compare the economic style of reasoning to the political style of reasoning. In the second essay, 

students will compose a political strategy to address risks entailed by climate change. It is 

important to emphasize that this is a political strategy, not just a policy proposal. 

 

Essays will be graded in terms of the following elements: concise argument, persuasive 

evidence, and logical structure. If you have a concise argument, you will have a short thesis, and 

I will be able to disagree with you. If you have persuasive evidence, you can point to something 

to convince me that you are right and I am wrong. If the essay is structured logically, it will be 

easy to follow your line of thought, and I should find myself agreeing with you naturally. The 

best essays explicitly articulate a counter-argument and systematically show why their position is 

superior to that counter-argument. 
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I will provide more information concerning the requirements and standards of assessment for 

each assignment as we progress through the semester. For the time being, here’s the breakdown 

in terms of your final grade: 

 

Assignment Percent of final grade 

Participation 25% 

GLOW posts 15% 

Presentations 
Presentation 1 (10%) 

Presentation 2 (15%) 

25% 

Essays 
Essay 1 (15%) 

Final essay (20%) 

35% 

 

 

Policies 
Participation is required. Absence from class discussion will result in a participation grade of 0 

for that meeting. Arriving more than five minutes late to class will reduce your participation 

grade for that meeting by 70%. 

 

Deadlines are firm. GLOW posts must be uploaded to GLOW by 5p on their due date. Posts 

uploaded between 5-6p will receive a maximum of 50% of their original grade. After 6p, posts 

will receive no credit. Essays must be turned in by 5p on their due date. Late essays will be 

penalized one partial letter grade for each 24-hour period following the deadline (e.g., a B+ 

becomes a B). To accommodate life’s unending surprises, you will be granted one 24-hour 

extension on one GLOW post and one 24-hour extension on one essay. 

 

Phones will not be tolerated in the classroom. In addition, I highly encourage you to leave your 

laptop closed, especially in light of data showing that we learn best when we take notes by hand. 

 

All essays should be written in Times New Roman, 12-point font, double-spaced, 1-inch 

margins, and page numbers in the lower right-hand corner. You should follow this naming 

convention: LASTNAME_FIRSTNAME_ESSAY#. Papers not adhering to these guidelines will 

be penalized. 

 

Inclusive classroom 
 

It is important to me that you succeed in this course, no matter what else is going on in your life. 

If you have any disabilities or other special circumstances that affect your performance as a 

student (e.g. child or elder care duties, financial or other personal concerns, etc.), please let me 

know so that we can work together to identify adjustments that will ensure your success. Given 

how interesting the current circumstances are, it is extremely likely that we’ll need to adjust the 

original plan laid out here. So please speak up if something isn’t working for you! 

 

Email 
 

https://www.brookings.edu/research/for-better-learning-in-college-lectures-lay-down-the-laptop-and-pick-up-a-pen/
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I generally try to respond to emails within 24 hours. However, I observe Shabbat, which means 

that I am off email from around 12p on Fridays until Sunday morning. I am also away from 

email during major Jewish holidays. Given that essays in this course are due on Fridays at 5p, I 

encourage you to reach out with questions well in advance. 

 

Important dates 
 

February 25 Essay 1 due, 5p (via email) 

February 28 Presentations 

March 7 Presentations 

March 14 Presentations 

April 13 Presentations 

April 27 Presentations 

May 6 Proposal for final essay due, 5p (via email) 

May 19 Final essay due, 5p (via email) 

 

Course plan 
NB: I offer “suggested reading” to provide resources for students who want to dig deeper in 

selected topics. Depending on how things develop, I may end up assigning some of these pieces, 

but unless explicitly assigned, this is not required reading. The syllabus will likely evolve as we 

progress through the semester.  

 

1. Introduction: Risk and politics 
2/7 

Monday 

 

Hacker, Jacob S. The Great Risk Shift: The New Economic Insecurity and the 

Decline of the American Dream. New York: Oxford University Press, 2008. 

- Introduction. On the Edge (1 – 9) 

 

2/9 

Wednesday 

 

Berman, Elizabeth Popp. Thinking like an Economist: How Efficiency 

Replaced Equality in U.S. Public Policy. Princeton: Princeton University 

Press, 2022. 

- DRAFT of Introduction: The Preferences of Economists [“Thinking 

like an Economist”] (1 – 26) 

 

Hacker, Jacob S. The Great Risk Shift: The New Economic Insecurity and the 

Decline of the American Dream. New York: Oxford University Press, 2008. 

- Ch. 1. The New Economic Insecurity (11 – 34) 

 

Suggested reading 

Hirschman, Daniel, and Elizabeth Popp Berman. “Do Economists Make 

Policies? On the Political Effects of Economics.” Socio-Economic Review 12, 

no. 4 (2014): 779–811.  
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Bergquist, Parrish, Matto Mildenberger, and Leah C. Stokes. “Combining 

Climate, Economic, and Social Policy Builds Public Support for Climate 

Action in the US.” Environmental Research Letters 15, no. 5 (2020): 1–9. 

 

2. What can the state do? 
 

2/14 

Monday 

 

Aronoff, Kate, Alyssa Battistoni, Daniel Aldana Cohen, and Thea Riofrancos. 

A Planet to Win: Why We Need a Green New Deal. London: Verso, 2019. 

- Foreword (Naomi Klein) (ix – xiii) 

- Introduction: Bad Weather, Good Politics (1 – 34) 

- Ch. 1. Bury the Fossils (35 – 65) 

 

 

2/16 

Wednesday 

 

Aronoff, Kate, Alyssa Battistoni, Daniel Aldana Cohen, and Thea Riofrancos. 

A Planet to Win: Why We Need a Green New Deal. London: Verso, 2019. 

- Ch. 2. Strike for Sunshine (67 – 100) 

- Ch. 3. Rebuilding the World (101 – 138) 

- Conclusion: Freedom to Live (171 – 192) 

 

Suggested reading 

The Green New Deal 

- House Res. 332 (117th Congress): https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-

congress/house-resolution/332?r=50 

 

A European Green Deal 

- What is the European Green Deal: 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/fs_19_6714 

- Social and distributional aspects: 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/fs_21_3677 

 

3. Variation 
 

2/21 

Monday 

 

 

Esping-Andersen, Gøsta. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 1990 

- Ch. 1: The Three Political Economies of the Welfare State (9–34) 

- Ch. 2: De-Commodification in Social Policy (35–54) 

 

Suggested reading 

Hall, Peter A., and David Soskice. “An Introduction to Varieties of 

Capitalism.” In Varieties of Capitalism: The Institutional Foundations of 

Comparative Advantage, 1–68. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001. 

 

Mares, Isabela. “The Sources of Business Interest in Social Insurance:  

Sectoral versus National Differences.” World Politics 55, no. 2 (2003):  

229–58. 

 

https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-resolution/332?r=50
https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-resolution/332?r=50
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/fs_19_6714
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/fs_21_3677
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2/23 

Wednesday 

 

 

Orloff, Anna Shola. “Gender and the Social Rights of Citizenship: The 

Comparative Analysis of Gender Relations and Welfare States.” American 

Sociological Review 58, no. 3 (1993): 303–28. 

 

Suggested reading 

Federici, Silvia. Caliban and the Witch: Women, the Body, and Primitive 

Accumulation (Brooklyn: Autonomedia, 2014) 

- The Accumulation of Labor and the Degradation of Women: Constructing 

“Difference” in the “Transition to Capitalism” (61-131) 

 

2/25 

Friday 

 

Essay 1 due, 5p (via email) 

 

4. Liberal welfare states 
 

2/28 

Monday 

 

 

Lynch, Julia. “A Cross-National Perspective on the American Welfare State.” 

In Oxford Handbook of U.S. Social Policy, edited by Daniel Béland, Kimberly 

J. Morgan, and Christopher Howard, 112–30. New York: Oxford University 

Press, 2014. 

 

Katznelson, Ira. When Affirmative Action Was White: An Untold History of 

Racial Inequality in Twentieth-Century America. New York: W. W. Norton & 

Company, 2005. 

- Preface: Du Bois’s Paradox (ix – xv) 

- Ch. 1. Doctor of Laws (1 – 24) 

 

Suggested reading 

Reed, Adolph. “Unraveling the Relation between Race and Class in American 

Politics.” Political Power and Social Theory 15 (2002): 265 – 274. [And see 

the ensuing debate.] 

 

Bates, Beth Tompkins. The Making of Black Detroit in the Age of Henry Ford. 

Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 2014. 

 

 

3/2 

Wednesday 

 

 

Katznelson, Ira. When Affirmative Action Was White: An Untold History of 

Racial Inequality in Twentieth-Century America. New York: W. W. Norton & 

Company, 2005. 

- Ch. 2. Welfare in Black and White (25 – 52) 

 

Michener, Jamila D. “People, Places, Power: Medicaid Concentration and 

Local Political Participation.” Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law 42, 

no. 5 (2017): 865–900. 

 

Suggested reading 
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Michener, Jamila. Fragmented Democracy: Medicaid, Federalism, and 

Unequal Politics. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2018. 

 

5. Social democratic welfare states 
 

3/7 

Monday 

 

 

“Like a Swede” – Swedish Commercial: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hJ_qHiGo754 

 

Baldwin, Peter. The Politics of Social Solidarity: Class Bases in the European 

Welfare State, 1875-1975. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1990. 

- Introduction: Welfare, Redistribution and Solidarity (1-54) 

 

Suggested reading 

Blyth, Mark. Great Transformations: Economic Ideas and Institutional 

Change in the Twentieth Century. New York: Cambridge University Press, 

2002. 

 

 

3/9 

Wednesday 

 

 

Gordon, Joshua C. “The Perils of Vanguardism.” Socio-Economic Review 17, 

no. 4 (2019): 947-968. 

 

Suggested reading 

Bengtsson, Mattias, Caroline de la Porte, and Kerstin Jacobsson. “Labour 

Market Policy under Conditions of Permanent Austerity: Any Sign of Social 

Investment?” Social Policy & Administration 51, no. 2 (March 1, 2017): 367–

88. 

 

6. Conservative welfare states 
 

3/14 

Monday 

 

 

Morgan, Kimberly J. Working Mothers and the Welfare State: Religion and 

the Politics of Work-Family Policies in Western Europe and the United States. 

Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2006. 

- Ch. 1. The Politics of Mothers’ Employment (1 – 31) 

 

Suggested reading 

Stokes, Lauren. “‘An Invasion of Guest Worker Children’: Welfare Reform 

and the Stigmatisation of Family Migration in West Germany.” Contemporary 

European History 28, no. 3 (August 2019): 372–89.  

 

 

3/16 

Wednesday 

 

Morgan, Kimberly J. Working Mothers and the Welfare State: Religion and 

the Politics of Work-Family Policies in Western Europe and the United States. 

Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2006. 

- Ch. 4. The Politics of Child Care and Parental “Choice” in Sweden and 

France, 1975 – 2005 (106 – 134) 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hJ_qHiGo754
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Suggested reading 

Morgan, Kimberly J. Working Mothers and the Welfare State: Religion and 

the Politics of Work-Family Policies in Western Europe and the United States. 

Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2006. 

- Ch. 6. Openings for Change? The Politics of Mothers’ Employment in 

the Netherlands (157 – 178) 

 

 

~~ Spring break ~~ 

 

7. Labor market policy I 
 

4/4 

Monday 

 

The Energy Gang. Watt It Takes: Van Jones. (September 2020), 

https://open.spotify.com/episode/6eGXabWh86LUPRE9D8NKrw. 

 

Thelen, Kathleen. Varieties of Liberalization and the New Politics of Social 

Solidarity. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2014. 

- Ch 1. Varieties of Liberalization and the New Politics of Social 

Solidarity (1-32) 

 

Suggested reading 

Thelen, Kathleen. Varieties of Capitalism: Trajectories of Liberalization and 

the New Politics of Social Solidarity. Lecture at the European University 

Institute, January 18, 2012. 

 

Baccaro, Lucio, and Chris Howell. “A Common Neoliberal Trajectory: The 

Transformation of Industrial Relations in Advanced Capitalism.” Politics & 

Society 39, no. 4 (2011): 521–63. 

 

 

4/6 

Wednesday 

 

 

Thelen, Kathleen. Varieties of Liberalization and the New Politics of Social 

Solidarity. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2014. 

- Ch. 4. Labor Market Policy (112 – 152) 

 

Suggested reading 

Thelen, Kathleen. How Institutions Evolve: The Political Economy of Skills in 

Germany, Britain, the United States, and Japan. New York: Cambridge 

University Press, 2004. 

 

Esping-Andersen, Gøsta. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 1990 

- Ch. 6. Welfare-State and Labor Market Regimes (144 – 161) 

- Ch. 8. Three Post-Industrial Employment Trajectories (191 – 217)  

 

8. Labor market policy II: Just transition 

https://open.spotify.com/episode/6eGXabWh86LUPRE9D8NKrw
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KoIwykXhNhs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KoIwykXhNhs
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4/11 

Monday 

 

 

Rosemberg, Anabella. “Building a Just Transition: The Linkages between 

Climate Change and Employment.” International Journal of Labour Research 

2, no. 2 (2010): 125–61. 

 

Cha, J. Mijin. “A Just Transition for Whom? Politics, Contestation, and Social 

Identity in the Powder River Basin.” Energy Research & Social Science 69 

(2020): 1–9. 

 

Suggested reading 

Cha, J. Mijin. “A Just Transition: Why Transitioning Workers into a New 

Clean Energy Economy Should Be at the Center of Climate Change Policies.” 

Fordham Environmental Law Review 29, no. 2 (2017): 196–220. 

 

Pollin, Robert, and Brian Callaci. “The Economics of Just Transition: A 

Framework for Supporting Fossil Fuel–Dependent Workers and Communities 

in the United States.” Labor Studies Journal 44, no. 2 (2019): 93–138. 

 

Clarke, Linda, and Carla Lipsig-Mummé. “Future Conditional: From Just 

Transition to Radical Transformation?” European Journal of Industrial 

Relations 26, no. 4 (2020): 351–66. 

 

Jones, Van. The Green Collar Economy: How One Solution Can Fix Our Two 

Biggest Problems. New York: HarperOne, 2008. 

 

 

4/13 

Wednesday 

 

 

[Student presentations] 

 

9. Pensions I 
 

4/18 

Monday 

Esping-Andersen, Gøsta. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Princeton: 

Princeton University Press, 1990 

- Ch. 4. State and Market in the Formation of Pension Regimes (79 – 

104) 

 

Suggested reading 

Hacker, Jacob S. The Great Risk Shift: The New Economic Insecurity and the 

Decline of the American Dream. New York: Oxford University Press, 2008. 

- Ch. 5. Risky Retirement (109 – 135) 

 

Lynch, Julia. Age in the Welfare State: The Origins of Social Spending on 

Pensioners, Workers, and Children. New York: Cambridge University Press, 

2006. 

 

 

4/20 
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Wednesday 

 

Rifkin, Jeremy, and Randy Barber. The North Will Rise Again: Pensions, 

Politics and Power in the 1980’s. Boston: Beacon Press, 1978. 

- Ch. 21. Pensions, Politics, and Power: A Strategy for the 1980s (214 – 

226) 

- Ch. 22. The Upcoming Battle (227 – 232) 

 

van der Zwan, Natascha. “Financialisation and the Pension System: Lessons 

from the United States and the Netherlands.” Journal of Modern European 

History 15, no. 4 (2017): 554–78. 

 

Suggested reading 

Braun, Benjamin. “Fueling Financialization: The Economic Consequences of 

Funded Pensions.” New Labor Forum (2021): 1- 9. 

 

Applebaum, Eileen, Rose Batt, and Ian Clark. “Implications of Financial 

Capitalism for Employment Relations Research: Evidence from Breach of 

Trust and Implicit Contracts in Private Equity Buyouts.” British Journal of 

Industrial Relations 51, no. 3 (2013): 498–518. 

 

10. Pensions II: Fossil fuel divestment 
 

4/25 

Monday 

 

Janzwood, Scott. “Pension Funds at a Crossroads: Incremental Greening or 

Bold Climate Leadership?” Victoria, BC: Cascade Institute, 2020. 

 

Blondeel, Mathieu, Jeff Colgan, and Thijs Van de Graaf. “What Drives Norm 

Success? Evidence from Anti–Fossil Fuel Campaigns.” Global Environmental 

Politics 19, no. 4 (2019): 63–84. 

 

Neville, Kate J. “Shadows of Divestment: The Complications of Diverting 

Fossil Fuel Finance.” Global Environmental Politics 20, no. 2 (2020): 3–11. 

 

Suggested reading 

** McKibben, Bill. The Case for Fossil-Fuel Divestment. Rolling Stone, 2013. 

www.rollingstone.com/politics/politics-news/the-case-for-fossil-fuel-

divestment-100243/. 

 

Quigley, Ellen, Emily Bugden, and Anthony Odgers. “Divestment: 

Advantages and Disadvantages for the University of Cambridge.” SSRN 

Scholarly Paper. Rochester, NY: Social Science Research Network (2020). 

 

Hansen, Tyler, and Robert Pollin. “Economics and Climate Justice Activism: 

Assessing the Financial Impact of the Fossil Fuel Divestment Movement.” 

Review of Social Economy (2020): 1–38. 

 

Grady-Benson, Jessica, and Brinda Sarathy. “Fossil Fuel Divestment in US 

Higher Education: Student-Led Organising for Climate Justice.” Local 
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Environment: The International Journal of Justice and Sustainability 21, no. 6 

(2016): 661–681. 

 

 

4/27 

Wednesday 

 

 

[Student presentations] 

 

11. Beyond the state 
 

5/2 

Monday 

 

Ayling, Julie and Neil Gunningham. 2017. "Non-State Governance and 

Climate Policy: The Fossil Fuel Divestment Movement." Climate Policy 

17(2):131-49 

 

Aronoff, Kate, Alyssa Battistoni, Daniel Aldana Cohen, and Thea Riofrancos. 

A Planet to Win: Why We Need a Green New Deal. London: Verso, 2019. 

- Ch. 4. Recharging Internationalism (139 – 170) 

 

Suggested reading 

 

 

5/4 

Wednesday 

 

Akuno, Kali. “Tales from the Frontlines: Building a People-Led Just 

Transition in Jackson, Mississippi.” In Just Transitions: Social Justice in the 

Shift Towards a Low-Carbon World, edited by Edouard Morena, Dunja 

Krause, and Dimitris Stevis, 95–114. Pluto Press, 2020. 

 

Slocum, Rachel. “Climate Politics and Race in the Pacific Northwest.” Social 

Sciences 7, no. 10 (2018): 1-25.  

 

Suggested reading 

“Making Abolition Geography in California’s Central Valley: An Interview 

with Ruth Wilson Gilmore,” Funambulist Magazine, January – February 2019. 

https://thefunambulist.net/magazine/21-space-activism/interview-making-

abolition-geography-california-central-valley-ruth-wilson-gilmore. 

 

 

5/6 

Friday 

 

 

Essay proposal due, 5p (via email) 

 

12. Conclusion 
 

5/9 

Monday 

 

 

Paper workshop 

 

5/11 

Wednesday 

 

 

Paper workshop 

 

https://thefunambulist.net/magazine/21-space-activism/interview-making-abolition-geography-california-central-valley-ruth-wilson-gilmore
https://thefunambulist.net/magazine/21-space-activism/interview-making-abolition-geography-california-central-valley-ruth-wilson-gilmore
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5/19 

Thursday 

 

 

Final essay due, 5p (via email) 

 


