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PSCI 4407A 

Public Policy: Content and Creation 

Schedule:  Wednesdays, 11:35 am to 2:25 pm 

Location:  Please confirm on Carleton Central 

Instructor:  Dr. Vandna Bhatia 
A625 Loeb Building 
520-2600, ext. 1360 
vandna_bhatia@carleton.ca 

Office hours:  Wednesdays, 2:30 to 3:30 pm 

 

COURSE DESCRIPTION AND LEARNING OUTCOMES 

Public policy may be viewed as an expression of ideas, an exercise of power or the product of history and 
incremental development. It can be analyzed descriptively – how an issue comes to be viewed as a problem, 
how a solution among many is selected and implemented and to what effect. It can also be understood as 
the outcome of politics – a contest of values, interests, ideas and influence among those who engage in 
making, influencing, analyzing, and studying it.  

In this course, we will begin with an understanding of policy as persuasion – that is, policy as a process of 
persuading and being persuaded, as well as policy as content reflecting ideas, convictions, goals and means. 
We will critically explore and compare some important approaches and theories for understanding and 
analyzing public policy, beginning with the role of institutions, actors and ideas that shape public policy. 
The policy development process – agenda setting, formulation, decision-making, and feedback – will be 
used to examine different stages of policy creation and the various concepts and theories that help us 
understand how that process unfolds and the content of policies that emerge from it. We will examine a 
number of specific policy issues to illustrate and apply theoretical concepts from the public policy 
literature. Students are encouraged to pursue their own areas of policy interest through additional 
readings, seminar discussions and written course work.  

The aim of this course is to prepare students in the foundations of public policy theory and its ‘real world’ 
applications. Students will develop critical skills through their reading, interpretation, comparison and 
critical evaluation of these approaches. Students should emerge from this course with skills that will enable 
them to: 

 Synthesize theoretical concepts and integrate them with the policy process; 

 Apply these concepts to the critical analysis of practical policy problems; 

 Compare and contrast differences and similarities across a range of policy areas and/or polities, 
and identify patterns of policy development and policy change across cases and over time; 

 Effectively communicate concepts and ideas through oral and written work; 

 Demonstrate a strong capacity for critical thinking and independent learning. 
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COURSE FORMAT AND EVALUATION 

This is a seminar class. Each class will begin with a brief overview of the week’s themes and issues by the 
instructor. Students will be required to present and lead class discussions based on the required readings. 
All students are expected to complete the required readings before class and to participate in class 
discussions.  

 

Evaluation and Grading 

Class participation and attendance 15% 

Group presentation 10% 

Thought pieces (4 x 10%) 40% 

Research Essay 35% 

Total 100% 

 

1. Seminar Participation: 15% 

In a seminar format, student participation is critical, and a significant proportion of the final grade is 
assigned to reflect this. Regular attendance and thorough preparation for each seminar are minimum 
requirements for all students (see Active Reading and Preparing for Seminar Discussions). Therefore, 
attendance in seminars is mandatory and in order to receive a passing participation grade, students 
are expected to attend a minimum of 10 seminars. Please notify me in advance (in person or by 
email), if you have to miss a class for compelling reasons. Exceptions will be made only in those cases of 
verifiable and documented special circumstances (such as illness or bereavement). Students will be 
evaluated on the basis of their regular, active, informed and thoughtful oral participation in class 
discussions. Participation will be evaluated based on the quality and frequency of their oral 
contributions, with greater weight given to quality. It is expected that you engage with other students’ 
and the instructor’s ideas constructively, critically, and respectfully. Quality contributions to class 
discussions (questions, comments) demonstrate that you have read and grasped the assigned 
materials; that you can analytically reflect and critically comment on the central ideas of the readings; 
and that you can make connections between these. 

2. Student Presentation: 10% 

Each student must give a short presentation (10-15 minutes) introducing and responding to the 
assigned readings for a particular class/topic. The presentation should: highlight the central ideas 
(main points and arguments) of the readings; present analytical and/or critical reflections on these 
ideas, and raise questions about these ideas for class discussion. Please ensure that presentations are 
not simply summaries of the assigned readings; they should focus primarily on your own reflections, 
interpretations and questions about the readings. Presentations can either discuss individual readings 
or discuss common themes across the readings. Accordingly, the two or three students who will give 
presentations each week can divide the material by individual texts or thematically. Each student will 
receive an individual grade for her or his part of the presentation. Students should come to the second 
class with their first and second choices for presentation weeks. 

3. Thought-pieces: 40% (4 @ 10%) 

Four short papers will be required throughout the semester. These should be approximately 2-3 pages 
(double spaced, 12-point font) and discuss your critical reflections on two of the required readings 

file:///C:/Users/Vandna/Documents/My%20Files/Teaching%20Folders/HTML%20Files/Active_Reading_Appendix_1.pdf
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from a given week. Thought pieces may include reference to other sources, such as those in the 
supplementary readings, but this is not required. Thought-pieces should summarize the most 
important points of the readings, and demonstrate a clear understanding of the main arguments of the 
readings. This entails identifying the main points and critically analyzing them. This does not mean that 
you must be ‘critical’ of the arguments in the articles, but rather that you should engage with it, discuss 
why it is convincing or not, and justify your position. What are the points of tension, intersection and 
reinforcement between the readings? How do they relate to the topic of that week and the broader 
themes in the course? Thought-pieces are due before the readings are discussed in class and must be 
submitted online via cuLearn. Students must submit two before the Reading Week break and two after 
the break. Thought-pieces cannot be written on readings from case-study weeks. 
 

4. Research Essay: 35% 

Students will be expected to prepare an original analytic paper exploring a specific public policy issue, 
drawn from topics discussed in class. Specific paper topics must be discussed with the Instructor, and 
developed in a written submission which includes an overview of the topic and a description of the 
argument to be made in the paper. This submission will be worth 5% of your final grade. The essay 
itself is worth 30% of the final course grade, and should be approximately 15-16 pages in length, 
double-spaced. Additional details about and guidelines for the assignment will be distributed in class. 
The essay will be due via cuLearn on Tuesday April 8, 2014.  

 

Guidelines for Written Work 

ALL written work should be uploaded in cuLearn. Please do not send papers via email. Unless stated 
otherwise, assignments are due by 11 pm on the due date. Late submissions will be accepted but penalized 
by one third of a letter grade per day (e.g. from A- to B+) for up to seven calendar days. All sources (class 
readings or other sources including books, book chapters, articles, internet sources etc.) must be properly 
referenced in the text, with page citations where appropriate. Parenthetical references (author surname, 
date, page number) are preferred but any recognized citation style is acceptable. Evaluation of the paper is 
based on: (a) the merits (originality, persuasiveness) of your argument; (b) the logic and clarity of your 
argument; (c) the appropriateness and relevance of the cited readings (including a consistent citation 
style); (d) correct English grammar, spelling, and usage. There will be no extensions, except in cases of a 
documented medical or family emergency.  

cuLearn 

The course has a cuLearn page which includes electronic copies of the syllabus and guidelines and 
information concerning assignments and presentations. Presentations and other course related material, 
such as links to online resources, will also be posted here. cuLearn also has a discussion forum, which 
students are encouraged to use to post thoughts, questions or comments concerning the course or to 
continue class discussions. I will moderate the site as needed, and post information there as well. 

 

REQUIRED READINGS 

The following book is required for the course and is available through Haven Books located at 43 Seneca 
Street (at Sunnyside), Ottawa and will also be on reserve at MacOdrum Library.  

 Deborah Stone (2011). Policy Paradox: The Art of Political Decision Making, Third Revised Edition. 
W.W. Norton 

http://www.havenbooks.ca/carletonsite/carletonhome-e.php
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Most required readings (other than the textbooks noted above) are available electronically though 
MacOdrum Library website and/or via the electronic reserves (Ares) link in the course cuLearn site.  

 

TOPIC SCHEDULE AND READINGS 

What is Public Policy? 

1. January 8: Introduction – What is Public Policy? 

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Introduction  

 Goodin, Rein & Moran (2006). The public and its policies. In M. Moran, M. Rein & R.E. Goodin. Eds. 
The Oxford Handbook of Public Policy. Oxford: OUP. (E-book available via university library) 

 

2. January 15: Making Public Policy 

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapter 1 (The Market and the Polis) 

 Gormley, W.T. (2007). Public policy analysis: ideas and impacts. Annual Review of Political Science 
10: 297-313. 

Supplementary Reading: 

 Hall, P.A. & Taylor, R.C.R. (1996). Political science and the three new institutionalisms. Political 
Studies 44: 936-957. 

 Lindblom, Charles (1959). The science of muddling through. Public Administration Review, 
19(2):79-88. 

 Torgerson, Douglas (1986). Between knowledge and politics: Three faces of policy analysis. Policy 
Sciences 19(1): 33-59. 

 

Institutions, Interests and Ideas in the Policy Process: 

Examining Health Policy Developments in Canada and the United States 

3. January 22: Constitutional Structures and Institutional Rules 

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapter 16 (Powers) 

 Banting, K. (2005). Canada: Nation-building in a federal welfare state. In Herbert Obinger, Stephan 
Leibfried & Francis G. Castles (eds). Federalism and the Welfare State: New World and European 
Influences. Cambridge University Press.  

 Steinmo S. and Watts J. (1995). It’s the institutions, stupid! Why comprehensive national health care 
reform always fails in America. Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law 20(2): 329-372. 

Supplementary Reading: 

 Immergut E.M. (1990). Institutions, veto points, and policy results: A comparative analysis of health 
care. Journal of Public Policy, 10(4): 391-416. 
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 March, J. G. & Olsen, J. P. (1996). Institutional perspectives on political institutions. Governance, 
9(3):247-264.  

 Pierson, P. (1995). Fragmented welfare states: Federal institutions and the development of social 
policy. Governance 8(4):449-478. 

 Radin, B. A., & Boase, J. P. (2000). Federalism, political structure, and public policy in the United 
States and Canada. Journal of Comparative Policy Analysis, 2(1): 65-89. 

 Rigby, E., Clark, J. H., & Pelika, S. (2013). Party politics and enactment of “Obamacare”: A policy-
centered analysis of minority party involvement. Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, Advance 
online publication, November 5, 2013. 

 Scharpf, F.W. (1988). The joint decision trap: Lessons from German federalism and European 
integration. Public Administration 66(Autumn): 239-278.  

 Tsebelis, G. (1995). Decision making in political systems: Veto players in presidentialism, 
parliamentarism, multicameralism and multipartyism. British Journal of Political Science, 25:289-
325 

 

4. January 29: Collective Actors and Citizen Politics 

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapter 10 (Interests) 

 Maioni, A. (1997). Parting at the crossroads: The development of health insurance in Canada and 
the United States, 1940-1965. Comparative Politics, 29(4):411-431. 

 Quadagno, J. (2004). Why the United States has no national health insurance: Stakeholder 
mobilization against the welfare state, 1945-1996. Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 25-44. 

Supplementary Reading: 

 Burstein P. and Linton A. (2002). The impact of political parties, interest groups and social 
movement organisations on public policy: Some recent evidence and theoretical concerns. Social 
Forces 81(2): 380-408. 

 Hacker, J. S. (1998). The historical logic of national health insurance: Structure and sequence in the 
development of British, Canadian, and US medical policy. Studies in American Political Development, 
12(1): 57-130. 

 Martin, C. J. (1995). Nature or nurture? Sources of firm preference for national health reform. 
American Political Science Review, 898-913. 

 Michalowitz, I. (2007): What determines influence? Assessing conditions for decision-making 
influence of interest groups in the EU. Journal of European Public Policy, 14(1):132-151 

 Richardson, J. (2000). Government, interest groups and policy change. Political Studies, 48(5): 1006-
25. 

 Smyrl, M. E. (2014). Beyond interests and institutions: US health policy reform and the surprising 
silence of big business. Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, 39(1): advance publication. 

 Tuohy, C. H. (2003). Agency, contract, and governance: shifting shapes of accountability in the 
health care arena. Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, 28(2-3), 195-216. 
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5. February 5: Ideas and Policy Framing 

Required Reading 

 Stone, chapters 2 (Equity), 3 (Efficiency) 4 (Welfare) 

 Gollust, S. E., & Lynch, J. (2011). Who deserves health care? The effects of causal attributions and 
group cues on public attitudes about responsibility for health care costs. Journal of Health Politics, 
Policy and Law, 36(6), 1061-1095. 

 Bhatia, V. (2010). Social rights, civil rights, and health reform in Canada. Governance, 23(1), 37-58. 

Supplementary Readings: 

 Béland, D. (2009). Ideas, institutions, and policy change. Journal of European Public Policy, 16(5), 
701-718. 

 Brasfield, J. (2011). The politics of ideas: Where did the public option come from and where is it 
going? Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, 36(3): 455-59. 

 Charles, C., Lomas, J., Bhatia, G., Mita, V., & Vincent, V. A. (1997). Medical necessity in Canadian 
health policy: four meanings and... a funeral?. Milbank Quarterly, 75(3), 365-394. 

 Hacker J.S. (2011). Why reform happened.  Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law 36(3): 437-441 

 Peterson M.A. (2011). It was a different time: Obama and the unique opportunity for health care 
reform Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, 36(3): 429-436 

 Rochefort D.A. and Cobb R.W. (1993). Problem definition, agenda access, and policy choice. Policy 
Studies Journal 21(1): 56-71. 

 

6. February 12: Critical Perspectives – Feminist Policy Analysis 

Required Reading 

 Bambra, C., Pope, D., Swami, V., Stanistreet, D., Roskam, A., Kunst, A., & Scott-Samuel, A. (2009). 
Gender, health inequalities and welfare state regimes: A cross-national study of 13 European 
countries. Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, 63(1), 38-44. 

 Forget , E.L., Deber, R.B., Roos L.L. & Walld R. (2005) Canadian Health Reform: A Gender Analysis, 
Feminist Economics, 11(1): 123-141 

 Kuhlmann, E. (2009). From women’s health to gender mainstreaming and back again linking 
feminist agendas and new governance in healthcare. Current Sociology, 57(2): 135-154. 

Supplementary Readings 

 Brodie J. (2008). We are all equal now: Contemporary gender politics in Canada. Feminist Theory, 
9(2):145-164 

 Collins, S.R., Rustgi S.D., and Doty, M.M. (2010). Realizing Health Reform's Potential: Women and the 
Affordable Care Act of 2010. The Commonwealth Fund Issue Brief, Volume 93, July 2010. 

 Fraser N. and Bedford K. (2008). Social rights and gender justice in the neoliberal moment: A 
conversation about welfare and transnational politics. Feminist Theory, 9(2): 225-245. 

 Hankivsky, O. (2007). Gender based analysis and health policy: The need to rethink outdated 
strategies. In Hankivsky, O., Varcoe, C., & Morrow, M. H. (eds.). Women's Health in Canada: Critical 
Perspectives on Theory and Policy. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.  

http://www.commonwealthfund.org/Publications/Issue-Briefs/2010/Jul/Realizing-Health-Reforms-Potential.aspx
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 Kaiser Family Foundation (2013). Health Reform: Implications for Women’s Access to Coverage and 
Care. Issue Brief, August 2013. 

 O’Connor, J.S. A.S. Orloff and S. Shaver (1999). States, Markets, Families: Gender, Liberalism and 
Social Policy in Australia, Canada, Great Britain and the United States, Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. Chapter 1: Gendering Theories and Comparisons of Welfare States, p. 1-42. 

 Payne, S. (2009). How can gender equity be addressed through health systems? Copenhagen: World 
Health Organization. 

 Sawer, M. (2008). Framing feminists: Market populism and its impact on public policy in Australia 
and Canada. In Yasmeen Abu-Laban (ed.), Gendering the Nation-State: Canadian and Comparative 
Perspectives, Vancouver: UBC Press. pp. 120-138. 

 Spitzer, D. L. (2005). Engendering health disparities. Canadian Journal of Public Health, 96(2), S78. 

 Winter, N. J. (2005). Framing gender: Political rhetoric, gender schemas, and public opinion on US 
health care reform. Politics & Gender, 1(03), 453-480. 

 

The Policy Cycle: Contentious Policy Issues 

 
7. February 26: Agenda Setting – The Definition of Alternatives   

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapters 7 (Symbols), 8 (Numbers), 9 (Causes) 

 Birkland, T. A. (2006). Chapter 5: Agenda Setting in Public Policy. In F. Fischer, G.J. Miller and M.S. 
Sidney (eds.), Handbook of Public Policy Analysis. Boca Raton: CRC Press. Pp. 63-78. 

 Fafard, P. (2012). Public health understandings of policy and power: Lessons from INSITE. Journal 
of Urban Health, 89(6), 905-914. 

Supplementary Reading 

 Downs, A. (1972). Up and down with ecology – the ’issue attention cycle’. The Public Interest 28: 38-
50. 

 Erickson, P. G., & Hathaway, A. D. (2010). Normalization and harm reduction: Research avenues and 
policy agendas. International Journal of Drug Policy, 21(2): 137-139. 

 Engeli, I. Green-Pedersen C., & Larsen L.T. (2013). The puzzle of permissiveness: understanding 
policy processes concerning morality issues, Journal of European Public Policy, 20(3): 335-352 

 Euchner E.M., Heichel S., Nebel K., & Raschzok A. (2013). From ‘morality’ policy to ‘normal’ policy: 
framing of drug consumption and gambling in Germany and the Netherlands and their regulatory 
consequences. Journal of European Public Policy, 20(3): 372-389 

 Fitzgerald, J. L. (2013). Supervised injecting facilities: a case study of contrasting narratives in a 
contested health policy arena. Critical Public Health, 23(1), 77-94. 

 Hathaway, A. D., & Tousaw, K. I. (2008). Harm reduction headway and continuing resistance: 
insights from safe injection in the city of Vancouver. International Journal of Drug Policy, 19(1), 11-
16. 

 Howlett, M. (1998). Predictable and unpredictable policy windows: Institutional and exogenous 
correlates of Canadian federal agenda-setting. Canadian Journal of Political Science, 31, 495-524 

http://kff.org/womens-health-policy/issue-brief/health-reform-implications-for-womens-access-to/
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 Kingdon J.W. (1995). Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies, 2nd Edition. New York: A.B. Longman 
Publishers.  

 Schneider, A., & Ingram, H. (1993). Social construction of target populations: Implications for 
politics and policy. American Political Science Review, 334-347. 

 Tupper, K. W. (2012). Psychoactive substances and the English language: ‘drugs,’ discourses, and 
public policy. Contemporary Drug Problems, 39(3): 461. 

 

8. March 5: Policy Formulation – The Choice of Policy Instruments  

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapters 12 (Incentives), 13 (Rules) 

 Houston, D. J., & Richardson, L. E. (2004). Drinking-and-driving in America: A test of behavioral 
assumptions underlying public policy. Political Research Quarterly, 57(1), 53-64. 

 Howlett, M. (2000). Managing the ‘hollow state’: procedural policy instruments and modern 
governance. Canadian Public Administration 43: 412-431 

Supplementary Reading: 

 Boland, P. (2008). British drugs policy: problematizing the distinction between Legal and illegal 
drugs and the definition of the drugs problem. Probation Journal, 55(2):171-187 

 Cook, P. J., & Moore, M. J. (2002). The economics of alcohol abuse and alcohol-control policies. 
Health affairs, 21(2), 120-133. 

 Elmore, RF (1987). Instruments and strategy in public policy. Policy Studies Review, 7(1):174-186. 

 Fell J.C. & Voas R.B. (2006) Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD): The first 25 years. Traffic Injury 
Prevention, 7(3):195-212 

 Hood, C. (2007) Intellectual obsolescence and intellectual makeovers: Reflections on the tools of 
government after two decades. Governance, 20(1): 127–44. 

 Schneider A. and Ingram H. (1990). Behavioural assumptions of policy tools. Journal of Politics 
52(2): 510-529. 

 Woodside, K. (1986). Policy instruments and the study of public policy. Canadian Journal of Political 
Science 19: 775-93. 

 

9. March 12: Policy Decision-Making – Selecting Among Alternatives 

Required Reading: 

 Stone, Chapter 11 (Decisions), 14 (Facts), 15 (Rights) 

 Banfield, A., & Flynn, G. (2013). Activism or democracy? Judicial review of prerogative powers and 
executive action. Parliamentary Affairs, 

 Soennecken D. (2013). The managerialization of refugee determinations in Canada, Droit et Société, 
84: 291-311. 

Supplementary Reading: 
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 Abu-Laban, Y. (2005). Regionalism, migration, and fortress (North) America. Review of 
Constitutional Studies, 10: 135. 

 Hennigar, M. A. (2010). Exploring complex judicial-executive interaction: Federal government 
concessions in Charter of Rights Cases. Canadian Journal of Political Science, 43(4), 821-842. 

 Hirschl, R. (2008). The judicialization of mega-politics and the rise of political courts. Annual Review 
of Political Science, 11:93-118 

 Kawar, L. (2012). Juridical framings of immigrants in the United States and France: Courts, social 
movements, and symbolic politics. International Migration Review, 46(2), 414-455. 

 Levine-Rasky, C., Beaudoin, J., & St Clair, P. (2013). The exclusion of Roma claimants in Canadian 
refugee policy. Patterns of Prejudice, DOI: 10.1080/0031322X.2013.857477 

 Rygiel, Kim (2012) Governing mobility and rights to movement post 9/11: Managing irregular and 
refugee migration through detention. Review of Constitutional Studies, 16(2): 211-242 

 Tolley M.C. (2012) Judicialization of politics in Europe: Keeping pace with Strasbourg, Journal of 
Human Rights, 11(1): 66-84 

  

Global and International Dimensions of Public Policy : Climate Change and 

Environmental Politics  

 

10. March 19: Non-Domestic Sources of Policy Ideas 

Required Reading: 

 Bernstein, S. (2002). International institutions and the framing of domestic policies: the Kyoto 
Protocol and Canada’s response to climate change. Policy Sciences, 35(2), 203-236. 

 Drezner DW (2005). Globalization, harmonization, and competition: the different pathways to 
policy convergence. Journal of European Public Policy, 12(5):841-859. 

 Garcia, D. (2010). Warming to a redefinition of international security: The consolidation of a norm 
concerning climate change. International Relations, 24(3): 271-292.  

Supplementary Reading: 

 Finnemore, M. and K. Sikkink (1998). International norm dynamics and political change. 
International Organization 52(4): 887-917. 

 Haas, P. M. (2000). International institutions and social learning in the management of global 
environmental risks. Policy Studies Journal, 28(3): 558-575.  

 Keskitalo, E. C. H., Westerhoff, L. and Juhola, S. (2012). Agenda-setting on the environment: the 
development of climate change adaptation as an issue in European states. Environmental Policy and 
Governance, October online edition. doi:10.1002/eet.1579  

 Simmons, B.A., F. Dobbin, G. Garrett (2007). The global diffusion of public policies: Social 
construction, coercion, competition or learning? Annual Review of Sociology, 33:449-472.  
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11. March 26: International Networks and Public Policy 

Required Readings: 

 Grundmann R. (2007) Climate change and knowledge politics, Environmental Politics, 16:3, 414-432 

 Keck, M. and K. Sikkink (1999) Transnational advocacy networks in international and regional 
politics, International Social Science Journal, 51, 89–101. 

 Rabe, B. G. (2007). Beyond Kyoto: Climate change policy in multilevel governance systems. 
Governance, 20(3): 423-444. 

Supplementary Reading: 

 Betsill, M.M. (2007). Regional governance of global climate change: The North American 
Commission for Environmental Cooperation. Global Environmental Politics, 7(2):11-27.  

 Bulkeley, H. & Moser, S.C. (2007). Responding to climate change: Governance and social action 
beyond Kyoto, Global Environmental Politics, 7(2):1-10  

 Carpenter, R. C. (2007). Setting the advocacy agenda: Theorizing issue emergence and non-
emergence in transnational advocacy networks. International Studies Quarterly, 51(1), 99–120. 

 Gore, C. D. (2010). The limits and opportunities of networks: Municipalities and Canadian climate 
change policy. Review of Policy Research, 27(1), 27-46. 

 Litfin, K. T. (2000). Advocacy coalitions along the domestic-foreign frontier: globalization and 
Canadian climate change policy. Policy Studies Journal, 28, 236-252.  

 Orr, S.K. (2006). Policy subsystems and regimes: Organized interests and climate change policy, 
Policy Studies Journal 34 (2), 147–169.  

 Stone, D.A. (2008). Global public policy, transnational policy communities, and their networks. 
Policy Studies Journal, 36(1): 19-38. 

 Tarrow, S. (2001). Transnational politics: contention and institutions in international politics. 
Annual Review of Political Science, 4(1), 1-20. 

 

12. April 2:  Governance and Global Policy Issues 

Film Screening: Nash, M.P. (2010). Climate Refugees: The Human Face of Climate Change (Documentary) 
USA: Video Project. 

Required Readings 

 Geddes, A., & Somerville, W. (2012). Migration and environmental change in international 
governance: the case of the European Union. Environment and Planning C: Government and Policy, 
30(6), 1015-1028. 

 Martin, S. (2010). Climate change, migration, and governance. Global Governance: A Review of 
Multilateralism and International Organizations, 16(3), 397-414. 

 Robert McLeman (2013). Who will become the world’s first climate change refugee? Globe and Mail, 
November 17.  

  

http://www.theglobeandmail.com/globe-debate/who-will-become-the-worlds-first-climate-change-refugee/article15463680/
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Supplementary Readings 

 Biermann, F., & Boas, I. (2010). Preparing for a warmer world: Towards a global governance system 
to protect climate refugees. Global Environmental Politics, 10(1), 60-88. 

 McAdam, J. (2011). Swimming against the tide: Why a climate change displacement treaty is not the 
answer. International Journal of Refugee Law, 23(1), 2-27. 

 Warner, K. (2010). Global environmental change and migration: Governance challenges. Global 
Environmental Change, 20(3), 402-413. 

 

ACCOMMOCATIONS, STUDENT CONDUCT AND ACADEMIC REGULATIONS  

Students are expected to be familiar with and abide by academic and conduct regulations of Carleton 
University.  Undergraduate students should consult the Academic Regulations listed in the Undergraduate 
Calendar, in particular those dealing with Instructional Offenses and Offenses of Conduct (sections 14 and 
15).  

Academic Accommodations 

The Paul Menton Centre for Students with Disabilities (PMC) provides services to students with Learning 
Disabilities (LD), psychiatric/mental health disabilities, Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD), 
Autism Spectrum Disorders (ASD), chronic medical conditions, and impairments in mobility, hearing, and 
vision. If you have a disability requiring academic accommodations in this course, please contact PMC at 
613-520-6608 or pmc@carleton.ca for a formal evaluation. If you are already registered with the PMC, 
contact your PMC coordinator to send me your Letter of Accommodation at the beginning of the term, and 
no later than two weeks before the first in-class scheduled test or exam requiring accommodation (if 
applicable). After requesting accommodation from PMC, meet with me to ensure accommodation 
arrangements are made. Please consult the PMC website for the deadline to request accommodations for 
the formally-scheduled exam (if applicable).  

For Religious Observance: Students requesting accommodation for religious observances should apply in 
writing to their instructor for alternate dates and/or means of satisfying academic requirements. Such 
requests should be made during the first two weeks of class, or as soon as possible after the need for 
accommodation is known to exist, but no later than two weeks before the compulsory academic event. 
Accommodation is to be worked out directly and on an individual basis between the student and the 
instructor(s) involved. Instructors will make accommodations in a way that avoids academic disadvantage 
to the student. Instructors and students may contact an Equity Services Advisor for assistance 
(www.carleton.ca/equity). 

For Pregnancy: Pregnant students requiring academic accommodations are encouraged to contact an 
Equity Advisor in Equity Services to complete a letter of accommodation. Then, make an appointment to 
discuss your needs with the instructor at least two weeks prior to the first academic event in which it is 
anticipated the accommodation will be required. 

Plagiarism: The University Senate defines plagiarism as “presenting, whether intentional or not, the ideas, 
expression of ideas or work of others as one’s own.”  This can include:   

 reproducing or paraphrasing portions of someone else’s published or unpublished material, regardless 
of the source, and presenting these as one’s own without proper citation or reference to the original 
source; 

http://www.carleton.ca/calendars/current/regulations/034academic.html
mailto:pmc@carleton.ca
http://www.carleton.ca/equity
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 submitting a take-home examination, essay, laboratory report or other assignment written, in whole or 
in part, by someone else; 

 using ideas or direct, verbatim quotations, or paraphrased material, concepts, or ideas without 
appropriate acknowledgment in any academic assignment; 

 using another’s data or research findings; 
 failing to acknowledge sources through the use of proper citations when using another’s works and/or 

failing to use quotation marks; 
 handing in "substantially the same piece of work for academic credit more than once without prior 

written permission of the course instructor in which the submission occurs. 

Plagiarism is a serious offence which cannot be resolved directly with the course’s instructor.  The 
Associate Deans of the Faculty conduct a rigorous investigation, including an interview with the student, 
when an instructor suspects a piece of work has been plagiarized.  Penalties are not trivial. They include a 
mark of zero for the plagiarized work or a final grade of "F" for the course.  

Oral Examination: At the discretion of the instructor, students may be required to pass a brief oral 
examination on research papers and essays. 

Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be handed directly to the instructor and will not be 
date-stamped in the departmental office. Late assignments may be submitted to the drop box in the 
corridor outside B640 Loeb. Assignments will be retrieved every business day at 4 p.m., stamped with that 
day's date, and then distributed to the instructor.  For essays not returned in class please attach a stamped, 
self-addressed envelope if you wish to have your assignment returned by mail.  Please note that 
assignments sent via fax or email will not be accepted. Final exams are intended solely for the purpose of 
evaluation and will not be returned. 

Grading: Assignments and exams will be graded with a percentage grade. To convert this to a letter grade 
or to the university 12-point system, please refer to the following table. 

Percentage Letter grade 12-point scale Percentage Letter grade 12-point scale 

90-100 A+ 12 67-69 C+ 6 

85-89 A 11 63-66 C 5 

80-84 A- 10 60-62 C- 4 

77-79 B+ 9 57-59 D+ 3 

73-76 B 8 53-56 D 2 

70-72 B- 7 50-52 D- 1 

 

Grades:  Final grades are derived from the completion of course assignments.  Failure to write the final 
exam will result in the grade ABS.  Deferred final exams are available ONLY if the student is in good 
standing in the course. 

Approval of final grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to the 
approval of the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be subject to revision. 
No grades are final until they have been approved by the Dean. 

Carleton E-mail Accounts: All email communication to students from the Department of Political Science 
will be via official Carleton university e-mail accounts and/or cuLearn.  As important course and University 
information is distributed this way, it is the student’s responsibility to monitor their Carleton and cuLearn 
accounts.  
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Carleton Political Science Society: The Carleton Political Science Society (CPSS) has made its mission to 
provide a social environment for politically inclined students and faculty. Holding social events, debates, 
and panel discussions, CPSS aims to involve all political science students at Carleton University. Our 
mandate is to arrange social and academic activities in order to instill a sense of belonging within the 
Department and the larger University community. Members can benefit through numerous opportunities 
which will complement both academic and social life at Carleton University. To find out more, visit 
http://facebook.com/CarletonPoliticalScienceSociety or come to our office in Loeb D688. 

Official Course Outline: The course outline posted to the Political Science website is the official course 
outline.  
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