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ENGLISH

The candidate must answer all ten questions. In the grading, the answers for each task will count for 10% of the final grade each. Please note that all tasks should be answered relatively shortly.

1. Give one example of an interest based model of international environmental policy.
The curriculum includes an article by Sprinz and Vaahtoranta (1996) which provides an interest-based model for explaining international environmental policy. The model argues that two factors are of paramount importance in explaining how countries will behave with regards to international cooperation over specific environmental issues. First, a state’s ecological vulnerability to the issue at stake influences how actively it pushes for international cooperation. Second, abatement costs also affect willingness to cooperate and regulate behavior. States that have high vulnerability and low abatement costs are those most likely to push for international environmental cooperation. Students that point out that this model adds to systemic explanations when specific environmental issues are analyzed, should be given extra credit.
Extra credits should also be awarded to those students who argue that this is a liberalist theory of international cooperation since it is variable oriented (not constructivist) and focuses on domestic characteristics and does not view cooperation as a zero-sum game (not realist). Pointing to that this is a rational-actor model where cost-benefit analyses are (implicitly) conducted, should be credited. Likewise, those who point to the role of scientific evidence and/or domestic audience playing a role in forming but in particular changing state behavior according to this model, should be given credit.
Some students may confuse a model with a theory. Thus, they may give an answer based on e.g. realism or liberalism. Although this is not what is intended for, marginal credit should be provided for such an answer if it makes sense in explaining international environmental cooperation and is correct.
2. Present the main features of what Dryzek refers to as the discourse of survivalism.
This is covered in Dryzek (2013) chapter 2. The earlier version of the discourse was referred to as “Survivalism”, whereas the contemporaneous version is called “Limits and Survival (LAS)” in the most recent edition of Dryzek’s book. The naming should not affect the grading of the answer. An acceptable answer should include that Survivalism is a discourse who see clear limits to the current economic system, and if unchecked, it will pose the Globe at risk. Moreover, students should know that Survivalism sees environmental problems as very real, and that the solution to these lies in a wholesale remaking of the existing capitalist system away from the growth imperative. Hence it is radical. This must be achieved by known and proven means – most notably checking population growth – hence it is prosaic.
Students should also know that the basic entities of the discourse are: that there are clear boundaries to carrying capacity; (and therefore) that there are clear boundaries of ecosystems; that elites are necessary to control the actions of populations. Assumptions of the discourse are that: there is a conflict of interest between the individual and the collective, and therefore hierarchy is needed. Those who say that more recent versions of Survivalism have softened on the latter point should be awarded extra credit. Agents and motives of the discourse are elites, while populations are largely seen in aggregates as numbers, and therefore without much agency. Moreover, the discourse recognizes ecosystems, but is fully anthropocentric. Common metaphors are: overshoot, collapse, the tragedy of the commons, Spaceship Earth, exponential growth, virus, cancer. Extra credit should also be awarded to those that refer to biology as a discipline which has had substantial influence on the way the discourse is framed. Good answers will also say that the discourse have had little practical impact, arguably due to its focus on elites.

Extra credit should be awarded if the student describes the reactions against Survivalism ranging from religions fundamentalists/conservatives, through free-market fundamentalists (including Prometheans), to (eco-)feminists.

Extra credit should be awarded to students who point out that Survivalism is quite clearly neo-Malthusian, in particular if the student point out that this notion has weakened since the start-up of Survivalism in the 1960s, and that most recent advocates favor empowerment/human rights to check population growth over the draconian measures put forward during the 1960-70s.
3. Present the main features of what Dryzek refers to as the discourse of economic rationalism.
Economic rationalism (ER) is covered in Dryzek (2013) chapter 4. Most students should know that ER is a problem-solving discourse which recognizes that environmental problems exist, and argues that the solution to these lies within the existing capitalist system. Thus, it is prosaic (the problems can be solved using existing measures) and reformist (holds that sufficient adjustments can be made within the status-quo framework of current industrial society).  Most students should also know that ER is pro-market and employs market mechanisms to solve environmental problems.  Better students will say that ER is skeptical towards the state, but recognizes that markets in environmental goods do not exist and therefore the state needs to create the market for markets in environmental goods.  This is done in particular through the specification and enforcement of property rights in order for markets to function, as privatization solves ‘The tragedy of the commons’. Students should know that the ‘Polluters pay’-principle originally belongs to the ER discourse. Some students may also mention that ER has other market-mechanisms than privatization, such as selling off pollution rights,  green taxes, and product information for consumers for ‘green consumerism’. 
Decent answers should include that the basic entities of ER are Homo economicus – producers and consumers; Markets, prices, and property, and a minimum government. Natural resources and their limits exist, and they must therefore be regulated, but only as they serve human needs. The better answers will discuss the ambivalence of ER towards the state. Students should also know about the core assumptions of the discourse: Competition, not cooperation; some hierarchy needed, some benignity among experts needed; anthropocentric – nature to serve homo economicus. Students should also know the basic agents and their motives: humans seen as individuals with material self-interest; no active citizens, but the experts’ role is ambivalent. Key metaphors and rhetoric of the discourse:  it is quite mechanistic – the world works as a machine, but needs maintenance. Furthermore, when the state has provided the marketplace, then it should retreat: ER is anti-command and control, and favor rather free/freedom of markets when competently designed. Horror stories of government controls which produces perverse outcomes are quite common within ER.
Some students will also know that ER has been popular since the liberalization of the 1980s and its regulatory policy instruments are still dominant, but that it has not changed institutions. Those who point to that it can look a bit like Prometheanism, but is critically different in recognizing environmental problems, should be rewarded for this.
Extra credit should be given to students who point out the weaknesses with ER’s instruments: Offset markets have no guarantees; Too low taxes will not limit pollution; that there is an ideological resistance to homo economicus; and that the ER worldview implicitly denies complexity. 
Students that points out that ER belongs to the broader category of “Environmental problem solving” alongside Administrative rationalism and Democratic pragmatism should be given extra credit.
4. How does the discourse Global Environmental Management explain desertification?
This question is based on Adger et al. (2001) on the curriculum. Global Environmental Management (GEM hereafter) is here defined as one of the two mainstream environmental discourses which are popular explanations of processes such as desertification, deforestation, biodiversity loss, and climate change. Most students should know that this is a western-centric and technocentric view of environmental problems in the Global South. More developed answers will say that the model builds on a neo-Malthusian understanding of resource degradation, by which the local population (primarily farmers and herders) in LDCs are seen as the villains causing desertification through over-exploitation of fragile lands, deforestation, and over-grazing of their herds. Combating population growth in LDCs is therefore of great concerns to GEM. The victims in the GEM discourse are the very same farmers and smallholders of the Global South. Enter the heroes in the GEM discourse, which are scientific experts (primarily from the Global North) with blueprint solutions to combat desertification through controlling the acts of local farmers and herders. Good answers will point to UNEP as being one important proponent of GEM.
The best students will then go on to address the weaknesses of GEM.   First, new research has undermined the idea of human-induced desertification as drylands are seen as far more resilient than the neo-Malthusian theory assumes.  Extra credit should be given to those who identify GEM as a convenient explanation for colonial and post-colonial authorities, several international aid donors, and some scientists. In cases where GEM has been implemented, the losers have been local farmers and herders.
5. What is a crisis narrative?
This question is meant to test what Roe (1995) describes as a ‘crisis narrative’ which is a sub-category of development narratives. To give a satisfactory answer, the students should cover most of this: A crisis narrative is a general story of a certain type of crisis meant to describe a real world phenomenon, but in a manner which supports a certain narrative. It is pretty much like a discourse as it has its heroes, villains, and victims, and is therefore also normative. Such narratives are more often asserted than empirically proven on the ground. They rely on a simplified and often misinformed understanding of (mal-) development, and justify Northern interventions into LDCs. Because of their lack of empirical basis and lack of concern for nuance, these narratives are very inefficient in bringing about positive change. Moreover, Roe argues that these narratives play the role of justifying the interventions of Western experts and their claim to stewardship over resources. In short, depicting LDCs as crisis ridden is the reason for existence for many NGOs and experts. Moreover, crisis narratives tend to stabilize policymaking by retelling the same narrative. Roe’s suggestion to counter crisis narratives is de-narrativising which is basically telling the story from how it is experienced on the ground and in many cases reversing the expert-based development narratives.
The students have been introduced to two kinds of crisis narratives in Roe (1995): the ‘Except Africa’ narrative and the ‘neo-Malthusian doomsday’ narrative, both focusing on Africa, with the lectures focusing on the latter. The ‘Except Africa’ narrative holds that conventional economic development policies work everywhere outside Africa. The ‘neo-Malthusian doomsday’ narrative argues that Africa suffers from over-population which causes poverty, environmental degradation, and malfunctioning institutions. This narrative is distinctly neo-Malthusian. The best students will be able to draw the link to the discourse of ‘Survivalism (or Limits and Survival)’ discussed in question 3.
This question should be harder to answer than the previous one. The best students are expected to first give an outline of what a crisis narrative is in general, and then go into detail of one of them. 

6. What is the ‘entitlement approach’ to explain famines?
The students have read Sen’s article ‘Famines’ (1980). Most students should know that the entitlement approach to explain famines is a reaction to and rejection of the so-called Food Availability Decline (hereafter FAD) explanation of famines which states that famines are basically a product of less food per capita. Although Sen does not deny the potential contributory role of FAD, the entitlement approach asks the question of whether or not a person, household, or group can get hold on food or not, by legal means. Thus absolute shortage in food production (FAD) is seen as only one of many causes of people not having enough food and hence causing famine, and its role is only indirect. At the core, Sen’s approach is about the relationship between persons and commodities. Two concepts are central. First, endowment is your ownership situation in terms of land, money, real estate, and other goods (including food), in essence a person’s ownership situation. Second, exchange entitlements are what you can exchange from your existing entitlements, meaning for each endowment the set of alternative commodity bundles you can get hold of. A change in your exchange entitlement basically means a change in your ‘exchange rate’ (e.g. vages, food prices). Famines can be caused through entitlement losses by both endowment losses and negative changes in the exchange entitlement. 
Most students should be able to point to Sen’s seminal insight: there can be famine without any substantial FAD. More advanced answers will show how the entitlement approach can explain different forms of famines, more specifically slump and bust famines. The best answers could also go into detail explaining famines caused by direct entitlement failure (failure of food production for farmers causing lack of income to purchase food as well as less direct access to food) versus famines caused by trade entitlement failure (famines affecting groups not producing food).
Students that point out the policy lesson that you cannot only provide food relief, but you must also make sure that needy people can afford the exchange to get hold of food should be credited, as only providing food would be according to the FAD explanation of famine, whereas ensuring the entitlement to food follows the entitlement approach. Extra credit should be awarded to those who see the entitlement approach as a market-oriented approach – thus a well-functioning market can have devastating famines, you can have counter-intuitive processes such as food-counter movements should be credited. Moreover, some may also bring up that the entitlement approach has a limitation in that it excludes illegal sources of food and food-deprivation are ruled out as well as food-related taboos, and students should be credited for pointing out this. 
This is a quite difficult question intended to distinguish between the very good and the rest of the answers.

7. Explain the two concepts security of supply and security of demand.
To answer this question, the students should have read both Bielecki (2002) and in particular Fermann (2009). Most students should be able to say that security of supply is the concern of energy importing countries and entails whether it will have sufficient amount of energy delivered without interruption. Security of demand entails the concern of energy-exporting countries of whether they will have a secure and stable export market for their energy resources at high enough prices to finance their energy sector. Most students should also know that security of supply is generally speaking of more importance than security of supply, as energy is internationally speaking a scarce resource because industrialized countries are primarily energy importers. Moreover, good answers should also say that for security of supply uninterrupted and sufficient supply is more important than the price level, since it is more costly to interrupt economic activities than to pay more for energy. Put, differently, the price elasticity for energy is high. Good answers should also address the need for diversification in terms of energy sources and trading partners, and that supply security is also strengthened with emergency stocks which the OECD has enforced after the 1973 oil-shock. The best answers should also point to that all parties are generally interested in stability and predictability of energy trade.
8. What is ‘Dutch disease’?
This is taken from Karl (2005). Students should be able to say that ‘Dutch disease’ is one of several aspects of what is more broadly referred to as ‘the resource curse’. Dutch disease is according to Karl (ibid:23f): ‘…a phenomenon in which the oil sector [or another high value commodity] drives up the exchange rate of the local currency, rendering other exports noncompetitive. In effect, oil exports crowd out other promising export sectors, especially agriculture and manufacturing, making economic diversification particularly difficult. In response, policymakers adopt strong protectionist policies in order to sustain increasingly noncompetitive economic activities, placing the funding burden on the oil sector. As agriculture and manufacturing become dependent on these transfers from oil, dependence on petroleum is reinforced, removing incentives for a more efficient use of capital. Over time, it can result in a permanent loss of competitiveness.’
Most students should be able to say that mineral wealth drives up the exchange rate thus making other export sectors noncompetitive. Students that point out the subsequent tendency to of mineral-rich states to build up protective barriers to the non-mineral sectors thus rendering these even less competitive, should be given extra credit. The same should be awarded to those who point out that absent tariffs, imports also tend to become cheaper and therefore kill domestic industry. Some will also point to price volatility (in particular for oil) which reduces the inclination to invest in the economy. Some will also point to the drain of labor and capital to the booming sector, thus depriving the lagging sector of much needed labor and capital.
9. What are the explanations for why countries reliant on oil exports on average are less democratic?
This question is primarily based on Ross (2001). 
The rentier effect: oil rich states tend to get their wealth through direct sales of resources to foreign companies or states, thus reducing the taxation level of the citizens. These states then have low taxes, thus reducing the effectiveness of demands for representation and accountability (the taxation effect). Moreover, given their wealth, these states can spend quite generous amounts of money on patronage and populist policies (the spending effect) in order to avoid social grievances and demands for greater accountability and popular representation. Finally, oil-rich government may create state-based organizations to counter the development of social groups independent from the state (the group effect).
The repression effect: resource wealth enables the governing elite to boost its internal security, in turn making it more efficient in repressing dissidents. This version of the repression argument sees the spending as deliberate to make repression more efficient. The discovery and extraction of oil in itself can also trigger unrest which forces the government to spend more on the army in order to repress – here repression is not intended at the outset. 
Non-modernization: economic growth caused by oil does not cause the socio-cultural changes normally accompanying economic growth which again are often seen as extremely important in underbuilding democratization. These processes are occupational diversification – by which citizens are specialized and therefore have more economic bargaining power – , urbanization, and increasing levels of education which creates a more articulate and politically potent force. All three factors are seen as crucial in explaining the transition to democracy, and therefore their absence could be seen as an explanation of the lack of democratization. 
Most students should know the three different effects. More advanced students will be able to detail the mechanisms of each effect, in particular how the non-modernization argument makes a crucial distinction between economic growth and socio-cultural development. The best answers should also bring up the argument that the institutions prior to discovery and extraction may be crucial.
10. Why does Norway have so little wind power?
There are of course a number of possible answers to this question, and different ways in which to structure them. Most the information can be found in Moe (2014). Norway has some of the best wind power resources in the world (both on land and offshore), but has installed less than 1GW (roughly 850MW as of 2014) of capacity, as compared to Denmark’s 5GW, Germany’s almost 40GW, and China’s 115GW (by all means, they don’t need to know the numbers, but being able to put it in a context is always good). The pace of installations has increased somewhat, but compared to other countries, we still install very little. Norwegian politicians are good at creating ambitious goals, but not at fulfilling them (for instance the 3TWh by 2010 goal that was set in 2001).

The first and obvious answer to why Norway has installed so little is that we don’t need it…! 96-98% of the electricity is derived from hydropower (which is also cheaper), and in a normal year we export electricity from hydropower to other countries. Also, Norway is a petroleum producer, and in total, the third biggest energy exporter in the world. Thus, one could argue that there is little need for wind power.  

There are also institutional/bureaucratic reasons:  Compared to the institutions catering to petroleum and hydro, the renewable energy bureaucracy is fragmented. Sometimes it is about energy, sometimes about the environment, sometimes about industry. With petroleum there is no such fragmentation. The capacity of the NVE (Norwegian Water Resources and Energy Directorate), which handles concessions applications is very small resulting in very long lags between application and installation. As a consequence of the fact that no single authority is in charge of renewable energy, renewable policies have been very fragmented, with little predictability.

There is the suspicion that the bureaucracy is not very interested: Economists have far greater influence in Norwegian ministries than in most other countries, and they insist that renewable energy needs to adhere to the same cost-effectiveness criteria as other energy sources/technologies. This makes it very hard to compete. This could be because of the dominance of economists in Norway. Or it could be because of interest politics. Moe (2014) explicitly mentions vested interests. Petroleum (and hydropower) has a vested interest in preserving the system the way it is. Norwegian politicians have a hard time going against the petroleum industry (even in a country that has a self-image of being pristine and environmentally conscious). And just as importantly, the petroleum industry has had decades in which it has been able to influence Norwegian energy institutions. Thus, Norway has a set of energy institutions that favor petroleum and that bias policy in the direction of petroleum (and hydro) rather than renewable energy.  

Mentioning the importance of cost-effectiveness in Norwegian energy policies would certainly be good. Also that when the Norwegian government insists on being technology and industry neutral, as in not favoring any specific technologies and industries, it for all practical purposes favors the existing ones, since these are the cheapest.

Other points to make: Geography/infrastructure. Norway is a scarcely populated country, and the wind resources are typically in areas that are not heavily populated, and where the grid network is weak. 
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Alle ti spørsmål må besvares. I karaktersettingen vil hvert av spørsmålene telle 10 % av den endelige karakteren. Alle oppgavene bør besvares relativt kort.
1. Gi ett eksempel på en interessebasert modell for internasjonal miljøpolitikk.
2. Presenter hovedtrekkene ved den diskursen Dryzek kaller survivalism.
3. Presenter hovedtrekkene ved den diskursen Dryzek kaller økonomisk rasjonalisme (economic rationalism).
4. Hvordan forklarer diskursen Global Environmental Management forørkning?

5. Hva er et krisenarrativ (crisis narrative)?

6. Hvordan forklarer entitlement-tilnærmingen sult (entitlement approach)?

7. Forklar de to begrepene forsyningssikkerhet (security of supply) og etterspørselssikkerhet (security of demand).
8. Hva er Hollandsk syke (Dutch disease)?

9. Hva er de vanligste forklaringene på at land avhengige av oljeeksport i snitt er mindre demokratiske? 
10. Hvorfor har Norge så lite vindkraft?
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Alle ti spørsmål må svarast på. I karaktersetjinga vil kvart av spørsmåla tele 10 % av den endelege karakteren. Alle oppgåvene bør svarast på relativt kort.

1. Gje eit døme på ein interessebasert modell for internasjonal miljøpolitikk.

2. Presenter hovudtrekka ved den diskursen Dryzek kallar ‘survivalism’.
3. Presenter hovudtrekka ved den diskursen Dryzek kallar økonomisk rasjonalisme (economic rationalism).
4. Korleis forklarar diskursen Global Environmental Management forørkning?

5. Kva er eit krisenarrativ (crisis narrative)?

6. Korleis forklarar entitlement-tilnærminga svolt (‘entitlement approach’)?

7. Forklar dei to omgrepa forsyningstryggleik (security of supply) og etterspørselstryggleik (security of demand).

8. Kva er ‘Hollandsk sjuke’ (Dutch disease)?

9. Kva er dei vanlegaste forklaringane på at land avhengige av oljeeksport i snitt er mindre demokratiske? 
10. Kvifor har Noreg så lite vindkraft?
