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摘要

國立雲林科技大學環安衛系洪肇嘉教授及研究助理蕭媺巧於03月19日至03月31日至法國巴黎參加Comparing Climate Change Policy Networks (COMPON)第四次工作會議，進行研究進度報告、媒體分析結果、問卷內容協調及學術交流，參加國家分別有美國、加拿大、英國、俄羅斯、瑞典、丹麥、希臘、西班牙、巴西、紐西蘭、日本、韓國、中國、印度與台灣15國20餘人，其中包括美國國科會(NSC)COMPON計畫主持人Jeffrey Broadbent及協同主持人Dana R. Fisher。
本次會議於法國巴黎Institut du developpement durable et des relations internationals (IDDRI)進行，於20日抵達後會議行程包括 21日會前會商討；22日問卷內容協調；23日研究成果分享與個案討論；24日進行未來問卷題目訂定及共同發表文章(媒體分析)；25日進行未來研究方向訂定；26至28日安排拜訪及學術交流。
本次會議洪教授除代表台灣團隊報告進度及發表海報外，並參與訂定問卷主題，細部問題於會議後整理送大家審議，並對未來共同出版訂定計畫。會議中各國代表對COMPON的共同研究以瞭解不同國家對氣候變遷所採行政策受國內外各種政治、社經及學術單位之影響，所組構之網路分析將可指出各國社經學習應對全球性危機問題的脈絡，是可資學習的全球學術合作交流的典範，能參與研究並提供意見對全球環境治理的建立應有正面助益。
關鍵字： Comparing Climate Change Policy Networks (COMPON), 學術交流，全球氣候治理。
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一、前言及目的

Comparing Climate Change Policy Networks (COMPON)計畫是於2006年開始調查關於全球氣候變遷的社會學習與構成的過程之社會因素，並且對於不同國家的氣候變遷政策回應進行跨國比較，並且研究全球與國家、一些國家關於氣候變遷政策制定過程的認知模式。該計畫由美國明尼蘇達大學社會系Jeffrey Broadbent及哥倫比亞大學Dana R. Fisher所主持，COMPON政策網絡範圍包括各國不同層級組織的領導人（政府機構、政黨、企業、工會與非政府組織），以及其他具有影響力的團體所採取的相關氣候變遷的政治活動。隨著二十一世紀議程(Agenda 21)所倡導，COMPON假設各政府的不同利益相關者（從企業到非政府組織）的立場，將對相關氣候變遷產生更有效的政策回應。而COMPON計畫為了檢驗其假設，計劃展開較強大的政策網絡分析，目前包括了17個參加國家與後京都談判國家：台灣、日本、中國、美國、加拿大、德國、荷蘭、奧地利、瑞典、英國和希臘等以及其他國家。在各國不同情況下，地方研究小組將使用網絡調查工具收集在網路以及各層級組織的數據資料，而研究所形成的國家中心與公共資料庫結果將成為當前與未來的學術研究。
本次工作會議由美國國科會(NSC)COMPON計畫主持人Jeffrey Broadbent及協同主持人Dana R. Fisher舉辦，目的為分享各國之研究報告結果、問卷題目擬定及學術交流。參加國家包括美國、加拿大、英國、俄羅斯、瑞典、丹麥、希臘、西班牙、巴西、紐西蘭、日本、韓國、中國、印度與台灣等15國20餘人與會。本次參與會議目的如下：
1. 媒體分析成果報告分享（2007年-2009年統計）。

2. 研究方法與成果交流。

3. 問卷題目內容訂定，達成未來執行方式之共識。

4. 共同發表文章之格式、內容及方式討論，擬發表之期刊。

5. 未來繼續共同研究之方向。
二、過程
Comparing Climate Change Policy Networks (COMPON)計畫是由美國Jeffrey Broadbent及Dana R. Fisher教授領軍調查全球氣候變遷的社會學習與構成的過程之社會因素，並且跨國比較於不同國家的氣候變遷政策回應，並且研究全球與國家、一些國家關於氣候變遷政策制定過程的認知模式。COMPON預期探討政策網絡範圍包括國際及各國不同層級組織的領導人（政府機構、政黨、企業、工會與非政府組織），及有影響力的團體應對氣候變遷之政治活動。隨著二十一世紀議程(Agenda 21)所倡導，COMPON假設各政府的不同利益相關者（從企業到非政府組織）的立場，將對相關氣候變遷產生更有效的政策回應。而COMPON計畫為了檢驗其假設，假設如表一 影響氣候變遷之假設。

表1 影響氣候變遷之假設

	H1：國家文化愈能接受科學發現，國家對氣候變遷愈會提高其風險並找出減量的適當方法。

	H2：一個國家氣候變遷科學社區愈在法政參與，國家愈能接受氣候變遷的主流學共識。

	H3：國家媒體愈能宣傳氣候變遷的主流資訊及全球共識，社會及政府更能更能降減氣候變遷。

	H4：組織的社會網路愈能趨向大眾利益的主流，該國愈能降低氣候變遷。

	H5：國家文化愈能將公眾利益納入共同合作，該國愈能降低氣候變遷。

	H6：愈強大支持石化燃料使用利益團體的防衛行動，該國減低氣候變遷愈少。

	H7：國家政治機構愈能平衡代表不同立場的利益團體，該國愈能減低氣候變遷。

	H8：政策形成中政治制度愈是提供廣泛地代表及利益相關者參與的平等，該國愈能減低氣候變遷。

	H9：民間社會自主能力愈大（通過會員費和捐款所支持的非政府組織和非營利組織），合併宣傳減緩氣候變化的支持愈強。

	H10：愈多國內企業利用現有社會網絡動員支持贊成減緩，該國愈能減低氣候變遷。

	H11：國內組織愈能參與國際制度的形成，該國將愈信任和遵守回應和降減氣候變遷。


計畫召集了包括17個參加國家與後京都談判國家：台灣、日本、中國、美國、加拿大、德國、荷蘭、奧地利、瑞典、英國和希臘等以及其他國家。地方研究小組將使用網絡調查工具收集在網路以及各層級組織的數據資料，在各國不同情況下研究形成的國家中心與公共政策之方式及影響，作為當前與未來的學術研究之指引。
COMPON計畫已經召開了一次主要的大型會議與工作坊（2007年1月於明尼蘇達大學），兩次年度小型會議（針對國際網絡之社會網絡分析），以及2008年的專題討論與工作坊（針對全球環境變遷中，國際人類之分配計畫），因此已有一定的基礎，並預計2009年配合IHDP於德國Bonn召開之Open Science Meeting，進行本計畫之工作坊以促進各國計畫負責人之交流與對話，預期本研究群的成果，將有助於台灣學術社群與國際研究社群的接軌，亦可協助台灣氣候政策之制定、促進跨國的政策學習與文化理解。
我國配合COMPON之研究計畫共有3個，分別為2009年由國立中央大學李河清教授所主持「全球氣候治理---氣候變遷政策制度面向之研究---國際制度連結(I)」、國立台灣大學林子倫副教授所主持「全球氣候治理---氣候變遷政策制度面向之研究---氣候政策網絡與調適策略分析(I)」及國立雲林科技大學洪肇嘉教授所主持「全球氣候治理---氣候變遷政策制度面向之研究---策略情境評估(I)」。
三個獨立又緊密相連的子計畫研究目標分別為：在國際制度連結計畫中，以「全球環境變遷制度面向國際計畫」(IDGEC)，以及IDGEC推動十年轉型後之新計畫「地球系統治理」(ESG)作為合作對象與夥伴。研究重點以氣域、氣候建制、京都議定書及後京都規範作為特定範疇，並提出政策建議供政府相關單位參考；氣候政策網絡與調適策略分析計畫，嘗試勾勒出台灣氣候變遷議題之政策網絡，分析各組織間基於對彼此權威、資金、正當性、資訊、人員、技術的需求所形成的聯盟、利益共同體或是互動網絡。透過對於氣候變遷政策網絡的研究，可釐清政策利害關係人與政府部門之間的互動模式，強化對於氣候變遷議題的溝通與協商，使得參與者的政策偏好被滿足，或政策訴求獲得重視，以增進彼此的利益；而策略情境評估計畫，則利用既有之國際模型IFs探討台灣在國際環境治理可扮演之角色及未來發展，並進一步利用Taiwan COMPON的成果，延伸比較台灣與世界主要國家（如美國、中國、印度等等），國家群（西歐盟國家WEU、北約NATO、G77等等）、及區域（非洲、亞洲、北美洲、前蘇聯、拉丁美洲、歐洲、海島群）氣候政策與治理策略之異同，並藉此建立與Hughs教授的合作研究，及進行各種國際策略之比較分析。

研究群之計畫特點為跨領域、跨學科並與國際研究計畫接軌，研究總目標簡述於下：
1. 成立台灣COMPON計畫辦公室，並建立與國際「氣候政策網絡比較」計畫COMPON之正式接軌，參與17國之氣候政策網絡調查研究。

2. 藉由本計畫之執行，形成並擴充研究團隊，調查並掌握影響國人認知氣候變遷議題，及其政策構成的社會因素。

3. 藉國際計畫接軌平台，進行跨國性氣候變遷政策網絡比較，瞭解各國在面對氣候變遷議題上所展現的共同性與特殊性，解析社會制度因素在不同政經文化條件下所顯露的優勢與弱點，提供我國建立減量與調適政策的參考依據。

4. 由問卷調查成果發展台灣適用的本土動態模式與策略系統，完成情境模擬，與國際策略評估模式IFS建立交流及互動，比較分析各國氣候變遷議題及政策，以及氣候變遷政策與能源、社經及人口政策之關聯，並解析國家、群組及全球策略之走向，作為策略情境比較之依據。
目前研究計畫對國內三大報聯合報、中國時報及經濟日報1997年1月至2008年12月之報導文章資料進行檢索，分析結果：聯合報、中國時報及經濟日報三報報導文章總數皆超過2000筆，其中以中國時報2490筆為最多，其次為聯合報2422筆，最後為經濟日報2096筆；1997年12月制定「京都議定書」、1998年5月台灣舉辦「全國能源會議」，三報在1997年12月至1998年間的報導量均明顯成長、2001年因美國布希政府宣布拒絕批准『京都議定書』而產生聲浪，從報導文章數成長之時間，對照國內外之重大事件，得知國內報導因應全球之趨勢，對於全球暖化議題之意識逐漸抬頭、受重視。
本次會議洪教授除代表台灣團隊報告進度及發表海報外，並參與訂定問卷主題，細部問題於會議後整理送大家審議，並對未來共同出版訂定計畫。本次會議為2009年在德國Bonn會議後，針對各國的媒體分析研究方法及進度互相研討，並協調問卷調查之內容及執行方式，作為計畫繼續推動之中繼站，是我國學術研究積極參與國際合作之一環。本次行程邀請洪教授及計劃專任助理蕭媺巧赴法國巴黎與會之邀請函如附。
（一）邀請函
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1300 sy 2010,
Deas Professor Homm.

We at the Tttt du dveloppoment durble o dosrlations intematonale (IDDRI) in Paris, France, are
delghted to it you 1o the Comparing Climate Change Polcy Networks (COMPON) coference and
“workshops that we il be hasting at our ndittion from 22-24 March 2010. As s partcipant i the
“Tawancss case of theproject“Human and Social Dynamics: Collaboratie Research Socal Networks s
Agents of Change in Climte Change Policy Maling.” (Unitd Sttes National Science Foundation
Award Numibor BCS-0827006), your pascipaion in this conforence s especally importnt. This
‘workshop ncludes sl naonal 15 hat re members ofthe aer nd encompassing COMPON projct.

Plsse ariveon March 20 or 21 i Pass, and lan souedepatu for March 24 o March 2. Witin these
Timits,yourexact vl nd depture day 1 9 101

For he workshop,sou ae requested o prepae the fllowing materials
1A dral fepor on the reuls of your e rsearch presening dats, graphical gures and
intrprtvo ocial scionsific anlysis of Leva 1, 2 (Eved vanables) aad 3 (DNA) dataon cliate
Change media coverage i your couny.
2. A prsentanon of hese findngs, which you wllgve in 815 minute publc ot

IDDRI i Paris will b the ofcalhost nstsion ofthe conferance and workshop, and ss such we will
provide mecting room space and odherwisefacifat the confereace.

16 you reguie assistance from th poject cam,please contact s follows:
Jefrey Brodseat,Princpal Investgaor - broadi0] @ur. cdu
Sasah Buridye, Research Assistant nd Project Coordinator - buri0S8@uma ed.

Yourstruly,

e

Lucien Chabason
Directeur délégué
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g0 Jamsary 2010
Dear Ms. Hslao,

Weatthe Ittt du dévlopperment durable e des elations nternationale (IDDRI) i Pars,
France, e delishied o invie ot Uh Comparing Climate Chanie Polcy Networks
(COMFON) conerence and workshops hat we il b hosting at our insttation from 22:24
Niarch 2010, A3 pticpant i the Tavanes case of th proect“Human and Socl
Dymamics:Callsboraive Researc: Socal Networks a Agentsof Change i Climate Change
Polcy Making,” (Uaited Sates Ntional Science Foundtion Avard Number ICS-0827006),
JOUr paticption i tisconference s especially importan. This workshop inludes Al
Raonalteamnsthat ane mermbers of the lager and encormpassing COMPON project

Please artve o March 20 o 21 in Paris and plan yourdeparture for March 24 o March 2.
Within these it,your exae artival and Gepartre day 8 Up 0 0u.

For the workshop, you ar requeste o preparethe following materisls
3. A draf epor on the Fesuts of OUF case Fesarch prsenting dat, graphical figores and
nterpreti sociaseentficanayssof Leve 1, (Eel varables) and 3 (DNA) data on
clmat change medis coverug in yourcounts.
2. A presontation o these fndings, which you il give n 15 minate publiclecure.

IDDREn Paris will e th ofcal host insttution of the conterence and workshops,and s such
‘wenwill provide meecing room space and otherwise falitate the conferenc.

Ifyou equice asistance from the projct eam, plse cotact s follows:

Jezey Broadben, Princpal Inestigato - broadoo1 umn.ed
Sarah Burrdge, Research Assistant and Project Coordinato - burios8@umn.ed.

Sincerely,

8

Depaty Director




（二）行程

本校環安系洪肇嘉教授與計劃專任助理蕭媺巧於99年03月19日至30日至法國巴黎之Institut du developpement durable et des relations internationals (IDDRI)參與COMPON第四次工作會議，共12天，其行程如表1。21日為會前會，進行簡單個案介紹及討論網絡分析軟體使用疑問。22日主要為COMPON問卷協調，決議問卷版本。23日由各國代表報告至今研究成果，包含媒體統計分析及網絡分析。25-28日則為學術交流，與參加各國代表交換及分享研究方法、及心得建議。本次除搭機去回程主要工作為進行研究進度報告、媒體分析結果討論、問卷內容協調、個案討論與學術交流。
表2 赴法國之行程表
	日期
	行程
	說明

	03/19
	去程。斗六→桃園→巴黎
	

	03/20
	抵達巴黎。
	

	03/21
	會前會。
(國際個案討論、網絡分析軟體討論)
	

	03/22
	問卷內容協調。
	

	03/23
	個案討論。
	

	03/24
	問卷內容與媒體分析結果討論。
	

	03/25-28
	學術交流。
	27日助理蕭媺巧先行搭機返國

	03/29
	回程。巴黎→桃園→斗六
	

	03/30
	抵達斗六。
	


（三）COMPON會議
本校環安系洪肇嘉教授及研究助理蕭媺巧於99年03月19日至30日至法國巴黎Institut du developpement durable et des relations internationals (IDDRI)參與COMPON第四次工作會議，於會議公開簡報介紹台灣研究結果與媒體分析的統計數量、Excel編碼和DNA數據（活動照片如圖1會議及簡報現況，台灣、各國簡報資料如附錄二），並由研究助理蕭媺巧製作海報展示研究我國媒體分析Level 1至3之成果（海報資料如附錄二）。台灣代表尚有台大林子倫教授及計劃專任助理蕭媺巧。
該會議於21日會前會進行簡單國際個案討論與軟體DNA和UCINET使用困難解決，並與DNA軟體之設計人在德國之Philip Leifeld進行視訊論，共同研商討論以解決網絡分析軟體之使用問題。
22日由會議主持人Jeffrey Broadbent進行開場，介紹會議目的及表示歡迎。隨後由加拿大Anna-Liisa Aunio介紹國際個案及方法論（詳細資料如附綠三）；瑞典代表Emily Akerblom負責簡介瑞典問卷（問卷如附錄四），以及問卷實施之經驗分享。下午為討論COMPON問卷之訂定，問卷以瑞典所擬定之版本為基礎進行研討，由會議主持人Jeffrey Broadbent及瑞典代表Marcus Carson主持，對各主題進行探討如第7-16題組織網絡進行表決取捨，結果為保留7、8、9、12、13題；刪除第11、14題。
23日為各國簡報研究結果及媒體分析資料，進行國家有印度、俄羅斯、中國、巴西、美國、英國、紐西蘭、日本、台灣、韓國及瑞典（參與人員如表3與會人員名單，各國簡報資料如附錄二）。台灣簡報由洪肇嘉教授負責，及由研究助理蕭媺巧製作海報展示台灣之研究成果；下午為討論未來共同發表文章之格式、內容資料、架構等準備資料。

表3 與會人員名單

	國家
	學校
	代表人員

	美國
	University of Minnesota
	Jeffrey Broadbent,

Sarah Burrige,

Anne Kaduk

	美國
	Columbia University
	Dana R.Fisher

	加拿大
	University of Montreal
	Anna-Liisa Aunio

	加拿大
	University of British Columbia
	David Tindall

	英國
	University of Southampton
	Clare Saunders

	俄羅斯
	Saint Petersburg State University
	Irina Shmeleva

	俄羅斯
	University of Oxford, UK
	Stanislav Shmelev

	瑞典
	Jacobs University 
	Christopher Edling,

	瑞典
	Stockholm University 
	Marcus Carson, 
Emily Akerblom

	瑞典
	University of Gronigen
	Johannes Ackva

	希臘
	University of the Agean
	Iosef Botetzagias

	西班牙
	Madrid Institute for Advanced Studies
	Rickard Sandell

	巴西
	International Geosphere-Biosphere Project
	Myanna Lahsen

	紐西蘭
	University of Minnesota, USA
	Philip Vaughter

	日本
	Tokyo Institute of Technology
	Tomomi Shinada

	日本
	Hitotsubashi University
	Keiichi Satoh

	韓國
	Seoul National University
	Sun-Jin Yun

	中國
	Tsing Hua University
	Jun Jin

	印度
	Institute of Rural Management, Anand
	Sony Pellissery

	台灣
	國立台灣大學
	林子倫

	台灣
	國立雲林科技大學
	洪肇嘉

蕭媺巧



24日為由美國代表Broadbent 教授之博士班學生Sarah Burrige和Anne Kaduk簡報COMPON計劃之網站及部落格介紹。並且延續先前22-23日未完成之討論，進行問卷及媒體分析之探討。25-28日為進行學術交流，與各國交換研究方法及心得，並相互討論困難解決。會中與日本、中國大陸及韓國代表交流較頻繁，也討論及是否共同撰寫期刊論文呈現東亞國家對氣候變遷政策因應之異同與發展。
	[image: image3.jpg]



	[image: image4.jpg]




	洪教授簡報台灣研究成果狀況
	洪教授簡報台灣研究成果狀況
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	會議討論狀況
	會議討論狀況


圖1 會議及簡報現況
三、心得與建議
1. 本次與會期間與日本分享媒體網絡分析軟體DNA及網絡分析繪圖軟體NETDRAW之使用心得及困難解決方式，因亞洲國家語言體系組成單字為2 Bytes非歐美體系英文字母之1 Byte，在進行媒體編碼時皆遇到輸出資料亂碼問題，與日本代表分享我國解決之道為將關鍵字、編輯語言更改為英文。
2. COMPON問卷目前以瑞典使用過為草案，其內容以歐美國家使用為基礎擬訂，而因各國土與民情不一，雖已於會議討論內容、題型，但應用於台灣實測時或本土化時仍需要做修改。
3. 本次會議我國研究簡報內容為2007-2008年之媒體分析資料，為求資料完整性及利於比較各國結果，我國研究應加入2009年之報章分析資料。
4. 諸如COMPON之國際合作研究，需要資深教授之構思及其他不同領域教授之通力合作，方能號召各國學研單位一起致力於各國資料之分析，由此次經驗來看，最重要的是研究方法的討論及統一，分析工具及研究方法的搭配，及各自國家研究的投入等，唯有大家通力合作，方能有整體國際觀及比較。
5. 此次問卷調查之執行方式及內容已大致底定，待確認後即可推動，其成果可與媒體分析相互印證，唯一絕佳之研究設計，值得學習。
6. 未來我國仍應繼續加入COMPON研究，持續呈現我國成果，並蒐集了解參與國家之成果，不僅可了解各國不同政策演化及行為者的角色，也是學習跨國學術交流之良機。

四、附錄
附錄一 會議行程
[image: image7.png]COMPARING CLIVATE CHANGE POLICY NETWORKS: 411 OFEN MEKTING
2124 March 2010 | Paris, France

Please note: Finalizing the survey is our firstpriority during his conference. Therefore, this
agenda is subject io change based on how much is accomplished on Monday. Ifthe survey
discussion spills over into Tuesday, media analysis presentations and publication discussion will
be pushed back accordingly, and wrapped up on Wednesday.

SUNDAY, 21 MARen

Participants arriving throughous te day

2:00pm:  Intemational Case discussion
COMPON Suite, Timhotel Montmartre (Room 517)

5:00pm:  DNA andior UCINET assistance (will speak with Philp Leifeld via Skype)
COMPON Suite, Timhotel Montmartre (Room 517)

7:00pm:  Informal group dinner
Meet in COMPON Suite (Room 517); wlldine in Montmarire near hotel





[image: image8.jpg]MONDAY, 22 Make

Conference venue: IDDRI, 56 Rue des Sainis-Péres

8:00am:

8:30am:

Sedsam:

9:00am:

9:30am:

10:00am:

10:300m:
10:45am:

Mect in hotel lobby (0 travel to central Paris (those staying in Montmartre only)
Timhotel Monmartre lobby

Introduction and Welcome

IDDRI Representative Dr, Tancrede Voituriez (in charge of Governance issue)
Jeff Broadbent

Survey overview
Jeff Broadbent
Discussion of key intellectual and theoretical issues the project aims 10 address
(Such as: What conditions strengthen the effect of CC science upon national CC
policy and GHG emissions? What conditions cause better natianal reception of
international CC agencies and negotiations? Role of stakeholder participation.
Role of advocacy coalitions,)
Presctation on Intemational Case, including methodological questions
Anna-Liisa Aunio
Presentations on survey administeation

mily Akerblom, Swedish case
Sun-Jin Yun, Korean case
Break

Discuss and finalize each seetion of the quantitative survey:
= Organizational lists (10 interview and 1o have on survey ls0),
© Domestic organizational lit for each case: how to seleet organizations
for list, how many organizations in list, how many organizations in
each sector (government, NGO, et
© Bach team’s prepared table of number of domestic organizations by
sector (NGO, etc., as defined in guide)
© Which interational (or globally importan regional or national)
organizations 1o include in common national survey. How o include
EU level?
= Organizational stance questions. Do they cover all the relevant issues?
= Network questions. How many and which networks 1o include?
= Event participation questions:
© Domestic political event list and event partcipation questions. How 1o
‘make event list (using main public debates and policy debates/final
outcomes).
© Each tean’s prepared table of domestic public debates and policies
© Intemational politieal eventissue lst and partcipation questions
(Global such as UNFCCC with issues of REDD, CDM, J, targets and
timetables, and financing mechanisms. But we also need to think
about other multi-lateral venues such as EU and also smaller
intermational negotiations)




[image: image9.png]* Organizational resource questions.
Lunch (provided by COMPON)

Continue work to finalize quantitative survey

Break

Continue work to finalize quantitative survey

Adjoum

Meet in Timhotel Montmartre lobby (those staying in Montmartre only)
Group dinner in Montmartre for all Workshop partcipants (dinner paid for by
COMPON but alcoholic drinks will be self-paid)

Le Moulin de la Galette, 83, rue Lepic, Monimartre




[image: image10.jpg]TUESDAY, 23 MAkCH
Conference venue: IDDRI, 56 Rue des Saints-Peres

11:00am:
15am:

Meet in hotel lobby to travel 10 centeal Paris (those staying in Montmartre only)
Timhorel Montmarre lobby.

Welcome and overview of agenda for today (if we did not finish with survey.
design on Monday, we will fnish that Tuesday moming before we start media
analysis resuls)

Jeff Broadbent

Presentation of media analysis results (time limit § minutes for presentation and
discussion of Level I and 2 data figres/tables. If team has Level 3 data, can use:
10 minutes and present one more figure).

1. Sarsh Burridge & Anne Kaduk -~ Preliminary comparative results using Level
1 and 2 data from teams. What kind of additional data do we need from teams
10 proceed further with comparative analysis? Examples of interesting types
of analyses that could be significant in comparative perspective.

2. Sony Pellissery — India Case

3. lrina Shimeleva - Russia Case

4. Jun fin - China Case

5. Myanna Lahsen - Brazil Case

6.

%

8

Dana R. Fisher - US Case

Clare Saunders - UK Case

Philip Vaughter - New Zealand Case.
9. Keiichi Satoh & Tomomi Shinada — Japan Case.
10. 93 Homg & Tze Luen Lin - Taiwan Case
11, Sun-Jin Yun - Korea Case
12. Mareus Carson & Cristofer Edling — Sweden Case
Break
Discussion about preceding presentations: please make suggestions for how

Keam could mprove it analysis conceming such isues as:

» Clrity and standardizaton of table and graph formats

* Clarity on sources of

* Evidence for eliabiliy of coding (inter-eode sl test) % (F

* Moving from statistica findings to use of data to make intellectus arguments
on theorcticallyimportantor publicly-debated important topics and other

Lunch (provided by COMPON)

Discuss preparaton of media analysis aticles for journal submission

* Amalysis of model Climatic Change artcles—style and components

* Whatare the big inellctual questions we should be addressing?

* What data should they nclude?




[image: image11.png]7:30pm:

= What framework for analysis?

= Timeline for finishing first draft and sending t0 Jeff, Sarah and Anne?
= News sharefmethodology

- Dufts

Continue discussion of preparation of media analysis articles

Public presentation for IDDRI community

Jeffrey Broadbent, “Comparing National Responses to Climate Chiange/Global
Warming
Dana R. Fisher, “Understanding US Climate Politics™
Myanna Labsen, “Brazilian Climate C}
Sony Pellissery, “India and the Polites of Climate Change™

Jun Jin, “Climate Change Politics in China

Group dinner near IDDRI for all Workshop participans (dinner paid for by
COMPON but alcaholic drinks will be self-paid)

Bouillon Racine, 3 Rue Racine




[image: image12.png]WEDNESDAY, 24 MARCH
Conference venue: IDDRI, 56 Rue des Sainis-Peres

Meet in hotel lobby to travel to central Paris (those staying in Montmartre orly)
Timhotel Montmarire lobby.
9:00am:  Presentation on COMPON websi
‘Sarah Burridge and Anne Kaduk.
Discuss unfinished business:

= Media analysis publications

= Sunveyfinterview

= Other topies

Break

Continue discussion of unfi

ind blog project

e business
Lunch in central Paris

Continue meeting at IDDRI o adjourn, s per group's wish; informal meetings
Informal group dinner

Meetin hote lobby; wll dine in Monumarsre ear hotel





附錄二 簡報資料

(一) 台灣簡報資料及海報
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(二) 各國簡報資料
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附錄三 國際簡報資料
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On December 9, 2009, negatiscors from 130 counries emerged from 48 hours of non-
stop negotstionsin Copenhagen, Denmark with  weak, nun-binding commitent 1 reduce
areenhouse gas emissins s part of # post-2012 United Nations climate chang greement |
After two years, 1 negoiating sessions, intense media scrutiny., and nternational palitcal
pressure, the “Copenhagen Accord has been ultematively chaacerized as an *important first
tep” on the road fo a future agrecment and a flure in intemationalcooperstion whose.
ramifications are tantamount 1 suicide. I its aermath, a growing backlash movement and
doub about the potentia for any resolution on future commitments have fueled popular debate
about the future of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in
‘paricular, a3 wel as the potential for muliateral action on environmental issuis more generally

I is in this context that investigating the international COMPON case has become ever
‘more significant, both practically as well s theoreicelly, o policy and scholarship on
international envivonmental relations. This paper willprovide an overview of the international
ease, focusing on the bulding blocks and theoretical implications of designing and carrying out
the policy network analysis portion of the case siudy.

Building blocks of the COMPON international case
We are building the international case on three empirical blocks. Each provides a
different view on the ierational and transnational coaliions tha have shaped the outcomes of

the international climate policy process.

1 The st il g bock s IR coweyand s o
organizaions curently ativ i the UN el ncgotiatons. The survey provides a

49 Hinking various inernational actors and lnking inemational sctors t domestic

constitencis. The survey will focus on three key cimate policy domsins targets.

Mw@_ﬂmmw

“The second empircal building block provides a longitudinalperspective on the rocesses
of poliy coalton emergence and dissolution over the history of G climate chrge
neotations. By analyzing country sabmission to the UN chmate ncgotiations, we will
identiy shiflng policy coaliions racethe evoluon of country positions on specific
issues under negaotiation, and asscssther success i shaping il agreements,

3. The third empirical building block sifs foeus ana the frames countris and non-stsie
abservers e o present their negotiating positons i thei satements 1o th high-evel
plenary. By this stage i th ncgoriations, muls o the bergainn and leaming hes
occurred,and heads of naonaldelegasion us thei satements  reafim ther poficy
positons. By analyzing these statemens, we wil be able to assess underlying networks
based on shared frames

" Alhough 192 countiesa ares 0 the UNFCCC, only 130 counies were reresented i he s ovrs of he
2000 pegviting sesion,

everl b o s, nluding esecially L . Presiden Barsc b hfldthe accord st an “iports s
s1ep”tthe meeting. Cric oiced several srong abjectons o o accor, nclding Sudancse negoitor
Lt Stnilas Di-Aping, who shaaceized e aceord a4 Wk pct” 0 compard s pact 1o he
Holocau

Y- pillads = Mitigatio Adaptation,2 Transfer of techrlogy s Fronrial

mecherisns,
%
mplasisl,
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I his synthesis and critique of international relations theory, Risse (2000) challenges the
teaditional juxtaposition of ralist and consiructivist perspectives by proposing “arguing” as
third, prewously undertheorized and empirically unexamined, logic of action in intemational
politics. The two predominant logic, the logie of consequentialism.” and “the logic of
appropriateness” difer primarily o proponents” empasis on power within transnational politcs
a5 fnction of “might” or “right”. While theorists who fivor one model over another provide
ample theatrical space for conflct and cooperation between stats as power-brokers and non-
ovemmental actors as moral entrepreneurs o “win'”,lte fearning is documented on the roud to
resolution. As such, these two diffe distincly from the logic of acguing, wherein both state and
nonstate actors engage in an interpreive dance around contested norms, secking ultimately to
engage in inding the “trth” of the issue at hand. While the logics of conscquentialism and
appropriateness constitte politcal action as & product ofreltively fixed. stabie nterests,
relations or goals, the logic of arguing opens the door 1o conversion, change, and rearientation a5
pert of the process of negotiation

‘With this model, Risse chartsa different course in the investigation of international
relations; one, which we argue, it the current constelation ofactors and instiutions on the
climate change world stage more appropristely. Both relistand constructivist perspectives.
provide potential explanatory power,in this regard, {0 sudies attending to the emergence of new
invernational instittions or agreements wherein palitcal alignments and/or normative sgendas
are clearly defined. These can most reasonably be understood with reference o states o
‘nonstate actors who form alliances across borders and engage in “scale shift” (Tarrow 2005) t0
bring their claims t the intermational arena. Wit the explosion in the number and budgets of
international organizations over the past thirty ears, atention to these questions and
perspectives has been understandably dominant

With the growth of the U.N. system and itsatendant “siructuration’” (Meyer et al. 1997),
however, new challenges and conflics are increasingly confronted within an established set of
institutions.” Not only do these institutions provide an estsbiished normstive framework for
political engagement, they also provide spaces for sates and nonstate sctors 0 encounter one
‘nother in the regufar, routine corridors of intemational conferences and negotiations. 1t i in
these spaces that a third avenue of social action, emphasizing not bargaining or campaigning but
communicative action, becomes possible. This is because, sccording to Risse (2000), hese:
institutions introduce the potental for the creation of a common “lfeworld” a the international
level, masked by a common, acsessible discursive framework, mutual trust and a collective
culture that faciltaes dialogue among and between state snd nonstate actors. Withi this
Iifeworld, while realist and constructivit logies ofastion tll tango with one another, it s the
logic of argumentation and persuasion that can fundamentall reshape the dance. The logic of
argumentation has, however, thus far received scant empirical investigation, pactcularly in
relation 1o ts consequentialit and normative eounterpars

Meyer ta.(1997)argo that rgimes undergn s peiod ofsctration, chrcserized by rapld growth i the
oumbe of neratcas agreements 5 el 5 non-Scvernmentl rganiaios. This growhsows whe
insitions ad orga s reah  rica) s, however,and he rime concl s, Wi rfeance 1
envirnuetal prbles,for exampl, 4 8pid expusion he umber ofeviromeal e consorant with he
o of ranshational crvionmental orgetzaions I llowed b a eiod o consoldaion, el e sues
s adressed itin xistingsretres rher trcugh h ceation of p ones
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Studies of intemational relations constitute and assess the two predominant logics of
social action firs through anaiysis o the political alliances and coalitions that both state and
Ponstate actors form in order (0 propose and pressure for partcular goals, While
consequentialist arguments favor explanations that emphasize the relative power of states and
state-led coalitions reflecting national interests, constructivist approaches demonstrate the role of
advocacy coalitions in popularizing and pressuring for the adoption of new normns (Keek and
Sikkink 1998),

‘With reference to climate change, studies of the international negoriations highiight he
ol of the EU us power-broke in the ratifiation of the Kyoto Protoco s well s the
significance of Canadian political agendas in Canada’s ratification following U.S, defection.
Studies of advocacy caalitions discuss the role that conservative poitical coalitions led by the
US. fossilfuel industry played in successfully blocking U, action on climate change as well a5
roader support for Kyoto (McCright and Dunlap 2003). Other studies argue for the power thar
NGO have o influence states hrough poliical mancusering as well as access o technical
expertise (Betsill and Corell 2008; Corell and Betsill 2001),

In eseh of these logics. political action can be understood by the issues adopted by major
actors,the frames they employ to state the positions on these ssues, and the politcal alliances
they form in the adoption of these posiions. I there support for the logic of rguing as well?
We seck 10 test i and when each of these three logics prevail wihin internations! climae change
politcs first by examining the policy networks of stae and nonstre actors which form around
issues within the intemational framework. The goal of this three-Told

L. We seek to understand the linkages between actors within the intemational negotiations.
Can these be explained by national cireumstances or politcal sgendas? Do new relations
and debates within the international context forge politial new political aliances?

2. We seek to understand the processes of allance and caaliton building in the adoption of
‘and support for poliey positions. When and how do actors sate theit support for other
actors and their proposals? Can alliances be explained by politial bargaining or
campaigoing?

3. We investigate the processes of politcal action withreference to the formation of and
action by policy networks. In this regard, we testa series o hypotheses guided by the
three logics of action linking policy networks 1 actions withis three distnct issue arcas
ofthe negoiations: REDD, targets and timetabies, and financing.

Inorder 10 do 50, we employ a network survey of state and non-state ators i the context ofan
active negotiating session on these ssues.

i block 2: Country submissions (o the UNFCCC pracess
State interest-based amalyses of climate polites idencfy global warming us  classic

tragedy of the commons problem (1968). Individual sttes reap the full benefits of fossil fuel
combustion and deforestition, and the costs o the climate are distributed across the globe and
shifted o future generations. State nterest explanations dresy on a cost-benefit frameswork to
explain why various national delegations acted as lead, supporting. swing, o veto sates in the
intenational climate policy process. A sate’s negotiting position, they argue,is determined by
its abatement costs and its ecological vulnerabiliy (Sprinz and Vashioranta 1993) or by domestic
politis (DeSombre 2000; Porter e al, 2000)




[image: image49.jpg]“This perspective capturesthe broad srokes of the onflcts between the major intrest
roups in climate pofitics. Oberthuee and Ot (1999) describe the carly years of limate poitcs
a5 batle between the “industralzed leader” (the European Union) and the “industralized
Inggards” ( oose coniion of seven countries ncluding Japa,the Unitd Saes, Switzerland,
Canada, Austrlis, Norwsy, and New Zealand), ofen joined by Russi. The EU supparted
itemaricnal regultion o greenhouse gas missions, The US and others opposed binding
commitments. Over e, counriesdefected from the industrilized aggard coalition, and
suffcient numbersratified the Kyoto Protoco,allowing s enry nto foree i 2005. In the
current phase ofth internsionalclimatc change negotatons the EU contines s he
“industiaized eader,” and the US focus has been on domestic climate legislation, tabling
minimal commitments i imernaional fora. The mjor shifhas ben i the ole of China and
ther arge developing couniies Mandatory actions by large developing-couniry emites were
excluded from the negotisions of the UNFCCC and Kyoto Protocol. They were placed on the
negorating agend in delberatons about he post-Kyoto Potoco! elmat architecture.

However, heories of climate politie that foeus n state charactristics or domesti
poltics grore political processes a th inernariona level. Do national delegations lear from
cach ather throughthe intemational negotiaions? Are intematona] negofitions a venue 1o
stablish and enforce norm-guided behavior? O the deals strck a the intemational level
bargains tht reflec underlying hierarchis n economic and mifary power? (Risse 2000) In this
componentofthe projct we anslyze ste pordcpation i the ncematiral climate negotations.
Our specific empirica fous i on couniry submissions 10 the negotiations process. The gaalsof
he analyss ar twoold:

1. We scck to understand paterns in parteipation. Which countieshave been leaders n
submitting proposals and negotating fext? Which ssues haveelicited most submissions?
Have rtes and disributions ofsubmission changed over ime? Can submissions
paitems be explined by naronal-Jevel poliicl r sconomic characteistics?

2. We investgate the politica processes i work in th internatonal climate negotiaions.
Following Risse (2000). who dentife three logics of acial action n nternationsl
politcs(ogic of consequentialism. loic of appropristncss, logie of rguing), we tst
three hypotheses linking couniry sabmissionsto final negotiated treaty texts, i order to
asses the explanatory power o each logic of socislaction.

“The empirical basis for our analysis ace the over 3,000 county submissions o the UNFCCC
process from 1991 10 2009.* Country submissions may take the form of draf negoriating text,
‘verarching proposals laying out a famework for ngotiations, expressions of support for
particular policy or methodological approach, and general technical background. Submissions.
range in length from a single sentence 10 several pages. Country submissions on specific topics
‘may be solicited by the UN Climate Change Secretaria or submined ot the intiative of national
delegations. Submissions may be made by individual countries, proups o couniries greeing on
‘ proposal, or an behalf of negotiating groups, such as the Alljance of Smll Ilaad States
(AOSIS),the Group of 77 and China (G77 end China), and the European Commnity (EC). A
database of country submissions was created based on information avalable through the
‘wwwunfecent website. This paper presents a preliminary analysis of the almost S00 country
Submissions catalogued by the UN Climae Change Secretariat from 1991 10 1997

W thank Jordan Vandenberg o his ascsance i compiling e dbase ofcorry subissions.
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From the initiaion of the climate change negoriations in February of 1991 (0 the
agreement reached ut the Third Confecence of the Partics (COP 3) in Kyoto, Japan, the UN
(Climate Change Sccretaria received 471 country submissions, from 86 countries and negotiating
blocs (Figure 1). Submissions on behalf of the Europesn Community (46) were most numerous.
‘The submissions were made on behlf of the EC by whichever couny held the rotating
European presidency. Intemms of numbers of submissions,the EC was followed by Australia
(28), USA (23), Japun (22),and Canada (203, The majoriy of the 86 countriesnegotiating blocs
made only 1 or 2 submissions.

Mostof the top submitters are counteies/negeriating blocs one might expect to be acive.
participants in the UN negotiations,either due to ther leadership ol (.. EU), and/or theie level
of concen about climste change (i.c. AOSIS, G77) or the adverse effecis of iniermational
greenhouse gos regulations (ic. Australia, Canada, the United States). The two ouliers are
Keny and Uzbekistan, who submitied 11 and 10 contributions, espectively. More broadly.
patterns n the number of submissions by country seem to correlate irectly with levels of per
capita GDP (Figure 2). In contrast there seems t be no clar patten linking the number of
country submissions with countries” annual CO2 emissions (Figure 3).

Another ens by which 0 understand pattemns in country submissions is o exsmine the
topies on which national delegations contributed text. Based on the UN Climate Change.
Secretariaf’sclassification, documents were submilted related 1o fourtcen topics (Figure 4 topics
are listed in chronological order of country submission recelved). ‘The fist et of country
submissions rlated to the development of framework convention on climate change, Ancther
ey submission topic was the program of actvities implement jointly, which was the precursor o
boh Joint Implementation and the Clean Development Mechurism, Docaments rlated to the
implementation of the Berlin Mandate were most numerous. The Berlin Mandate was the
outcome of the COP negotistions in 1995, created the Adhoe Group on the Berlin Mandate
(AGBM), and set the agenda for the AGBM negotations which resulted i the Kyoto Protocol.
Other opics generating & significant number of submissions ineluded proposals elsied to
UNFCCC aricle 4.2, which requires the COP to assess the adequacy of commitments under the
‘comvention, the financial mechanisr associated with the UNFCCC, eriteia for differentiating.
between counirics relative o the assignmen of reduction targets under the Kyoto Protocal, and
the role of reenhouse gas sinks inthe Kyoto framework.

Next steps inresearch acivites

The trends in country submissions described above are intended 1 provide & sense of the
data that is being coflected. Next steps willinclude extending the database of country
submissions o include the period from 1998 to 2009. Moreaver, submissions il be further
coded by topic and subtopic. This coding wil allow us to dentify shifting policy coaliions at
the intemational level throughout the course of the negoiations and to assess their success in
influencing the ine! texts agreed up at various COPs.

Building block 3: Country and non-state observer statements
While bargaining snalyses of polities typically acknowledge Machisvelf's observation
that state action requires the cast of vitue, authority ultimately rests on arms and povr. With
the normative tum in interational efations theory, however, that constittes ideas with political
weight. In this regard.these theories highlight the central role that framing plays i bringing.
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[image: image51.jpg]fssues 10 the fore as well s Jusifying and ralling supportfor polticalagendas. Constuctivists,
in particular, have shed lght on the signficant ol of orms and issue-defnton n the
anculstion and success of nemtional sgreements. Studieson limate change poltics discuss
the rol that rames play n bringing certain ssues 0 the fore s wel s parlaying poltial
support for states ornonstate atorspolicy posiions. ENGOS, in Corell and Betsl's (2001)
study of the climte changs negoriaions, shaped the debste on carbon maskets by framing
Russian “hot air’—a term which continues t impect debaiesover emissions trading. Within
nationl poltcs, much attetion o Framing climate change und s subjectof scienific consensus
or controversy has been examined wih reference 1o the U.S. medis coverage o the isue and
demonstates therole tha the slentific conteoversy frame has played i politial autcomes
(Anilla 2005), Can frames hit th debateat e internationa! level? More mportntly, can
staes and non-sate bservers engage n frame bridging and transformation i the process of
Ieaming from one another?

I the third and final “bailding block” of this analsis, we considr he frames mployed by
ovemments and non-state observers make o ariculate ther polical agendas. While framing
analyses have typiclly focused on faming by pliial actors s commaneated by the medis
however, we wm 10 the actors themselves wiin he negorations. We do so by ocusing on the
high-level segment of COP sssions

‘Within th estalished framework of the UNFCCC, the Convention Secretariat converes
one COP negotiating session per year 0 keep imernational efforts o address climat change “on
rack”. I the event of boththe Kyoto Protoeol and the negotiation of postKyoto commitmens,
however, the COP established ad-hoe Working aroup sssions i arder o provide ample time and
space for counties o negotite  new. supplemental intematonsl sgreeent o the Convenion
1o bothof these cases-—th regular negoriaing sessionsas el asad-o working group
sossions—specia high-Jevel segments invite parics and nonsste actors o offcally address the
coP.

Statements made at the high-level segment of the UNFCCC negoriating sessions are for
major actors, including countris, country groupings, integovernmental organizations (1GOS)
and non-govermmental organizations (NGOs), 1o present offcial policy statements on the range.
of debates relating to ongoing ngotiations. These statements re recorded as an ofTicis]
“intervention” within the plenary session and, as such, best represent the public policy
preferences of these actors.

these statements are usully limited to three-minutes and are delivered by
n i the final two days of the COP negotiating session. While govemmental
delegations meet in both offcial plenary and contactegroup sessions in the time leading up to the
high-level segment, much ofthis work is undertaken in arder to settle issues and lay the
foundation for the major issues debated and decided in the final few days. Ministers or, in the
case of Copenhagen. heads of stat, arive 1o not only o try and seitle issies, but also address the
plenary as the ntemational representaive of their govemment’s o organization’s position. As
such, whil official submissions represent detailed poliy proposals on the major ssues and the
sessions themselves allow for formal and informal negotation of these proposals, the high-level
statements proyide insight nto the most saient issues taken up at the session, how they are
framed and how political alliances have erystalized around partculsr proposals. The gaals of
his analysis are fwo-fold




[image: image52.jpg]1. We seek 1o understand which issues are introduced and addessed within he high-level
segment. With limited time to sddress the plenary, delegations must decide which issues
are best served by an offcial policy statement. Which isues are most prominent? Can
the range of issues discussed be explained by national-leel politcal o econ
characteristis?

2. We scek to understand the poliical processes of framing withi international level
negoriating. How do statc and nonstate actors frame their positions? Do these frames.
change over time and/or do actors sdopt, bridge or ransform existng frames shen
artculating their positions on major issues? Do certain frames “win® over others?

“The bases for this analysis are the statements st the high-Jevel segments of the COP
negotiating sessions from the adoption of the Bali Action Plan o present. With Bali tre COP
esiablished an agenda 1o guide the process of aiculating and negoriating new future
commitments under the Convention, With the mst recent conference in Copenbagen, Denmark,
countries and nonstate actors havye porticipated n a total of 11 regular and special negoriating
sessions on the future framevwork. Through an analysis of the webcast high-level satements,
shftsin the issues, frames and allances articulsted by governmental and non-governmental
represenatives provide insight into whether and how the three logics of action operate within
inernational negotiations.
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[image: image53.jpg]Figure 1: # of submissions by country/negotiating bloc (1991-1997)
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附錄四 COMPON問卷
[image: image56.jpg]‘SOCIAL ORGANIZATION OF
NATIONAL AND INTERNATIONAL
CLIMATE CHANGE POLICY DOMAINS
Version 3-13-10 for discussion at Paris Worksho
(with notes on Swedish version)
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As mentionedinour eter andorour discussion over the tlephone, his rescarch project s studying the positions and
actvities of organizations concerming the issue of global clmate change and lobal warming. There are many
iffrent opnions about this subject, We wouldlke o tak with you oday about he posiions and acivtis of (ORG
NAME) concerming thes issues. Besause interviews are being caried out with many organizations, we will follow
an nterview guide {0 make sure we cover allthe questions. The name of the respondent will be kept confidential
Note: GCC refer to Global Climate Change. GHG refes o gresnhouse gasses-—<arbon dioxide, methane and other
asss that cause the atmosphere 1o reain heal

S First quostion set. “Organizational porceptions of climate change”. (Same as Table Q4 Basic issues.
below). _Aftr the 8 question set, the Swedish survey asks Is there anything else you would like to say
about this?”

5: Sacond question set: "Organizational activites on climate change” (same a5 Table Q8 bolow)

Organizational Effort

Question 1. Organizations diffrin heir amount ofcffort on differct ssues and themes, Pleae look at the Table for
Qustion 1 This s a st of different ssue concerns in broad catcgorie. Plase indicat the amoun ofefortyour
onpanization typicaly devot o coch theme, using the six response categoris o the right

TABLE Q1. ORGANIZATIONAL EFFORT - LARGE THEMES

Please indicate the amount of effort your organization typleally devotes o each theme
using the six response categories tothe right.

e i N
T Adapiaion and Vulnersbiliy to Fifocs of Climate Change T 33w s
2 Emissions Reductions: o [t [z [ [+ |5

(polites, tmetable, argets and mechantsms for recuction of
reenhouse gas [GHG] emsions)

3 Encrgy and Technology: I EE P N
(conservation and energy use,alternative energy)
" Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestny: N DN EEEE B

(protection of forests and oceans as arbon sinks,
agricultural sewrces of GHG)

5. Climate Science Research CH E 2 EO O
vesearch on causes, efecs and monitoring of cimate change)

6. Social Science Rescarch rlaed 1o climale change: DN DN ENEE OB
wcblic opinion, policy processes securi ssues, economics, et

7. Internatonsl Regional Governance and Policy- O O R EN OB

(design,legistie, organization & enactment o infernational
GCC related agreements and polcies, Le. enisions irading)

& Business Policies, Management and Production Design: I EN P E O O
efectof national cime poicies on bisiness, energy-effciens
business operations)

9. Financial Mechanismos Tor 61063 carbon reduction CI F PR ER
(ereation ofspectal fund and situtons for s purpese)

10. Education, Training and Awareness: (preparing and sgplng |0 |1 [2 |3 |4 |5
information, postiion papers,testimony; curricubuns, advertsing)

11, Trade and Tramsport TN O 2 R R

Compon Survey 2 4222000



[image: image58.jpg](ffct of irade and iransport on global cimaie change)

12. Other environmental issuss notdirctly elated to climate [ I A E O
change and enerey (tovic waste pesticides soil rasion, fc.)

13. Nom-environmental issucs N OB OB
(national securiy. energy securis, cconomic grovwtdevelopment)

14. Economic development of poor countries: (efect of limate| 0| 1
change, international economic and foreign aid)

13. Other F N Y

Question 2. Which theme in Table 1 doss your onganizaton know the most about?
[ALSO WRITE IN Q. X BELOW]

Question 3. What percentage ofts toal work docs (ORG NAME) devote specificall 1o limate change relted
sues? o

: Fiare the Swedish survey asks about Organizational Policy Positions concerning Swedish CC

policies (same as Tabls Q5 below)

S: Next the Swedish survey asks about networks (similar to Questions 7 to 18 below)
Question 4. Next we wani fotalk about th stance of (ORG NAME) on impertant internationa ssues regarding
lobal limate change. In Table 3, thee issues re siated in a one-sded manner (o allow agreement o disagreemen.
Please circle the number that bes reflcts the evel of agreement disagreement of (ORG NAME)'s typicl policy
stance with the ssue asstated (from Highly Agree to Highly Disagree).  NOTE: These response categories differ
from the previous ones.

Question: shouid the answer calumn contain a “don't know answer option?

TABLE Q4. ORGANIZATIONAL STANCE ON GLOBAL/COMMON ISSUES

Sy | Gosges | Rewiar | Ages | gy
D Agee

0 Bsic Tsies

Atrend towards giobal livate change does it exst 1 2 ER S

‘Global clmate crange fs caused pimarly by raturalyees suchas | 1 2 RN O

sunspots not burman aciivy

“Global climate change s prarly caused by Fumans podusng |1 z RN CR

greerhouse gasses

‘Global clmate changs vl be more bersfoa! T Gamegngto | 1 72 ERN CI

ruman socety

it unchecked, Gobal Gimate cParge il cause reasry | 7 g T [@ |5

disaster to human beings

flft unchecked, global lmate crange i ncreasigy destioy | 1 7 RN CR

other speces of e,

Other ssues are more imporiart than dealing wih Gobal dmate | 1 2 RN CI

change (daveloprment, secuty, stabilty_ competivenes elc

it unchecked, ciobal clmate change wil everdually desiroy e | 1 7 RN CI )

possibity of human ife on earth

It s alteady fo0 fate to sow down lmate change

‘God will prevert dangerous change in he cimate. 15111 S0,

1 Adaptation and Vulnerabiity

Helping vulnerable couriries acaps 1 e Gamages causedby | 1 z N ER

clmate change shoui take priory over reccing GHG emssions.

Not: Swedish survey poved ths uestion n a newiral way 7 T I

Which should ake prioity for developing counties: reducing | GHG adapt

GHG caissions or hlping vulnerable couttries adapt o the

damage caused by climate change? whichis best?

Compon Survey 3 4222000
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[image: image60.jpg]Table Q4 (continued) B e Ll e
Ao

5. Scienific Research (natural, social, monitoring)

‘Giimte change science f il oo Urvelabie o be 3 Eass for polcy N [ N

‘O nations (< vecie) clmate change sciertsts have 1 2[5 |4 |5

strong pubi credbit

‘Science i the best and final auiborty on climate chenge

. International Regional Governance and Policy

GG recuciion s promoted by Gevelaped courdes norderTo | 1 T 5 |7 |5

hamper the growth ofless developed courlries.

Tnternatonl imate change negotalions manly Sarve T erests | T 7[5 (7[5

ol the developed courtres.

nsteal of spancing money T reduce GG amissors, Twouabe | 7 R R P

oetter o furd ecuoation and heatth i ceveloping counris

Disastersfrom cimate change wil serously hamper e efors of | 1 7 |5 |4 |5

geveloping counttes o grow and attin prosperty

Even f they gel il 2 fof Gean development moeT 7 I R T

Goveloping couniries are oo ootruptto properly use the uncs.

Internatonal organizstons G not Udersiand the parlcur oImaie | 7 7 |5 |7 |5

change needs and croumsianoes of my country

‘Gounires Should work kwards & comon per Capa GG T T 5 |7 |5

emissions target (contracton and convergerce)

"Any post-Kyclo ntrrajonal GO agreement needs 1 lude ALL | 1 T 5 |75

major emiters

Developed couneies ShoU ke mUmTaIeral (WPEC. oz clmaie | 1 I I P

change agreements outside the giobal UNFCCGiKyoto frameworc

‘A major cause ofcimate change Is the extracion of resousces fom | 1 7 |5 |7 |5

Geveloping couriries by developed courtres. (1011 Swedich

"ON GOP rtermational regotafions about ciate change Wil never

reah an effctive agroement _ (not in Sweclsh survey!

7. NationalLocal Organizational Governance and Policy

O (S| gavermemert pufs 100 much ffort Tt reducing GHG | 1 7 |5 |7 |5

‘Goverments shou set separate GHG reauchon targets for szon | 1 7[5 |4 |5

Incstrial sector

‘Goverments can stabilze erissions by awiang v ermssors | 1 7[5 [4 |5

reductons into manageatle wedpes

Natoral energy securty s more imporiant ian 1835 7 7 |5 7[5

areenhose gas emssons.

in our courlry (Sv/=der). bg business s e major obstace o | 1 7[5 |4 |5

reducing GHG emissions

I our nallon (=<1, ax govermmert enforcement o awe & 1he | T 7 |5 |4 |5

ajor absiacie o reducing GHG emissions

n1our ourty (Swveden), lack of pubic concerm & e rajor obstacie | T 2[5 [4 |5

10 reducing GHG emissions

'GHG emission recuction by business shouid be valuary. ot |1 7[5 |4 |5

mandated by law.

‘Emission ading s st a sohere 1o 18l companes el Tore GG |1 7 |5 [a |5

(Swec=r] Government shoul set Up @ common emissions 1 T 5 (7 |5

reducton system for all businesses sa as o cstribute the burden

equaly

My organizaton acoepts resporsibiy for reding GO0 ] 7 5 a5

4y organ zaton nas grealy reduced s greenouse ges SmEsIors | 1 2 5 i s

Goropeninedace cimate change, nations wil e o ke large. | 1 I T T

cus in miitary expenditures, (Not in Swedsh sirv




[image: image61.jpg]Table Q4 (continued)

Sy
Beagre

e

S

Agee

G rtion (5727 Should make s own lmate Ghange poikies
5nd standards rather than relying on inferratioral souces

‘Counires should cogperate on crealing 3 gobal arbon markel

Voluntary scfion on GGG s more effectve than government uis.

Oty srong povernment requstion wil educe GHG ermissions

‘Sus nesses carmot be tLsted o requiate herr own GHG emissions

"The responsioity for educing GHG emissions les Wit the publc
(Not n Swedsh survey

The governmert i resporsioe fo bringing about natoral
reductons in GHG emissions _ (1t in Swectsh ey

8 Financial Mechanisms for global carbon reduction

'CDM projets need fo be oxpanded and sirplied

“The GOM wil never work properly

Developed couriries should transfer FUge funde To Geveloaing
counties o help them reduce their GHG emissions

9. Education, Training and Awarcness

‘Sucoessul GHG emissions reductons and foresTy protections Ge
orimary upon pubi awareness and support

‘Reducing emissions dzpends upan sysiemc ATaVSIGN oT
opportunites and aciies by governmet, not o corservation
effors by indvigals

10. Trade and Transport

Reucton of ransport energy Use i Grucal o lowering GHG ermss]

o minimize ransportenergy. people shoid make, buy and sell
as localy as possile.

ifmy courtry recuces GG emissions, Wil Fmpose an urfal
disacvartage on our businesses n nfemationl race.
{Notn Swecish survey)

1. Environmental but non-climate change isies— (o3is, etc

‘Ot envronmenial fssues sre more important then oimate chang:

12. Non-environmental ssues

Other poicy ssues deserve more aferion fhan Gimate SHaNge

ndicate viih ones )

Compon Survey 7
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[image: image62.jpg]Question 5. Next we want o talk shout the importan sarional climate change issues facing (ORG NAME). The
“Table for Question  below states issucs in  one-sided manner (0 allo forsgreement disagreement, Plase circl the
‘number hat best reflcets the typical policy stance of (ORG NAME) on the issue as staed (from Highly Agree fo
Highly Disagree).

TABLE Q5. ORGANIZATIONAL POLICY POSITIONS - NATIONAL ISSUES

SWEDEN Sy [Oasges [ News [ Ao | Sy
T The FU Ermission Trading Scheme can provide s good | 1 B EOEE
stem for reducing Swedish GHG emissions
2 Sweden's carbon tax has becn an ffective tool i cuting | 1 i NG
national missions
3 Voluntary reduction by Swedioh industies s the best | 1 B OEE
way 0 cut back GHG emissions
T Sweden should stop supporting T cxpanded EU target | 1 P E PO
Timit o 30% reduction of GHG emissions (nsiead of 20%
2020,
5. The Swedish government should expand fancial T 2 OB
subsidics for developing sustainable non-noclear cnergy.
‘Sweden should ain fowards fossl-free energy T B OEEB
eoduction
T £ DR ERNE
B Sweden should ske bold global leadersip by desply | 1 2 s
reducing it own preenhouse as emissions
5 Green investments and CDM should be cligibl for 3| 1 B T[T s
13 of Sweden's redustions
T0. Swedish nuelear power Should be updated and expanded | 1 T B OEE
5.0 means of cuting GHG emissions
TL Sustainable sources ofenergy (ydro, wind, solar, waves| 1 7 E EEE
eothermal) could realsically provide of
Sweden's energy needs by 2020
T2 Engaemen from USA is cssental for Copenbagen ta_ | 1 B EOEE
et in  global agrecment with cffcive commitments
T3 Engagement from China s essential for Copenhagen o | 1 7 B OEE
el in a globsl aprecment with ffectve commitments
T4 Other: Specify: T g I CE

Compon Survey 3 4222000



[image: image63.jpg]Organizational Activities

Question 6. Please look at Table for Question & below. This s st of onganizational actvites. Regarding climate
Ghange, please indicate how much effot your organization devolcs o cach fype of activity, using he i response
Categories 0 the right.

TABLE Q6. ORGANIZATIONAL ACTIVITIES ON CLIMATE CHANGE

Nore [ Ve [l [ %6 [ v [ vy
e e N

T Advocaey TN T N I

2 Fund-raising TN N P N I

3 Networking o 2 3 s[5

3 Publicaions TN N R ER E £

5. Project implementation T R R N N £

6. Research TR T R N N 3

7_Government policy formation TR T R EN N

3 Government policy implementaion TR T R N N

5. Busingss poliy formation [N T I N R

10. Business policy implemeniation

11 Changing public swareness and behavior TR N R N I

12 Provide discussion forum o 2[5 [

13. Other (Speeily: )

Networks among Organizations

We need fodecide which networt questions o use i the common survey. Our decision shouldbe based
on thetheorefical crieria —-uhich types of networks most affct  case’sreactons o climate charge?
Thers willbe thecreticaldebate about tis an also cross:case variation. We need o tink about both
aspects. Previous policy network surveys have only used e networks ot counting the “especially
ifluentiar queston, The five network s include receive information, send information, receive public
politcal support, long-term mutual aid relationship, and send workers to help another organization). The
Compon survey wil b innovativeinusing more than five network questions. The Swedish survey i using
nine network questions (notcounting the especiall influential question). Here we have lsted a fotalof
thireen network questons. Each has ts oun theoretical ratonale, ity explained i ed. The basic idea
I that th effectve power structures ofdiferent societies and cases will be combinations of iferent
nefworks in different weights.

‘For cach network question, the respondent will answer by checking by the relevant organizational partners from a list
ofdomesti and nmarional oganzatons

Aemre et e moch tcmbiom B v oS st v o s el o o v b it
it rgaiztions i the It and o, and e etk quesons (b vanbe) 3 column headers along 1 .
The Swadih survey uses the lsttor method.

Compon Survey 9 4222000



[image: image64.jpg]Question 7. Plase indicat those organizations that stand out a expecially influential n nationl climate change
politics by puting check afte the crganizational names. (USED IN PREVIOUS POLICY NETWORK SURVEYS.
SUCH AS LABOR SURVEY) Providos a measure of “porcolved influenca’ in the politcal system which
provides one kind of measure of the poltical importance of an actor and a network (sometimes a coalition)
of actors,

Question 8. Picasc puta check by al the organizations or by the individual category from which your organization
gets expert scientfc information about climate change. (JSED N PREVIOUS POLICY NETWORK.
SURVEYS SUCH AS LABOR SURVEY BUT NOT WITH INDIVIDUAL CATEGORY) Provides a measure
of the sources of expert scientifc information for a given organization, as defined by that organization
(could be "contrarian' sources. With individual names, also allows us o se the fole of individual scientists
as important knowledge brokers).
(Name up o 3 individual scintiss

‘Question 9. Please put a chesk by all th organizations or by the ndividul category to which your organization gives
expert scientific information about climate change. (USED 1] PREVIOUS POLICY NETWORK SURVEYS
‘SUCH AS LABOR SURVEY) Provides a double check on the flow of expet scientiic nformation. If both
sides to the exchange check it of, that incroases the validity of the data. Together, both measures reveal
one-way versus reciprocal flows of information as wellas the role of brokers in the whole network

Question 10. Sometines one organization gives supporton a policy issue o help another organization, even though
e issus sl mportance fortself. When called upon, the second organization also supplie siilac supportin
retum, This mutual support s on for a long time. Please put a check by the organizations with which your
organization hs such a long-term mutual support reationship. (USED |N PREVIOUS POLICY NETWORK
SURVEYS SUCH AS LABOR SURVEY) Provides a measure of the embeddedness of organizations
within webs of mutual aid obligation over time. In the labor policy network study, this network was very
strong in Japan but very weak in the US and Germany, revealing important difierences abou the social
organization of thei polies.

Question 1. Often an organization needs 1 explain t the publc it reasons forsupportng a paricular poliy. In

hese case, aving other organizations also publicly state thei agreement with the stance can be vy importan.
Regarding climate change policies, please puta check by the organizations on List Q11 from which (ORG NANME)

Compon Survey 10 w2200



[image: image65.jpg]has received such public supportinthe past. (USED IN PREVIOUS POLICY NETWORK SURVEYS SUCH
AS LABOR SURVEY, BUT NOT USED IN| SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY). When one organization
‘makes a public declaration of political support for another organization, fegarding some politcal contention,
that requires considerable expenditure of poltical capital or capaciy. Such support networks indicate the.
flow of scarce poltical resources and therefore indicate the existence of poliical coaliions.

‘Question 12. Please check the organizations (on List Q12) with which (ORG NANE) negoriates about policy
posisons related to climate change in this wa

(Even though two organizations do not agree in their ideal policy
prference,with some parters they ca il negotae nd find 3 munialy acceptable polcy proposal that they can
‘both support). Ina polity o political system, the capacity to negotiate means that two organizations basically
agree uponthe rules of the poliical game" and are wiling 1o give up some goalsinorder o obtan others.
“This ind of pragmatism il play an important rola in hlping a poltical system reach agreements and
‘make policies, as opposed to being deadlocked between two completely opposed factions.

Question 13: (On List Q13) plesse put a check by allthe organizatons or the individual category that provide (ORG.
NAME) with reliable advice about poiey measures related 1o climate change. (Sometimes an organization may
ot kaowe what polcy measures {0 support 0 address that ssue. In that cas, hey
seck advice ffom other trusted organizations or individuals). Networks of policy advice help define how groups
of organizations decido upon their immediate poltical positions. This network will help reveal the central
Sources of policies used to respond to ciimate change in a given polty or political system.

have concem aboutanissue but

Question 14: Organiations offn ke o communicate wi
understanding and dealing with ssues. On List Q14 please put a heck by all rganizations widh which (ORG NAME)
shares a common understanding of climate change and what o do aboutit. Shafing 2 common understaning
indicates that the organizations are members of the common ideology o field of ideas. This netvork wil
hlp us define the kinds of ideas that are dominant in a saciety as well as the carrers of thess ideas.

other organizations thatshare the same way of

Question 1: On List QIS plesse put check by il oganizations that have  significant inflence aver the
anganizarional stance of (ORG NAM) relted 1o cimate change. (Sometmes nc oranizaion has 3 detemining
degres of influence overthe policy positions taken by another orgnizaton). Power and influence n a polty or
poitical system can work through diferent kinds of relaionships. Ths measure of direct
(inter-organizatioinal) influences will indicate one type of power network in society and will help define how

coalions form and decisions are made around climate change palicy.

Compon Survey n w2200



[image: image66.jpg]‘Question 16: Sometimes one orzanization is subordinate o higher organiation or ffice and must ollow s
dinectives. Please puta check by al onganizations that give (ORG NAME) directives concerning i posiion on
and actions about limate change. (NOT USED IN SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY), Bureaucratic hierarchies.
pass orders down the hierarchy. In studying the formation of power in a society from the policy network
perspective, itis important to know i organizations are making decisions independsnly or are controlled
by some other organization. This question indicates the strongest kind of extornal control, being subject to
direct orders.

Question 17: Sometines informal discussion st relaxed social gatherings with mermbers of another organization wil
help achieve better cooperation on an issue. Conserning climate change palicy, please put acheck by all
organizations On List Q16 with which (ORG NANE) often informally socializes in this way. (NOT USED I
SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY). Actual policy decisions are often made through informal conversations
‘among powerful people at social gatherings. This network aims to give us some measure of these
relationships.

Question 18: Often one orgarization willtke the lad in organizing a political llance to push fo a certin poliy.
Concerning climatc change, please put a check by all orpanizations an List Q17 that provide such leadership for
(ORGNAME). Leaders sometimes introduice new ideas and mobilize enough politcal support to bring
‘about changes in policy or social behavior.

Question 19: Please check offall crganizations that provide or organie stakcholder forums where your
organization can meaningfully diseussthe seriousness ofclimate change and what 1o do about it with other
onganiarions holding dfferent poinss ofview. Tis can be an apen forumm inthe society o e
by a govemment agency. One of the main Compon hypotheses comes from the eliberative democracy

forum provided

dea that rational communication among groups iterested in an issue can sometimes produce
agreements and collective action to solve the problem in ways that serve the public good. This question
dentiies the existence and members of such forums in society so that we can examine thei effect upon
agreement

‘ound the need for action and effectiveness of acton on climate change

Question 20: Sometimes the govemment or another organization will ask expert to prtc

an advisary.
‘ouncil 0 advise it on poicy mattrs. Please check ol organizations that have such adbisory councils o climate
change related policyin which (ORG NAME)is a partcipant. - (NOT USED N SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY).

Compon Survey 2 4222000



[image: image67.jpg]Another important form of group communication s the goverment advisory councl. But such councis are
wsually diflerent from stakeholder forums becauss the governments pick those experts whose advice they
want to hear, But such forums can also affect the flow of scientifc knowledge as well as the generation of
agreement around climate change issues,

Climate Change Policy Formation Processes

National level Events (hypothetical US Examples)

Question 21: Now I would ke t ssk you some questions about climate change policy proposals being discussed in
Couniry Name> these days. These proposals may have becn acceptcd and adopted recently, orthey may sill be
umder discussion. Please read trough this eniir it and check off the policies r policy proposals in which (ORG
'NAME) has had any inerest, (NGT USED IN SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY),

Check | No | Event Debate Decision Content
Period or
Desision
Date
T | Adoption of Cap and Trade | On-going | Proposal 10 adopta formal
cap and trade system 0
reduce carbon emissions in
major industial secors

2| Subsidy for consumer Miay, 2009 | Consumers gct 30% tax
purchase of eneray-saving or deduction on the costof
altemaive energy devices for installing such devices in
the home their homes,

T Eaironmental Ageny can | May, 2009 | EPA gains legal power o
regulate CO2 s polutant force larpe CO? emiting

coal burming power plants
1o reduc their CO2

T Tncrease in roquired fuel Tanuary 2010 | Average CAFE sindards
effciency for automobiles requited 0 tise from 24 0
sold o large corporate flcts 30 mpg by 2012
(CAVE sndards)

5| Creation of new Ofice of | Omgoing | Create OCC 0 oversee and
Climate Change in federsl integrate all government
sovernment efforts t0 seduce nationsl

carbon cmisions and wark.
with inermational
agreements

Compon Survey 5 4222000



[image: image68.jpg]Vouhave ident

vents,

For each cvent chesked, lease il ou a separate Event Answer Sheet as indicated.

NATIONAL POLICY FORMATION PROCESSES

1. With regard to National Evernt number___, please CIRCLE hiow much nferet yous organization had n this

policy formation process

5.Very Stuong [ 4.5tong | 3 Moderate | 2tle ey Title [ 0None

3 Thinking bach t e beginning of (7 cvent, 40 Your orgari7tion ry n some way (o lluence the oulcome
of this policy decision”

1. Yes
2N

3 Whatwas your organization' posiion on his svei (1 OUIEome 3 stated i e Survey)? Was for r gast.
this outcome?

1. For
2 Against
3. Bothfor and against (IF VOLUNTEERED)

3 Which ofthe following ativitis didyour organization underiake 1o iy o milucnce the outsome of s svent?
Please put acheck by all that apply.

1 Formal tesimony a1 1¢piaive commiliee hearings

2 Formal prtcipation in legal procecdings at cours

3 Send a representative to a imvestisaory commission of govermment

"I Send a representaive o an advisory council of government

5. Infomal contacts with government offcials (tcephone, meeting. e

- Informal contacts with the poliical party or patics in power

7 Informal contacts with politial paty or pates notin power.

& Use an influenial prson (0 epresentyourinlerest to zovernment offcils o paries,

9. Help prepare gisltion For a party or govermment offce

10, Provide spesilized technical dota o a party or government offce

1. Send a representtive 0 council of many *stakcholders” o discuss (he s,

12. Send information o the mass media 1o publiciz your oraanization’s opion sboul e st

13- Hold a meeting for mass medi reporters to publicize your organi ztion's opinon.

13 Mobilize vour mermbers o cal o send fters o cmais o politiians or ofcils.

15 Buy advertising to publicize vour organization's position on the isuc

16. Hold mass mesiings o mobilize the gencral publc abou th s

17. Holdstest demonstrtions and othes publi sctions (o publiize the s

15 Condct non-violent “disest acton such a st-ins on the ssue

19 Foum coaliions will other groups.

20, Other ( )

21. Do not know.

22 Gueston ot approprae for s orgnizaion

B
I (ORG NAME) worked with ohers n a coaiton on tisissue, with which organizations did you form
canlition to work together to reach the desired outcome? Please wite arganizaton names n the i belo:

Compon Survey i 4222000



[image: image69.jpg]6. Given your organization's objetives in this even, would you say that (ORG NAME) achieved

5. all ofts bjectives

3. most

3. sbout alr

2 afew

1 none

International Climate Change Policy Formation Processes
Question 22: Now I would like (0 ask you some questions about policy proposals being discussed i current
international climatc change poicy negotiations a part o the emerging post-Kyoto regime. Below we st several
policy areas nd proposals cureenly under discussion inintortionsl forums (Hali in 12-2007, etc). Please read
hrough this lis and check.off the intemmationa policy issues in which (ORG NAME) has any interest, (50T USED.
IN SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY).

Check | Topies Discussion Place | Discussion Content

REDD Reducing
Emissions from
Deforesation and
Forest
Degradation in
Developing.
Countris

Targets &
Timetables

Enery

Financial
Mechanisms

Youhave identificd __ events.

For each event checked, please fil out a separate International Event Answer Sheet

Compon Survey is 4222000



[image: image70.jpg]INTERNATIONAL POLICY FORMATION ACTIVITIES

1. Wilh regard to National Event number ___, please CIRCLE how much interet yous organization had n his
event

5Very Suong | +Swone | 3Moderate | 2.Lite Ve Litle | 0None

" Thinking back 1t beginning of (15 cvent, 0 Yaur organizaion 0 in some way [0 uence the ouicome

of this poliy decision?
1. Yes
2 No

3 Whatwas your rganizaton’s position on s svent (e outcoms as sated 1 e sarvey)? Was for or sgaint.
1. For
2 Against

3. Both for and against (IF VOLUNTEERED)

WHSh of the following activities did your organization undertake 1 1y (0 nlluence th outcoms of (s event?
Please pot acheck by al that spply.

Which of th following activitis did vour organi7ation underiake o iry fo influcnce the outcome of s cvent”

Tormal satement at UNFCCC plensry session.

Formal prtiipation on your government's delegafion Sond Fepreseniaie

Tormal participation on anoiher government's delogation,

ot side event on isue at UNFCCC sessions.

Establish booth at UNFCCC sessions

Formal meeting Wil your govermment's Gelcgaiion

Fomal mecting with another govermment's delegation

Formal mecting with UNFCCC President

Informal contacts with your govemment’s burcausratc offcals.

Informal contacts with political paties” offcal.

Informal contacts with opposition patcs-

Help propare draf-ext

Help cirslate drafl-text.

Provide specialzed techrical daa 10 your government

Provide specializd teshnical dat to snother government

Tisue report on ssue with recommendations.

Use influenial person o represent vour posiion o iterests o govermments

Tssuc statement on your postion.

Send information t0 the mass medi (o publicize your organizalion's opinion on the issue.

Hiold 3 pres conference with mass media to publiize your opnion.

‘Mobilize your members o cal o send lefiersto poliicians or offiials

Buy advertising 1o publicize organization’s position on (e isse

Hold mass meetings to mobilize the publc.

Hold stoet demonstrations and other public 3cRons o pUbicze T e,

‘Condust non-vielent direc acion on th issc

Form coalitions with othe groups.
Other )
Do not know.

‘Question not appropriate for his organizaton.
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[image: image71.jpg]TT(ORG NAME) worked wilh ofhers i 2 soaltion on s fssue, with whish organizations did you form 3
coalition o work togeiher o reach the desired outcome? Please writc organization names i the space below:

. Given your organization's objecives in this event, would you s2y that (ORG NAME) achieved

5.l of its objecives

4. most

5. about halr

2afew

1none

ORGANIZATION INFORMATION

‘These questions provide information about the resources of an organization that can be
important in determining ts poitical power.

Question 23: How many people (ull ime equivalents) docs (ORG NAME) employ?

(IF A VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATION, ASK)
How many individuals o organizations are members of (ORG NAME)?

Q.24 Mostorgarizatons have somcons who s rsponsibl forits delings with the national govermment and with
other organizations aboutnational policy matiers tha affet he organization. Who i the principal prson responsible
forthis acivity at (ORG NAME) and what i his or her tile?

Q.25 Does (ORG NAME) have any staff memibers whose regulartasks involve monitoring the national political
scene about all kinds of national policy ssues of inerest

Y(GOTOQ.13)
2 No(GOTO Q. 24)

Q. 26 How many full-time equivalent saff mermbers do this? (1o half time staf equal one fullfime saff, et
FTEs

Q.27 Mors specifially, how many full-time equivalent staff members moritorthe natonal politcal scene about

national limate changs paicy issues?
FIEs

Compon Survey 7 4222000



[image: image72.jpg]Q. 28 Docs (ORG NAVE) have any stafl members whose principal esponsibility i to gaher systematc technical
data such as estimatos of limate change impacts tha are elevant o nationalclimate change policy issucs?

1 Y6 (60T0Q. 26

2 Na(GOTO Q. 29)

Q.29 How many fullime equivalents gather such technical data?
FTEs

Q.30 Does (ORG NAME) employ any climate change scientists wha can analyze and create climate models?
1 ¥ (G0 T00.28)
2 No(GOTO Q. 29)

Q. 31 How many full-time equivalent staff memmbers o this? (o hlf time staf equal one fullfme saff, etc.)
FIEe

Q32 Have any of the members of your onganization (climate change scentists, cconomists, hallh expert,etc)
‘published aricls that ontribute new scient i knowledae about clmate change in peer-reviewed sieniific journals?
I Yes
2t

Q.33 Docs (ORG NAME) employ awyers s fll fme in-howse staff?
1 ¥e5(GOTOQ.31)
2 No(GOT0Q.32)

Q.34 How may

laveyers docs (ORG NAVIE) employ?
lawyers

Q.35 Does (ORG NAME) have any Kind of program designed to activate prsans in local areas, such as cnployees,
Gustomers,and members, o lobby ther own representative poliicians on climte change poicy issues of nteret 0
(ORGNAMEY?

z2

Q.36 Excluding commerial advertsements, docs (ORG NAME) have a designated individual or group thatis
responsible for public relations?

I Yes

2%

Q.37 Docs (ORG NAME) have an associated polifcal action committee (people who colleet money and lobby
poliicians for (ORG NAME 2

1 Yes

2%

Q.38 What s the main orientaion of your organiation?
1 Loenlissues
Notional s
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[image: image73.jpg]Q.39 Pleascindicat the sourses of Funding for (ORG NAME) in percentof tofa (1009%), (NC/T USED 1N
SWEDISH COMPON SURVEY),

2 Quasi govemmens (- secor) orgaizations %%

MNames: -
3 Prvate phlanicpies %

ames: >
4 Poliial partes %

9 Non-governmenil orgarizations %

Names:
10.0mer_ %

(exphin ames )
Tl 100%

Q. 401 general trms, what s the anmual budgel of (ORG NAME)?
100300
2 51000104999
3 3500109599
431000010 19999
5 52000010 49999
6350000109999
7310000010 499999
5 3500000 103 599,905
931,000,000 104999999
105,000,001 9999999
1151000000010 29999999
12.$50.000,00010 99,000,000
1315100000000 and sbore.
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附錄五 會議連絡資料
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