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Transcript
00:00:01 Intro jingle
Welcome to the People Power Politics Podcast, brought to you by CEDAR, the Centre for Elections, Democracy, Accountability and Representation at the University of Birmingham.
00:00:13 Nic Cheeseman
Welcome, ladies and gentlemen, thanks so much for joining us for another episode of the People, a Power Politics Podcast today. I'm really excited because we're going to have, I think, a really interesting discussion about a particularly important topic for our times. What is the best way to do a major environmental crisis like climate change? I'm joined with two people who've just written a really interesting and provocative article on this topic. We have Nomi Claire Lazar, professor of politics in the Graduate School of Public and International Affairs at the University of Ottawa and Jeremy Wallace, a doc Barnett professor of China studies at John Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies and they have written an article in the Journal of Democracy entitled Resisting The Authoritarian Temptation, which looks at and critiques arguments that authoritarian regimes might have an advantage when it comes to resolving some of the major environmental issues facing us today.
00:01:08 Nic Cheeseman
Today, so to kick us off, perhaps first of all, we could look look at some of the things that you bring up at the beginning of your article. It looks at what we might call the case for authoritarian environmentalism, the idea that authoritarian states might be better than democracies that dealing with major challenges. Why did you think that was such an important issue to address in the first place?
00:01:30 Jeremy Wallace
Thanks so much for having us. I think we wanted to take up this issue because there is, there is a lot of rising prominence of anti democratic temptations by climate change thinkers. And I think that there is a lot to be said for frustration in democracies about the inadequate response to climate change, and I think we were particularly concerned about the idea that well just because democracies are failing doesn't necessarily mean that the grass is greener. Apologies on the other side, right that authoritarianism is thus the solution. And so I think we felt we needed to nip that in the bud as as strongly as we could.
00:02:13 Nomi Lazar
I'd just add there that those kinds of conversations, the sort of favouring of an authoritarian response, those have been going on for quite a while, both among academics and among activists. But the trigger, the thing that I think brought Jeremy and I to want to address this at this particular juncture, is that political theorists have begun to try to deepen the justification and sort of rationalise eco authoritarianism in in a different kind of way. So beyond the argument that it is a sort of a necessary evil to use authoritarian techniques. We now have theorists who are saying, well, it's not just a necessary evil, but there are actually normative justifications for authoritarianism in the climate context, so that that was quite concerning to us and and what was this trigger that made us want to address these arguments and push back a little.
00:03:07 Nic Cheeseman
That's that's interesting. And I and I also want to flag for our audience that of course, this also plays into another set of ongoing debates about the ability of democracies versus authoritarian states to deliver development. Right. And we see similar kind of arguments there. Is it legitimate to have an authoritarian regime if it enables you to reduce poverty? And one of the things that's striking about many of these debates is that there often exist in a space slightly outside of the empirical data that they kind of assume that authoritarian states are performing better when actually a lot of the data we that we have actually suggests that that's an assumption that's not borne out. And so one of the things that I'd like to kind of get to as we move through is is partly where this comes from. Why are these ideas circulating when actually the empirical base isn't so strong? Because of course I think a lot of our listeners would say, well, if there was a really powerful evidence base that would be a much more difficult argument to refute, but actually in this case the evidence base isn't particularly strong. 
But perhaps let's take a step backwards before we get to your critique of that argument and give it a fair shout in the sense of setting out, you know, first of all, why is democracy not performing a bit better when it comes to some of these things, which of course is the context that sucks in the argument that authoritarianism might do a better job, as you said, Jeremy, and what are the kind of arguments that are being put forward in favour of authoritarianism in terms of why we might expect authoritarian systems to be able to perform better?
00:04:36 Jeremy Wallace
I mean as I as I was saying, I think the frustration in democracies about the, the, the pace of change and the pace of action is the is the reason why we're we're talking about this and I think the and to be clear, it's not like I'm happy about that either, right. I I do think it's really important and I think some of the critiques to our article suggested that kind of we weren't taking the climate crisis seriously enough, and so forth, and I want to push back on on that idea. But I do think the idea of blaming democracy and the idea that democracy might somehow be particularly difficult or the the technology of democracy, the ways in which people can be captured, or people can be slow to act, might sclerotic right this idea that democracies somehow are slow to govern, and that that idea, because of the time pressure of the climate crisis, is is problematic. And the idea, I think that is associated again, especially with naive perceptions of authoritarianism that authoritarians just make quick decisions well, the trains run on time and that that's what's needed to to resolve this kind of an energy transition along the lines that you were saying with development, right that that the expectation again with people who are not paying a lot of attention to the empirical basis might might find that.
And I think as a as a China scholar, I like China is often the example, both in both the development and the climate literature these days. And obviously I'm not denying China's developmental like successes, it's it has done a lot and I think has made some interesting arguments need to be taken place about the nature of kind of democracy and governance in these issues and what does the kind of pattern of of, of relationships really look like in the empirical basis for it and thinking about how do we, how do we balance desires for democracy and rights with kind of like developmental outcomes. And I I do think there are interesting debates to be had.
00:06:23 Jeremy Wallace
But here in the climate space, there's just not that much of a basis at all of of evidence. China has done some interesting things, and I'm happy to talk about more and a lot of the technologies that are increasingly prominent in thinking about decarbonization are coming from China. But they're not coming from authoritarianism necessarily. They're coming from technologies and firms that have been supported by, but are mostly just coming out of an ecosystem in China that was interested in kind of developing kind of particular technologies and not necessarily like an authoritarian project to decarbonize the world. And so I think the that kind of like projecting onto a desired green authoritarian that doesn't really exist is something that I wanted to push back on.
00:07:09 Nomi Lazar
There were also a couple of other important aspects that we identified in the paper with respect to why people, so why there's not just sort of a pull toward authoritarianism, but a a push against democracy as it's practised now and a big part of that, that Jeremy identified is the the fact that carbon is so intrinsically connected to so, you know, completely built into everything that we do our whole way of life. And so it it might look, you know, easier to pull these things apart, then it. Then it actually is. And for that reason, so sort of the desire for those things to be easier to pull apart. It helps to support narratives of elite capture. So the ambivalence that we see in some of the replies of our our critics could have centres on this idea that that democracy as its practised now is actually just, you know, oil and gas companies, you know, carbon companies taking advantage of of the democratic system so that this system is not actually democratic and weirdly associating true democracy with authoritarianism course, that's not a new move. It's it's quite common for for authoritarian dictators, for example, to cast themselves as sort of avatars of the people. And so so so in a this sort of scapegoating so well, first of all, I should point out we don't in any way want to minimise the reality that oil companies have enormous power in the democratic system, but we we also do want to to point out that the democratic politics around this is more complicated than a sort of simple elite capture.
00:08:55 Jeremy Wallace
I think the politics of decarbonization is really complicated, regardless of the political system in which countries exist, we rely on fossil fuel based systems for for everything that we do this conversation that we're having is taking place on an internet that is powered by fossil fuels. There are like the home that I'm in right now, is warmed and maybe less so in in the UK. But anyway, we live in this deep connection with a fossil fuel system and the idea that we can kind of like quickly change that and kind of flip a switch is just not the nature of of these realities. And there's a lot of details in the politics of switching from one system to another of the general ideas that we need to clean, clean electrification. We need clean electricity to power everything, and we need to electrify everything, and that's great. But that's a billion machines that we need to replace, and we need to figure out that people that have just bought cars. Are they going to have to replace them? Are they going to be useless anymore? Like the idea that this can be simply done by a dictator or by a democrat just isn't isn't realistic.
And I think we need to acknowledge that and I think for us, one of the advantages of democracy, we should be a dictator in thinking about decarbonization is that these conversations can be had and kind of information flows can go back and forth from, from dictator and to or from democrats in a democratic society better than in a dictatorship.
00:10:27 Nic Cheeseman
Yeah. And I think there's really interesting parallels between this discussion again and the sort of developmental state discussion there's an idea, I think, in a lot of people's minds that democracies are kind of essentially institutions of cheques and balances, that that means they're not very good at rapid change. It means they tend to move in slow, kind of directions one way or another, whether it's left or right, whether it's towards, you know, dealing with climate change your way. Because there's so many veto players from the citizens in elections all the way through to the courts and that authoritarian dictators can click their fingers and get things done, whether that's building a dam, whether that's, you know, electrifying a city, whether that's, you know, deciding that all of a sudden we're gonna move in a different direction and tech up in terms of our economy or whether it's dealing with climate change, and I think there's a sort of general assumption that there are certain things that authoritarian states might good be good for, and in a way that democracies aren't. And in my experience, one of the mistakes that makes often is to identify one or two well performing authoritarian states, i.e. countries that have done well in terms of dealing with certain aspects in environmental concern or countries that have managed to have rapid poverty reduction, China, as you said kind of has often been an example of both. But of course there's lots of other, you know, countries in the world, South Korea, Taiwan, et cetera, that people have pointed to for this.
00:11:50 Nic Cheeseman
And the problem, most of the time in my experience, in terms of when we get to the empirical data is not that some of those cases don't exist, but that the universe of authoritarianism has an incredible breadth and you get a small number of cases performing really well and most cases are performing really badly. Democracy in general. You know, you don't necessarily always get the best performing countries the best democracies in the world don't necessarily grow at the same as the best authoritarians when it comes to the economy. But the average democratic performance is much higher than the average authoritarian performance. So I think there's a there's a systematic problem of kind of cherry picking the best authoritarian examples. And I think the way you just put it really gives a different perspective on that than I never thought about before, which is to say, look. These are just these things are actually just too complicated to be dealt with in a swift simple clicking your fingers away wherever you're authoritarian or democratic. So actually being a dictator isn't necessarily gonna mean that you can access the answers and push things through.
00:12:47 Nic Cheeseman
And then we also have the problem, of course, that as we know, a lot of authoritarian states are going to be just as corrupt if much more corrupt in many cases than their democratic counterparts. So I think that idea that you as the complexity here means you can't just click your fingers in that way is good. But what I do like about the paper, and I think it's worth saying this because you know some of the responses you've received is that it is very clear about the ways in which democracies are failing and the limitations of democracies, and about the fact that at present we are not doing enough and doing well enough. And and I don't see in that sense I don't see the paper as an apology for democracy. I see it as a paper that very clearly says democracy is not doing well enough. But the alternative is not authoritarianism in rather than democracy is actually, you know, an ideal system, always functioning well. 
00:13:35 Nic Cheeseman
And to me, that's exactly how I try to explain to my students, when I teach about something like the developmental stage, you know, nobody's arguing that democracy is doing good and well enough on poverty reduction or redistribution or. But let's look at the authoritarian alternatives. What do they actually do? You know, in reality, it's usually significantly worse. So let let's get on to that then. You know, you were told saying moment ago, Jeremy, that you could say a bit more about China, but I'd be interested first of all in that and that empirical example and how people use China and maybe, you know, misuse China as an example here, but also your assessment of authoritarian environmentalism, you know, what are the claims that we can make for it in terms of the gains that have been secured and what are the weaknesses of that argument empirically?
00:14:21 Jeremy Wallace
So I can say a little bit about about the China case here. And I think that China is both seen as a saviour and is seen as the villain in the climate spaces. And I think both have a lot of purchase because China is by far the world's leading emitter of carbon dioxide into the to the atmosphere and continues to burn more coal in the rest of the world and is continuing to build coal in a way that no one else in the world is, and so that is, that is villain like behaviour. At the same time the a lot of the renewable technologies, the solar in particular, but also EV's and so on are dominated by Chinese production but also deployment and I think the there are pieces here that I think can be interesting and some of the responses such as theory or Franco's response to us kind of did push us to think more about the nature of authoritarianism and in particular the history of state planning. And the idea that while planning is necessary for for the energy transition that we are that decarbonization requires and how is that compatible with democratic kind of short term democratic time kind of time commitments and electoral turnover. And I think there are some interesting questions to be had there. And so I we could talk about that more. 
00:15:39 Jeremy Wallace
But I do think the other kind of like there is this perception that China and the that the leader somehow can set a direction and whatever the leaders direction kind of is set kind of gets implemented on the ground. And I think that that is still a relatively simplistic picture of what is happening in, in China, I think the the other kind of like key piece for us that that I want to point to and that I think is really important to think about is the idea that the the nature of the, of the climate kind of problem as as an emergency. And this is where I think Nomi’s kind of analysis is really critical kind of because that language of emergency just leads to eco authoritarian perspective, or a kind of backsliding in a way that I think is really problematic. And so I I I want to make sure Nomi has a chance to talk about emergency issues because I I do think that the development and climate discourses are are really similar and that's an important thing. But I I I the emergency is something that is actually happening, right? We're talking about climate emergency all the time in these symbolic ways that I think can be really problematic.
00:16:42 Nomi Lazar
Thanks, Jeremy. And I do I do want to touch on that, but first I I want to point to another aspect of authoritarianism and democracy, and why using authoritarianism might appear much more rosy than than it actually is. This is what I call the temporal fallacy. So when people are looking to eco authoritarianism, they are thinking about solving a particular short to medium term policy challenge. But when you're talking about changing a whole regime, you need to be thinking about how effective that system is in the medium to long term as well, and so there we start to get into questions about how well that system is going to respond to rapid change. So we all know that, you know, it's already the case that the world is shifting very quickly and so we want a system that's going to be able to be flexible enough to keep up with that and democracy as we point out in the article, has several features that allow it to be much more responsive to rapid changes in the political and physical environment, so one of those that Jeremy and I have talked a lot about are good information flows. 
So we know both from research on famines for example, but also on lots of China research that authoritarian governments set up incentives to withhold information or falsify information. And when you're talking about situations of rapid change, it's critical that there be good information flow. So that's that's a big reason why in the medium to long term, even if somehow you're the, you know, a particular climate group got their particular policy oriented dictator in in power that we that we would be concerned because when things shifted we would want to make sure that the people in charge were getting access to that good information. 
00:18:35 Nomi Lazar
And another is flexibility and modes of response. So just like you were saying Nick that you know authoritarian systems are diverse you know democratic systems are diverse as well, and they do have the capacity, short of constitutional change to shift the way in which they deal with certain issues, so a good example of that is emergency powers, and also mechanisms for building buy in. So it's one thing to kind of put your policy in place, but if you're if you're thinking medium to long term, you have to think about how to build support for that policy because otherwise someone else is just going to come in and and change it and that's where. Also turning to authoritarianism in the medium to long term is very wrong headed because as soon as that power is super concentrated, we all know what's gonna happen. They're gonna be extremely high stakes and probably violent contestations over who is gonna hold that power next. 
00:19:27 Nomi Lazar
So. So a lot of this sort of should we turn to authoritarianism? Should we use democratic means? Are are quite short sighted, so they they're they're sort of looking at the short to medium term and not taking this longer term view of what happens, what tends to happen over time in authoritarian systems, and how authoritarian systems over time are able to respond to changes in the environment, so I think that's really important to put on the table and that presses back hard against the sorts of deep legitimation claims that some political theorists are making right now for why this kind of system could be justified then in terms of the emergency aspect, a lot of these arguments. These are sort of legitimating arguments around eco authoritarianism rest on extensions of arguments for why emergency powers can be justified. So it is a feature of democratic government that they do have this capacity to sort of switch gears in a crisis and that there are many institutional forms that allow them to do that while maintaining democratic accountability.
00:20:28 Nomi Lazar
So emergency powers, do you have kind of built or can have built in mechanisms of democratic accountability built in mechanisms for deliberation, etcetera, but a lot of these eco authoritarians are taking those justifications for concentrations of power and trying to use them in this quite other situation of dealing with the climate crisis. And the reason why the core reason why I think these situations are not parallel and these arguments drawing from the literature on emergency powers, including my own work and trying to use that to justify eco authoritarianism. So the thing that's different, that's saliently different here is the concept of necessity. So when we talk about justifications for the use of a concentrated power in a in an emergency we want to see that that power is the only thing that could get the job done in a in a urgent and and terrible situation, and we also want some kind of plausibility that the power will actually get the job done, and neither of those is true in the climate situation.
00:21:33 Nomi Lazar
And that is because first of all, if any given country shifted to an eco authoritarian form of government that might not do much at all to deal with the climate situation as a whole, because it's a global problem, so the whole world would have to go eco authoritarian for it to actually have the necessary impact. And the second reason is that it's not that democracy can't deal with the climate situation, it's the democracies in certain cases, won't deal with it or won't deal with it fast enough, in part because of the reasons that Jeremy outlined earlier, that it's actually much harder to do than some people credit, so that this whole literature that's developing to sort of provide a deep legitimacy for eco authoritarianism on the grounds of a parallel to justifications for emergency power this parallel just doesn't hold and we don't find that compelling, and we do in fact find it quite concerning and maybe a bit disingenuous as well.
00:22:30 Nic Cheeseman
There's one thing that always strikes me and I to ask you about this because you've read all of this literature and I haven’t is is where people think the motivations come from for an authoritarian to take an issue like this seriously. So the implicitly we might say, OK, you know, even if we think it's a really complicated issue, we could concede that authoritarian systems might be a little bit more efficient if a leader takes an issue to be their number one priority could be easier to push that through than in a parliament where you've got to form lots of coalitions to get anything done. But that begs the question of why does a leader want to do something that's gonna have short term pain for their citizens?
00:23:08 Nic Cheeseman
You could imagine that maybe the leader of an authoritarian state has a longer time horizon than a democratic leader is about to be voted out. Again, we could concede that, but even with the longer time her eyes, and they're still concerned about popular opinion, they still don't want to take decisions that harm their economy. So what's the motivation for them to embrace this? Even if they take on the emergency powers and so on. So I'd like to ask you where where do people in this literature kind of see that motivation coming from? And secondly, just empirically, you know, how true is that? What, what percentage of the world's authoritarian states do we see taking up some kind of eco sensitive or climate aware policy versus, you know, largely doing a poor job or ignoring the issue or you know, not putting it on the front burner at all.
00:23:56 Nomi Lazar
I just want to offer two words before letting Jeremy deal with the realities of of authoritarian regimes comparatively, and those two words are wish fulfilment. So when, especially when theorists are imagining and and activists are sort of imagining this eco, this eco dictator they are, imagining that that the person who will be put in charge has their specific agenda in mind, and they almost never actually explained how that, like the politics of this, how will this person actually achieve power? I'm not sure I have ever seen an explanation of this in any of the literature. Or an explanation of how climate groups even would agree among themselves about what the proper agenda is. So we we all know that there's a a wide diversity of perspectives on what needs to be done, ranging from eco fascist calls for selective depopulation to rapid changeover to solar power and nuclear power. But even, you know, the debate between solar power and nuclear power is very fraught.
So it's really clear how how that move happens from here to the point where any given eco authoritarian thinks that their particular person, with their particular policy agenda, is going to be in power. Never mind the politics that follow immediately afterward in, in, in terms of of buy in. But I'll turn it over to Jeremy to to talk about imperative regimes.
00:25:24 Jeremy Wallace
I mean the boring answer is that they're interesting measurement issues as there are in all kinds of political science, right? So how do we think about how do we think about controlling for growth rates in different societies? How do we measure emissions? Do we think about kind of the trajectories of different regimes? What about different types of and so there are all kinds of issues here, but in general, there's there's no evidence that authoritarians or systematically better than democracies on prioritising kind of decarbonisation and a lot of the measures that we have or look at policies and and so forth and and and and. In the end there's just, there's there's little evidence that anyone's really doing enough. And the evidence that is out there does seem to suggest that democracies are doing more than dictatorships rather than the opposite. And so again, I think the the idea of wish fulfilment is probably an accurate one.
00:26:14 Nic Cheeseman
Yeah. So I mean that, that takes us to I suppose two things, you know one, why is this so durable as an idea, given the empirical base, and I suspect we will find that if the Trump administration is as bad on climate as it looks like, it's going to be, that will give a further spur to the idea that democracy is failing, and hence the idea that authoritarianism might do better. The second question is one of the things that we've been talking about is, you know, the problem of democracy? If the argument is going to be that authoritarian states are not going to be the answer, then of course an actual question will be, well, how do we improve the performance of democracies on this, especially at a time in which, with the Trump presidency in the United States, people will say there's not clear impetus within democracies to get a handle on the issue, so I don't know who wants to go for the first one on who for the second, but over to you guys.
00:27:09 Jeremy Wallace
I mean, as the American on the call, I feel like I should say something about about this country of mine. And I do think I do think we see examples even in the executive orders that he's signed already talking about an energy emergency, right. So I think one of the arguments that we make is that this is dangerous, right? This is dangerous precedent precedent setting to talk about a climate emergency in a broad kind of like symbolic way, rather than the more limited way that that we argue is is needed because it can just be extended in different ways by different leaders with different priorities in ways that are not helpful. I do hope that that one of the lessons of the Trump administration will be to activists to kind of push back against the kind of willy nilly declarations of emergency. 
00:27:57 Nic Cheeseman
Nomi, do you want to come in on that one as well?
00:27:59 Nomi Lazar
Along the lines of how democracies can adapt and do better, I think an excellent model is what we have seen in British Columbia over the last five years or so. What we've seen developed there. And this model, which is essentially a a partnership model across jurisdictions, is quite new. So we haven't seen it actually perform yet. They're still in the prep stage, but but it does, it does give us an example of all these features that we've been mentioning that that are important in democracy, so. You know, information flows, institutional flexibility, etcetera. So essentially how this model came about is that you know we all know that there are many, many more wildfires in the North American West. And the wildfire in or there was a wildfire in British Columbia in 2015 that particularly targeted lands that legally belonged to the Chilcotin Nation, an indigenous First Nation in in, in Canada. And the. So there was an evacuation order and the police moved in to forced people to evacuate when they refuse to do so.
00:29:09 Nomi Lazar
And the Chilcotin people had refused to evacuate because they basically had their own fire plan in place. They've been living on that land for Lord knows how long, and they have dealt with, you know, countless wildfires. And they're quite resistant to moving out in part because they did have a fire management plan in place and because often evacuation leads to people being held in conditions that were, shall we say, culturally inappropriate.
So the Chilcotin simply refused to leave, and this prompted a bit of a, you know, all not quite, but almost violent standoff. And that information flow maybe not in the best way led to a negotiation of a new way of managing climate driven natural disasters in British Columbia. So now there's a a new piece of legislation. It essentially encourages all the different jurisdictions, so indigenous nations, First Nations in Canada which have different kinds of authorities, regions, municipalities and the province, and the idea is that they rehearse together how they're going to manage situations that could come up, that each jurisdiction is responsible for the thing they are naturally best at. So the province might be responsible for distribution of emergency materials, but it might be that a particular First Nation is responsible for its fire plan on its own territory, like in terms of actually fighting the fire, for example.
00:30:36 Nomi Lazar
So this is this is a good, you know, just such a great example of institutional flexibility. It's a great example of building buy in something that is absolutely necessary for dealing with these kinds of situations. So, so I guess you know I keep looking to it and gesturing toward it. Because it it didn't require any kind of constitutional change, but it builds on the things that democracies do best and turns that into a new way of approaching a a more frequent, if not novel, problem that faces us in the climate age. So I do wanna encourage your listeners to go and have a look at that piece of legislation, the new Emergency Management law in British Columbia and to look at what the Chilcotin Nation in particular has been doing as this could definitely form a model that could be emulated elsewhere. So in in short what you know, looking ahead, democracies are going to need to be nimble and need to maximise the things that that they do best, sharing information, building, buy in, shifting responsibilities and institutional structures to deal with novel situations as they arise.
00:31:47 Nic Cheeseman
Thanks a lot. And so maybe Jeremy, just as a final thought to come to you. You know one of the things that's going to be necessary once senses whatever happens, whether it's an authoritarian or a democratic government dealing with, is popular pressure to take the issue seriously. Right, neither authoritarian nor democratic leaders are particularly likely to act unless they think it has consequences for them. And of course, democratic leaders, for their electoral chances. Where do you see that kind of popular pressure moving over the next 5 or 6 years? It felt like to me at one point it was building and building and building, but perhaps in the last two years, although there's clearly still high levels of campaigning, it hasn't carried over to become the dominant issue in the public arena that it might need to be, you know, other issues, inflation, the state of the economy, jobs, immigration, continue to dominate the agenda in many European and North American countries rather than climate as a voting issue. Do you see anything in the horizon that's going to change that outlook and what do you think that means for whether or not, you know, developing political systems that are capable of dealing with this is actually likely?
00:32:59 Jeremy Wallace
So it may sound strange, but I have two levels of optimism on this point. The first is that. And this is a strange way to begin an optimistic point that increasingly we are suffering today from climate change. This is not the problem of our children and children's children, but our problem of today. And that's obviously a a problem and not a good thing. But I do think it will increase the pressure on politicians to act in the short term in a way that when this seemed like a long term or a future problem, there was less pressure. 
The second is a is a slight broader issue of political economy, which is, I think in part because the problem is a problem of today, the nature of a need to decarbonize, or the idea that the world will decarbonize and the industries of the future thus, are these decarbonization industries are particularly profitable and going to be interesting businesses and countries want to be involved in them. To me suggests that there is going to be is already political pressure to try to participate in these businesses rather than to ignore them or delay. And so the Trump administration is an aberration here, but a lot of countries around the world are really trying to make sure that they're part of this new green economy that is happening. And so I do think that there will increasingly be political economy pressure from bottom up, but also from companies and other industry players as they're trying to move forward. So two kind of strange reasons for optimism, perhaps, but I I do see something there.
00:34:33 Nic Cheeseman
Thanks, Jeremy. We always like to leave our listeners with our optimistic outlook. So we'll end it there. It's time for me to say thank you so much to Professors Nomi and Jeremy for joining us today. There article is Resisting the Authoritarian Temptation. You can read that on a Journal of Democracy right now. And please join us again in future for another episode of the People Power Politics Podcast.
00:34:56 Outro jingle
Thank you for listening to the People Power Politics Podcast brought to you by CEDAR, the Centre for Elections, Democracy, Accountability and Representation at the University of Birmingham. To learn more about our centre and the exciting work that we do on these issues around the world please follow us on Twitter at @CEDAR_Bham and visit our website using the link in the podcast description.

