
Course Outline Form: Winter 2017

General Information 

Course Code:  FARE*1040   

Course Title:  Introduction to Environmental Economics, Law and Policy 

Course Description: 

This course introduces students to a social science and policy perspective on environmental 
conflicts. The course emphasizes interactions among market exchange relationships, policy 
actions and legal rules and institutions. The role of scientific evidence in the resolution of 
environmental disputes is considered. Students participate in exercises representing different 
roles in environmental dispute mediation.   

Prerequisite – Available to students in second semester of the BSc(ENVS) and B.B.R.M. 
programs. 

Restriction:  ECON*1050 

Credit Weight:  1.0 

Academic Department (or campus): Dept. of Food, Agricultural and Resource Economics (FARE) 

Campus:  Ontario Agricultural College, University of Guelph   

Semester Offering:  W 

Class Schedule and Location:   
Lecture – Tuesday and Thursday, 11:30-12:50 pm, ROZH 103 
Labs – T02 Friday 11:30am-1:20 pm, ALEX 309, T03 Friday 2:30-4:20 pm, ALEX 309, T04 
Wednesday 8:30-10:20 am, ROZH 109, T05 Wednesday 11:30 am-1:20 pm, ROZH 108, T06 
Wednesday 2:30-4:20 pm, ROZH 109  

Instructor Information 

Instructor Name:  Glenn Fox 
Instructor Email:  gfox@uoguelph.ca 
Office location and office hours:  MCLN 322, office hours tba 



GTA Information 
 
GTA Names:  Katherine Jones, Scott Mitchnick, Qin Xu   
GTA Emails:   kjones12@uoguelph.ca; smitchni@uoguelph.ca; xuq@uoguelph.ca 
GTA office locations and office hours: tba 
 

Course Content 
 
Specific Learning Outcomes: 
 
Upon completion of this course, students will  

1. Be able to explain the roles of markets and law as means of social coordination through 
in-class discussion, on-line quizzes and a written final exam 

2. Be able to represent and analyze environmental policy decisions using supply and 
demand diagrams through in-class discussions, tutorial discussions, example problem 
sets and a written final exam 

3. Be able to calculate and interpret total, average and marginal costs and revenues using 
classroom examples, example problem sets and a written final exam 

4. Be able to compare and evaluate economic, legal and natural scientific perspectives on 
environmental policy issues through a critical examination of literature on 
environmental policy and in-class discussions 

5. Be able to extract information from legal and economic literature related to 
environmental policy by participating in structured tutorial discussions of assigned 
reading material  

6. Be able to communicate scientific, economic and legal information relevant to 
environmental policy, orally and in writing, through participation as part of a group in to 
simulated environmental hearing assignments  

7. Understand the process of impartial adjudication of environmental disputes by 
participating in a team adjudicating one simulated environmental hearing 

8. Be able to exercise effective teamwork through participation in two environmental 
hearing assignments and as members of one adjudication team 

 
Lecture Content: 
 
Human activities that influence environmental outcomes take place in a legal and institutional 
context.  Both market exchanges and policy actions occur within this legal framework.  This 
course adopts an economic and policy perspective.  Microeconomic concepts examined include 
the subjective theory of value, the information content of prices, supply and demand analysis, 
the theories of market and policy failure, the Coase Theorem, the theory of entrepreneurship, 
and the relationship between economic growth and environmental stewardship.  Legal 
concepts include consideration of alternative theories of the nature of law, theories of property 
rights, tort remedies for environmental problems and the role of science in environmental 
litigation and policymaking.   It is commonly suggested that environmental law is a relatively 
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new area of law, dating largely from the 1970s.  This course takes a longer term view which 
traces the origins of environmental dispute resolution to the evolutionary structure of 
customary common law, including the protection of treatment of property rights against 
trespass and nuisance.  The course concludes with an examination of selected proposals to 
reform environmental law.  This course emphasizes the development of critical thinking skills. 
Most environmental policy questions involve multiple perspectives.  Through simulated  
hearing exercises, students have the opportunity to explore multiple perspectives on 
contemporary environmental policy decisions.   
 
Labs: 
 
Labs are devoted to two activities.  First, presentations on the three hearing topics take place in 
the labs.  The remaining lab time uses discussion based learning to examine assigned readings.  
Students are expected to prepare assigned readings for each lab and to come prepared to 
discuss those readings with the instructor or teaching assistant.  This discussion follows the 
model of the case method of learning used in law schools, business schools and other 
professional programs.  It is also referred to as the Socratic Seminar approach. 
 

Course Assignments 
and Tests:r Test 

Due Date Contribution to Final 
Mark (%) 

Learning Outcomes 
Assessed 

Lab Preparation and 
Participation 

Weekly, best 10 
count 

10 1, 4, 5 

On Line Quizzes  6 quizzes, Weeks 3, 
5, 8, 10, 12 and 13, 
the best 5 count 

15 1, 3 

Dispute 
Presentations and 
Briefs 

Two of Weeks 3, 8 or 
12 

30 1 and 6 

Adjudication Report One of Weeks 4, 9 or 
13 

15 2  

Final Exam April 17, 7:00 pm 30 1, 3 and 4 

 
Additional Notes (if required): 
 
Students will be assigned to teams to represent either the protagonist or the antagonist 
position in three mock environmental hearings or to adjudicate impartially in those hearings.  
Composition of teams will vary to allow each student one experience as a protagonist, one as 
an antagonist and one as an adjudicator.  Two bonus points will be awarded to the team 
adjudicated to be the winner in each dispute.  Each protagonist and antagonist team will 
prepare a brief stating its position and outlining its evidence.  Each team will also submit a 
PowerPoint presentation and make an oral presentation to the adjudicators during the hearing.  
Presentations will be followed by cross-examination.  Protagonist and antagonist briefs will be 
limited to 8 pages of text (2000 words) plus a title page, references and a minimum of one 



Table and one Figure.  Detailed style requirements for reports are posted on Courselink.  
PowerPoint presentations and briefs must be posted on Courselink by 9:00 am on the Monday 
of the week in which presentations are to be made.  A penalty of 10% per day will be assessed 
for late submissions, effective at 9:00 am on Monday.  Adjudication reports will be limited to 4 
pages (1000 words) plus a title page.  Adjudicators must explain the criteria that they used to 
assess the submissions of the protagonist and antagonist teams and they must describe the 
process that they used to come to an impartial finding. 
 
Final Examination Date and Time:  April 17, 7:00 pm to 9:00 pm 
Final exam weighting:  30% 
 

Course Resources 
 
Required Texts: 
 
Heyne, Paul, Peter Boettke and David Prychitko. “The Economic Way of Thinking”, 13th edition, 
Pearson Canada. (HBP below) 
 
Other Resources: 
 
Selected use of video and documentary material related to some aspects of the course.  
Discussion groups in D2L are used to facilitate interaction about class material.  On-line quizzes 
are administered through Courselink.  Resource material for readings, apart from the textbook, 
are generally available on Courselink. 
 

Course Policies 
 
Grading Policies: 
 
Briefs, presentations and reports for dispute exercises must be posted in the designated 
discussion sections in Courselink by 9:00 am on Monday of the week scheduled for each 
dispute.  A penalty of 10% per day will be assessed on late submissions.   
 

Course Policy on Group Work: 
 
Team member roles and responsibilities in each dispute must be posted in the designated 
sections in Courselink by the end of the first week of each dispute period.  Team members are 
expected to make a good faith effort to fulfil their team roles and responsibilities.  Failure to 
fulfil those roles and responsibilities, at the instructor’s discretion, informed by input from the 
designated group leader, can result in zero credit for any of the elements of the group work 
component of the course.     
 

Course Policy regarding use of electronic devices and recording of lectures: 
 



Electronic recording of classes is expressly forbidden without consent of the instructor.  When 
recordings are permitted they are solely for the use of the authorized student and may not be 
reproduced, or transmitted to others, without the express written consent of the instructor.  
Use of electronic devices during class time for purposes unrelated to the course is not 
permitted. 
Academic Consideration: 
 
The University of Guelph is committed to supporting students in their learning experiences and 
responding to their individual needs and is aware that a variety of situations or events beyond 
the student's control may affect academic performance. Support is provided to accommodate 
academic needs in the face of personal difficulties or unforeseen events in the form of 
Academic Consideration. 
 
Information on regulations and procedures for Academic Consideration, Appeals and Petitions, 
including categories, grounds, timelines and appeals can be found in Section VIII 
(Undergraduate Degree Regulations and Procedures) of the Undergraduate Calendar. 
 
Academic Misconduct: 
 
The University of Guelph is committed to upholding the highest standards of academic integrity 
and it is the responsibility of all members of the University community, faculty, staff, and 
students  to be aware of what constitutes academic misconduct and to do as much as possible 
to prevent academic offences from occurring.  
 
University of Guelph students have the responsibility of abiding by the University's policy on 
academic misconduct regardless of their location of study; faculty, staff and students have the 
responsibility of supporting an environment that discourages misconduct. Students need to 
remain aware that instructors have access to and the right to use electronic and other means of 
detection. Please note: Whether or not a student intended to commit academic misconduct is 
not relevant for a finding of guilt. Hurried or careless submission of assignments does not 
excuse students from responsibility for verifying the academic integrity of their work before 
submitting it. Students who are in any doubt as to whether an action on their part could be 
construed as an academic offence should consult with a faculty member or faculty advisor.  
 
Detailed information regarding the Academic Misconduct policy is available in Section VIII 
(Undergraduate Degree Regulations and Procedures) of the Undergraduate Calendar.  
 
 
Accessibility: 
 
The University of Guelph is committed to creating a barrier-free environment. Providing 
services for students is a shared responsibility among students, faculty and administrators. This 
relationship is based on respect of individual rights, the dignity of the individual and the 
University community's shared commitment to an open and supportive learning environment. 
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Students requiring service or accommodation, whether due to an identified, ongoing disability 
or a short-term disability should contact the Student Accessibility Services (SAS), formerly 
Centre for Students with Disabilities (CSD), as soon as possible.  
 
For more information, contact SAS at 519-824-4120 ext. 56208 or email sas@uoguelph.ca or 
visit the Student Accessibility Services website (http://www.uoguelph.ca/csd/).  
 

Course Evaluation Information: 
 
End of semester course and instructor evaluations provide students the opportunity to have 
their comments and opinions used as an important component in the Faculty Tenure and 
Promotion process, and as valuable feedback to help instructors enhance the quality of their 
teaching effectiveness and course delivery.  
 
While many course evaluations are conducted in class others are now conducted online. Please 
refer to the Course and Instructor Evaluation Website for more information. 
 
Drop period: 
 
The drop period for single semester courses starts at the beginning of the add period and 
extends to the Fortieth (40th) class day of the current semester (the last date to drop a single 
semester courses without academic penalty) which is listed in Section III (Schedule of Dates) of 
the Undergraduate Calendar.  
 
The drop period for two semester courses starts at the beginning of the add period in the first 
semester and extends to the last day of the add period in the second semester.  
 
Information about Dropping Courses can be found in Section VIII (Undergraduate Degree 
Regulations and Procedures) of the Undergraduate Calendar.  
 

Additional Course Information 
 
Lecture Topics:  See Courselink for Detailed Schedule 

Lab Readings, Presentations and Assignments:  See Courselink for Detailed Schedule 
 
Readings:   
Textbooks: 
Heyne, Paul, Peter Boettke and David Prychitko (2014) The Economic Way of Thinking, 

Thirteenth Edition, Prentice Hall (HBP) 
 
Brubaker, Elizabeth (1995) Property Rights in the Defence of Nature, Earthscan Press (Can be 

obtained as a free pdf on the Environment Probe website 
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Background Material: 
Fox, Glenn (2005) “How to Read a Paper”, Reflexiones Economicas, published by the Instituto de 

Investigaciones Economicas y Sociales, Universidad Rafael Landivar, Guatemala. 
 
Fox, Glenn (2012) “The Origins, Nature, and Content of the Right to Property: Five Economic 

Solitudes” Canadian Journal of Agricultural Economics 60(1):11-32 (you may obtain a copy 
of this paper through the University of Guelph subscription.  Go to the Library web site, 
search for the Canadian Journal of Agricultural Economics.  Find the March 2012 issue.  
Download a copy of the pdf of this paper. 

 

Lecture and Lab Readings  (Hint: This is the required format for reference lists for the Briefs and 
Adjudication Reports) 

 
Ackerman, Bruce and Richard Stewart (1985) “Reforming Environmental Law” Stanford Law 

Review, 37(5):1333-1365. 
 
Alder, Jonathan (2009) “Taking Property Rights Seriously: The Case of Climate Change” Social 

Philosophy and Policy 26(2):296-316. 
 

Barnett, Randy (1992) “The Function of Several Property and Freedom of Contract” ESocial 
Philosophy and Policy 9(1):62-94. 

 
Bastiat, Frederic (1850/1988) The Law, Foundation for Economic Education, Irvington-on-

Hudson, New York pages 1-29. 
 
Bate, Roger (2001) Saving Our Streams, Institute for Economic Affairs, London. pp. 21-77 
 
Benson, Bruce (2008) “Eminent Domain: A Remedy for Market Failure or an Effort to Limit 

Government Power and Government Failure?”  Independent Review 12(3):423-432. 
 
Best, Robert James Collins (1982) “Legal Issues in Pollution Engendered Torts” Cato Journal 

2(1):101-136. 
 
Burnett, H. Sterling (2009) “Understanding the Precautionary Principle and its Threat to Human 

Welfare” Social Philosophy and Policy 26(2, July):378-410. 
 
CEPOS (2009) Wind Energy: The Case of Denmark, Copenhagen. 
 
Coase, Ronald (1988) “The Firm, the Market and the Law” and “Notes on the Problem of Social 

Cost” in R.H. Coase, The Firm the Market and the Law, University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 
Chapters 1 and 6, pp. 1-33 and 157-186. 

 
Coase, Ronald (1960) “The Problem of Social Cost” Journal of Law and Economics 3(2):1-44. 
 



Demsetz, Harold (1967) “Toward a Theory of Property Rights” American Economic Review, 
57:347-359. 

 

Frondel, Manuel, Nolan Ritter, Christoph Schmidt and Colin Vance (2009) “Economic Impacts 
from the Promotion of Renewable Energy Technologies – The German Experience” Ruhr 
Economic Papers, Department of Economics, Ruhr-Universität, Bochum. 

 
Hasnas, John (2009) “Two Theories of Environmental Regulation” Social Philosophy and Policy, 

26(2):95-129. 
 
Langlois, Richard (1982) “Cost Benefit Analysis, Environmentalism and Rights” Cato Journal 

2(1):279-300. 
 
McCarter, Jim (2011) 2011 Annual Report, Office of the Auditor General of Ontario, Toronto. 
 
Menger, Carl (1892/2009) “On the Origins of Money” Economic Journal 2(June):239-255, 

translation by C. A. Foley, reprinted by the Ludwig von Mises Institute, Auburn 2009. 
 

Morris, Julian (2008) “Private vs Public Regulation of the Environment” Chapter 10 in The Legal 
Foundations of Free Markets, edited by Stephen Copp, Institute for Economic Affairs, 
London. 

 
Nelson, Robert (2010) “Ecological Science as a Creation Story” Independent Review, 14(4):513-

534. 
 
Pardy, Bruce (2005) “Environmental Law and the Paradox of Environmental Citizenship” 

Environments 33(3):25-36. 
 
Pasour, E.C. (1983) “Land-Use Planning: Implications of the Economic Calculation Debate” 

Journal of Libertarian Studies, 7(1):127-139. 
 
Pilon, Roger (1988) “Property Rights, Takings and a Free Society” in Public Choice and 

Constitutional Economics, edited by James Gwartney and Richard Wagner, JAI Press, 
Greenwich, Connecticut, pp. 151-179. 

 
Rothbard, Murray (1982) “Law, Property Rights and Air Pollution” Cato Journal 2(1):55-99. 
 
Shindell, Sidney (1982) “Evidentiary Problems in Pollution Engendered Torts” Cato Journal, 

2(1):137-163. 
 

Steele, David (1981) “Posing the Problem: The Impossibility of Economic Calculation Under 
Socialism” Journal of Libertarian Studies, 1(1):7-22. 

 



Stelling, Keith (2010) “What Went Wrong with Ontario’s Energy Policy: Comparing Spin with 
Reality” compiled for Central Bruce-Grey Wind Concerns Ontario. 

 
Sugge, Ike and Urs Kreuter (1994) Elephants and Ivory: Lessons from the Trade Ban, IEA Studies 

on the Environment No. 2, Institute for Economic Affairs, London. 
 
Trebilcock, Michael and James Wilson (2010) The Perils of Picking Technological Winners in 

Renewable Energy Policy, Energy Probe Policy Analysis, Energy Probe, Toronto. 
 
‘t Sas-Rolfes, Michael (1997) Does CITES Work? Four case studies, IEA Briefing Paper, Institute 

for Economic Affairs, London. 
 
Wolf, Charles (1979) “A Theory of Non-Market Failure: Framework for Implementation 

Analysis” Journal of Law and Economics, 21(1):107-139. 
 
Zuesse, Eric (1981) “Love Canal: the Truth Seeps Out” Reason (February):16-33. 


