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Law 328/Environmental Studies 419 

Seminar in Environmental Law and Policy:  Green Legal Theory 

Course Outline – Spring 2012 

Instructor: Michael M‘Gonigle 

Office: Fraser 218 

Phone and Email: 721-8184 (Fraser); mgonigle@uvic.ca 

Class Time and Location: Monday 3:30-6:20; Rm.142 Fraser Building. 

Office hours: Monday, 1:00-3:00, or by appointment 

 

 

 
Course Objectives:  This course is an exploration of green legal theory (GLT), a concept that is not fully 

articulated in the legal literature.  Unlike Environmental Law (which is a subset of state law) GLT emanates 
from a broader perspective on law and social organization as encompassing various modes of social 
regulation beyond formal (‗legal‘) law. It will do this by exploring the dynamics of those institutions--capitalist 
economics, the democratic state--and the associated cultural forces that provide real and effective sources 
of collective regulation. They provide the defining context for the operation and potential of environmental 
law which, as a result, has not been able to halt large-scale environmental decline, let alone create a green 
society. For those seeking such outcomes, this presents a quandary that we must inevitably move beyond. 

The course will focus on group research projects and individual papers that elucidate the nature and 
operation of these dynamics in creating the multi-faceted ‗constitution‘ of modern society. Theoretical and 
research-oriented, the course will reward those excited to explore the foundations of the environmental/legal 
problematic and its implications for transformative theory/practice. The course emanates from a critical 
tradition, its specific task being a detailed collective investigation, articulation and assessment of a new 
socio-ecological conception of ‗social regulation‘.  

Course Structure:  The class will meet weekly in a seminar. It will be highly participatory, with students 

collectively developing the format of, and helping to lead, each seminar (beginning with Class 5). The central 
goal of each class, and student research, will be to develop understandings of various aspects of social 
regulation beyond legal law. Every student will work as part of a collective of 3 or 4 students.  

Readings: Student readings are assigned for the first 4 seminars. A broad list of readings are appended 

which may be drawn upon (in part) for the subsequent classes. The actual selections will be made by the 
students leading each seminar, in consultation with the Instructor. Copies of the readings will then be made 
available to the class. 

Student Evaluation:  Grades will be allocated as follows: 

(A) Attendance and Participation (15%).  Regular attendance is expected at the seminar, and all 

students will be expected to participate in the discussions having read the materials for the week. 
The success of a seminar, and the enjoyment of it by everyone involved, is greatly affected by the 
advance preparation of all students in working through and thinking about the assigned readings. In 
this regard, the Instructor will take note of students who have not done the assigned readings in 
response to questions; lack of preparation will translate into one‘s assessment. Participation should 
be consistent, balanced, thoughtful and respectful. 

NOTE: All of the following evaluations (85% of the final grade) relates to work undertaken individually and 

collectively that will be useful for the research papers. The course is designed to allow students to dig deeply 
into an area of both import and interest, and to do so in a manner that will allow the completion of the paper 
in a timely and enjoyable fashion. Delay in beginning one‘s research will be counter-productive. 
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(B) Annotated Bibliography (15%). As part of the preparation for the individual research, collective 

class presentations, and papers, students will compile bibliographies to aid in conceptualizing 
‗rules‘ for their area of research. A preliminary bibliography will be prepared for the student‘s 
seminar presentation, and will be submitted (as a draft) to the Instructor at the time of the class 
presentation. The final bibliography will be submitted when the topic is reconsidered in the last two 
classes of the course. Each bibliographic entry should include a short commentary (up to 100 
words) that explains the article‘s relevance to the course themes. These commentaries should be 
written at the time you read each article so that they elicit (and encompass) your thinking on its 
relevance. Each student will be responsible for 10-20 articles/chapters, with special emphasis on 
articles focused on the course theme and not already identified in the syllabus. 

(C) Presentation (20%). As of February 1, class members will lead the seminars. In consultation with 

the Instructor, the group will develop the structure for doing so. One week prior to the seminar, the 
group that is presenting will select the student readings (approximately 60-80pp) and make them 
available to class members with, accompanied by a set of questions to guide student reading. 
Readings must be on reserve or otherwise be available to students at least one full week ahead of 
the seminar. The preparation of the seminar will be assessed at both an individual and group 
levels. The execution of the seminar will be assessed on the individual contribution of each student 
and of the effectiveness of the collective; the Instructor will be actively involved in the execution of 
the seminar (as needed). Seminars will be some combination of over-arching treatments, and 
treatments specific to each student‘s research. In every seminar, the student presenters must 
present a short, oral precis of each reading that is being considered that week. This précis 
will be handed into the Instructor.  

(D) Final Paper (50%). The final paper (approximately 3500 words in length) will build on the work 
done by each student for their seminar. It will be a theoretical paper explicating the nature of 
social regulation, rather than a policy paper, case study, practical proposal, or sectoral 

assessment. The topic will be worked out in consultation with the Instructor as part of the 
development of the seminar. Hard copies of the paper will be handed in to the Instructor at his 
office no later than 4:00 PM, Friday, April 6, 2011. Late papers will be penalized at the rate of 

5%/day.  

*** In accordance with the University of Victoria's Waste Management Policy, students are 
encouraged to print all assignments on double-sided or re-used paper.  

 

Important Dates: Week of Jan 23—Selection of topics 

    Feb 3--Midterm Break—no class. 

    April 6--Final paper due.  

 

PART ONE: BACKGROUND 

Class 1: January 9 
Introduction 

 

This class will review the Course Outline and consider, in a preliminary fashion, the need for a green legal 
theory. 

 

 Slavoj Zizek, ―Can you give my son a job?‖, Book Review of Richard McGregor, The Party: The secret 
world of China’s Communist Rules”, in London Review of Books, 21 October, 2010. 
 

Class 2: January 16 
The liberal limits of environmental law 

 

This class will assess the contradictions that underlie environmental law, and how these contradictions have 
been manifested in a diversity of sectors. Through a number of case examples, the class will assess the 
successes of EL, its limits, and its real potential. 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: The potential of EL can be understood only by explicating the contradictions inherent 
in the context(s) in which it operates. 
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READING QUESTIONS: How might we think about EL as ‗formal law‘? As politics? As economics? As 
culture? What sorts of contextual factors affect the functioning and effectiveness of EL as formal law? How 
do these factors play out in different environmental/resource sectors? Are there common patterns? What 
sorts of challenges do these factors/patterns pose to achieving a sustainable world? 
 

 Michael M‘Gonigle and Louise Takeda, ―The Liberal Limits of Environmental Law‖ (draft for submission)   
 

Class 3: January 23 
Ecological modernization, liberalism, and environmental law 

 

This class will examine in more detail the underlying justifications of environmental law through the paradigm 
of ecological modernization, the relationship between this paradigm and liberal economies, and the 
implications of ecological modernization for liberal democracy and the managerial state. 

CLASS HYPOTHESIS: EL embodies a layered set of assumptions about liberal economics and the 
democratic state that are inadequate for achieving ecological governance. 

READING QUESTIONS: What is ‗ecological modernization‘? What assumptions do EL and ecological 
modernization share? How are these assumptions embedded in liberal law and democracy? What limits and 
contradictions do these activities point to? 

 Sean Coyle and Karen Morrow (2004) ―Introduction‖ in The Philosophical Foundations of Environmental 
Law: Property, Rights and Nature. pp 1-8 

 Matthew Alan Cahn 1995. Ch. 1 ―The political economy of liberal public policy‖ in Environmental 
Deceptions pp. 4-11.  

 Geoffrey Leane 1998. ―Environmental Law‘s Liberal Roots: (Not) a Green Paradigm‖ in N. Rogers (ed) 
Green Paradigms and the Law. Lismore, Australia: Southern Cross University Press pp 1-31 
 

 Timothy Luke 2006. ―The system of sustainable degradation.‖ Capitalism Nature Socialism 17(1): 99-
112 

 
Class 4: January 30 

Theory, law and social regulation 

 
This class will examine the nature of theory, consider new forms of critical and cultural knowledges, and 
develop an understanding of their ‗regulatory‘ nature (as compared to legal law). It will then provide a 
summary overview of green legal theory as we will consider it in the course. 
 

CLASS HYPOTHESIS: To develop effective environmental action, the understanding of ‗law‘ must be 
expanded beyond legal law to include the four forms of law considered in the rest of this course: the ‗power 
logics‘ of capitalism and the sovereign state, culture codes, and those ‗legal‘ processes elucidated by the 
natural law tradition. 
  
READING QUESTIONS: What is ‗theory‘, and what does it do? Why does it matter? Why should we be 
concerned about ‗regimes of truth‘? What does it mean to speak of a ‗mode of regulation‘? What is implied 
by the reliance on environmental ‗rights‘? What new directions for social ‗regulation‘ might be implied by 
‗green legal theory‘?  
 

 Eagleton, T. (1990). ―The Significance of Theory‖. The Significance of Theory. T. Eagleton (ed.) 

Cambridge, Basil Blackwell Inc. 8pp  

 Hunt, A. (1993). ―Law as a Constitutive Mode of Regulation‖. Explorations in Law and Society: Toward a 
Constitutive Theory of Law. A. Hunt. New York, NY, Routledge: 301-333 (5 pages omitted within text) 

  (Preview) Michael M‘Gonigle (2011) Green Legal Theory (Selections from draft paper)  

***NOTE: One or two students could choose to work in the area of this topic if there are sufficient students to 

cover this once the other topic areas are covered (as set out below). Given the early timing of this class, 
these students would have to offer a different form of class presentation (to be developed).   Useful topics 
here would address the anthropological debates on how law is defined/understood, as well as the literature 
(associated with philosophical anarchism) on non-state forms of social regulation. 
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PART TWO: POWER LOGICS/CULTURE CODES 

In this second part of the course, we shift to co-operative student-run seminars. At least two students will 
work together to select the readings for each seminar, and participate in running the seminar individually and 
collectively. The design of the seminar will be developed with the Instructor sufficiently in advance of the 
class to allow for fine-tuning and revisions. Materials, and associated questions, will be made available to 
the class one week in advance of the seminar.  
 
Each class will be oriented to developing an understanding of the specific nature of the social regulation in 
the subject area of that class.  
 
NOTE: Readings are set out at the end of the syllabus for the initial guidance of the student presenters. A 

more extensive (if somewhat dated) bibliography is also available upon request. Each student should ensure 
that their research identifies the most current discussions in the field so as to bring the class up to date on 
the state-of-the-art of the theoretical understandings, and then to be able to build on this in class 
discussions. The seminar preparations should be designed to help the presenter develop their ‗rules‘ and 
the associated argument for their research papers. 
  

Class 5: February 6 
Power logics I: Capitalism  

 
This class will examine both the mainstream and critical literatures on capitalism to develop an 
understanding of the (de facto regulatory) logics of capital that has socially constitutive effects. (Min: 2 
students; coordinating with 2 students in Class 12) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: Capitalism embodies a (socially regulatory) set of ‗power logics‘ that has led to 
specific forms of economic development and socio-ecological devastation. 
 
POTENTIAL APPROACH:  To explain the power logic(s) of capital from the traditional perspective of the 
economist (the cheerleader perspective) and the critical perspectives of Marxists and ecologists (the r-
evolutionary perspective). 
 

February 13 
Reading Break/No Class 

  
Class 6: February 20 

Power Logics II: The sovereign state 

 
This class will examine the power logics that are inherent to ‗sovereignty‘ and the centralized state. (Min: 2 
students, coordinating with 2 students in Class 12) 

 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: A (relatively) recent historical innovation, the sovereign state encompasses power 
logics that inherently tend to constitute specific forms of economic, political and cultural organization that are 
ecologically problematic.  
 
POTENTIAL APPROACH: To examine various aspects of the character of the sovereign state that, by its 
nature, imposes a set of dynamics that are socially constitutive in specific ways. This includes (i) the nature 
of ‗sovereignty‘, (ii) the state‘s spatial orientation to ‗the local‘ and to its own forms of bureaucratic 
centralization, (iii) its exclusive control over territory, (iv) the potential and limits of democracy. One potential 
area for student research is the explication of the ‗environmental justice‘ and ‗climate justice‘ movements for 
their relevance to the understanding of economic and state power logics. 

 
Class 7: February 27 

Culture Codes 
 

This class will consider ‗culture‘ as a regulatory force (‗culture codes‘) that help to ‗constitute‘ social norms 
(Min: 3 students, coordinating with 2 students in Class 11) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: Systemic change must address the ways in which cultural codes both limit and 
liberate social agency at individual and collective levels.  
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POTENTIAL APPROACH: To develop a culturally-based approach to understanding ―modes of regulation‖, 
the class might consider culture and culture/law generally, and then look at the contributions of specific 
authors (I would suggest three: Foucault, Bourdieu, Plumwood) whose work is particularly relevant to 
culture-as-regulation. 
 

PART THREE: NATURAL LAW 

 
In this part of the course, we address the unique (transformative) approach offered by GLT. Three classes 
will address the historic tradition of natural law, the potential of a ‗new naturalism‘ that goes beyond historical 
and contemporary thinking about both positivism and natural law, and the potential for a natural law rooted 
in immanent nature (as manifest, for example, in deep ecology and personhood).  

 
Class 8: March 5 

Natural law I: The tradition 

 
This class will address the long history of the ―natural law‖ tradition (including non-Western understandings) 
to discern its changing character. (Min: 2-3 students) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: The (discredited) natural law tradition puts us in touch with a level of collective social 
accountability (that reaches beyond the merely social) that is unavailable to positivist lawyers. 
 
POTENTIAL APPROACH: To provide overview assessments and, from the above perspective, to 
review/assess some of the classic writings of natural law from ancient Greece to today (distinguishing 20

th
 

century developments).  
 

Class 9: March 12 
Natural law II: A New Naturalism 

 

This class will examine the potential of a ‗new‘ natural law (however we define it) to understand its relevance 
for today‘s ecological (and associated) challenges. This constitutes the ‗turning point‘ in the class where we 
begin to consider the foundations for a r-evolutionary ‗green legal order‘. (Min: 2 students) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: The natural law tradition is an essential foundation for the achievement of an 
ecological (cultural and material) order.  
 
POTENTIAL APPROACH: Building on Class 8, to review the ‗new‘ natural law literature in two ways--as it 
minimally exists in Western thinking today, and as it might be gleaned from solid literature on indigenous 
traditions. This could entail a detailed consideration of ―wild law/earth jurisprudence‖, as well as current 
writings on indigenous governance and legal traditions.  

 
Class 10: March 19 

Natural law III: Immanence and Personhood 

 
This class will delve into a more specific understanding of ‗immanent‘ (ie non-material) nature insofar as it 
can be understood in writings from science, religion, philosophy, indigenous studies, and deep ecology. This 
research would engage particularly with relevant writings in the personhood literature. (Min: 3 students) 

  
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: An attention to Natural law, as modified by a non-modernist understanding of 
natures‘ immanence, can restore meaning and agency to the world by infusing the social in way that, 
inherently, set social regulatory boundaries to human action and, in so doing, allow for human and 
ecological health and flourishing 
 
POSSIBLE APPROACH: Review a diverse literature, with special focus on the personhood literature, that 
addresses non-human/non-material ‗equivalences‘ to human self-consciousness, spiritual powers (non-
religious), different sciences and ‗ways of knowing‘ etc. The goal would be to understand how such an 
attention to immanent nature might provide a now missing level of social accountability to a ‗non-human 
reality‘ by taking the processes of collective self-constitution beyond present positivist constructions. 
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PART FOUR: EARTH RULES 

In this concluding part of the course, we address the prospective lessons of the previous classes for creating 
new culturally and materially constitutive modes of regulation (‗earth rules‘). 

 
Class 11: March 26  

Green culture codes  
 

In this class, students will report on the state of the art in envisioning new forms of cultural self-constitution. 
(Min: 2 students, coordinating with Class 7 students) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: Following from a new natural law perspective, new culture codes must be embedded 
through new practices so that they can foster a (post legal) eco-cultural constitution. 
 
POSSIBLE APPROACH: Working with Group 7 students, to explore those writings, examples, stories that 
elucidate the relationships between physical/experiential conditioning and material practices that will allow 
for human/non-human flourishing. These, in turn, would be explored for how they could foster new normative 
embodiments and new cultural modes of self-regulation to emerge that will lead to ‗healthy‘ forms of cultural 
evolution.   
 

Class 12: April 2 
Green Constitutionalism 

 

In this class, students will develop ‗earth rules‘ for political and economic organization. (Min: 2-3 students, 
coordinating with Class 5 and 6 students) 
 
CLASS HYPOTHESIS: Given the history and present practices of capitalism/sovereign state, an ecological 

r-evolution may be necessary but cannot succeed by taking over the state or reforming its economic 
management. Similarly, many diverse new forms of economic organization and practice could be drawn 
upon for ecological change but are marginalized because of their incompatibly with today‘s dominant 
structures of power. Instead, we must develop new ‗earth rules‘ to ‗constitute‘ new power logics to 
replace/re-invent both the economy and the state. 
 
POSSIBLE APPROACH: To develop new power logics, conduct a review of theorists (anarchist, indigenous, 
confederalists, bioregionalists, green economists) that address the appropriate character and scale of 
political and economic governance, and of the networked relations to sustain them. Perhaps a detailed 
review of examples (re the state: Arendt, Castells, Switzerland, others; re the economy: Milani, others)  

 

 
NOTE: All papers are due April 6. 
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   INTRODUCTORY BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 
 

Power Logics I: Capitalism as Law 

 Noel Castree 2009. ―Crisis, continuity and change: Neoliberalism, the Left and the future of capitalism‖ 
Antipode Vol 4(1).  
 

 James O‘Connor 1994. ―Is sustainable capitalism possible?‖ in Martin O‘Conner (ed) Is Capitalism 
Sustainable? The Guildford Press: NY London. 

 

 David Harvey 1993. ―From space to place: Reflections on the condition of post-modernity‖ in Jon Bird et 
al. Mapping the Futures: Local Cultures, Global Change. London and NY: Routledge 

 

 David Harvey 2010. The Enigma of Capital 
 

 Richard Smith 2010. ―Beyond growth or beyond capitalism?‖ Real-world Economics Review, issue no. 
53, pp 28-42.  

 

 Ray Hudson 2001. Producing Places. The Guildford Press: NY and London. Ch. 3 ―Capitalist 

production, societal reproduction, and capitalist states‖ pp 48-92. 
 

 Michael Tigar and Madeline Levy 1977. Law and the Rise of Capitalism. Monthly Review Press: NY.  

 Boaventura de Sousa Santos 2006. Another Production is Possible – Beyond the Capitalist Canon.  

Verso: London.  

 Alan Stone (1985) ―The place of law in the Marxian structure-superstructure archetype‖ Law and 
Sociology Review 19: 39.  

 Maureen Cain 1982. ―The main themes of Marx and Engels‘ Sociology of Law‖ in Piers Beirne and 
Richard Quinney (eds) Marxism and Law 

 

Power Logics II: The Sovereign State 

 Nicholas Blomley 1994. ―Legal Territories and the ‗Golden Metawand‘ of the Law‖ in Law, Space and 
the Geographies of Power. Guildford Press, NY. 

 Boaventura de Sousa Santos 2002. ch 2 ―Toward an oppositional postmodern understanding of law‖ in 
Toward a New Legal Common Sense. Routledge: NY. 

 James Whitman 2009 ―Western Legal Imperialism: Thinking about the deep historical roots‖ Theoretical 
Inquiries in Law 10(2): 305-332. 

 Kara Shaw 200?  

 Mick Smith, Against Ecological Sovereignty 

 Tara Williamson 2009. ―The edges of exception: implications for indigenous liberation in Canada.‖ 
Appeal 14 68-83. 

 Agamben, Homo Sacer 

 Chris Butler 2009. ―Critical legal studies and the politics of space‖ Social and Legal Studies 18(3): 313-
332. 

 Stewart Davidson 2009. ―The Green State: A Neo-Marxist Critique.‖  (Unpublished manuscript) 
Available: www.psa.ac.uk/journals/pdf/5/2009/Davidson.pdf.  

 Robyn Eckersley, The Green State 

 David Harvey 1990 ―Between Space and Time: Reflections on the Geographical Imagination‖ Annals of 
the Association of Am Geographers 80(3) 418-434.. 

http://www.psa.ac.uk/journals/pdf/5/2009/Davidson.pdf
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 James Tully 2008 ―Modern Constitutional Democracy and Imperialism‖ Osgoode Hall Law Journal 46: 
461-495 [move to class 10/11?] 

 Neil Walker 2002. ―The idea of constitutional pluralism‖ The Modern Law Review 65(3).  

 Colin Hay 1994. ―Environmental security and state legitimacy‖ in Martin O‘Connor (ed) Is Capitalism 
Sustainable? NY and London: The Guildford Press, pp 217-231. 

 Margaret Fitzsimmons et al. 1994. ―Environmentalism and the liberal state‖ in Martin O‘Connor (ed) Is 
Capitalism Sustainable? NY and London: The Guildford Press, pp 198-216. 

 Michael M‘Gonigle 2000 ―Dialectic of Center and Territory: The political economy of ecological flows 
and spatial relations‖ in Michael M‘Gonigle and Fred Gale (eds) Nature, Production, Power: Towards an 
Ecological Political Economy. Edward Elgar: Cheltenham.  

 Michael M‘Gonigle and Justine Starke 2006 ―Minding Place: Towards a (rational) political ecology of the 
sustainable university.‖ Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 24: 325-348 

 Jane Holder and Carolyn Harrison 2003 Law and Geography. Oxford University Press.  

 Johnny Mack 2009. ―Thickening Totems and Thinning Imperialisms‖, UVic Faculty of Law: Master‘s 
Thesis. 

 Taiaiake Alfred 2005. Wasase: Indigenous Pathways of Action and Freedom. Broadview, Toronto.  

 James C Scott 1998. Seeing Like a State: How certain schemes to improve the human condition have 
failed, New Haven: Yale UP. 

 Hendrik Spruyt 1994. The Sovereign State and Its Competitors: An analysis of systems change. 
Princeton: Princeton UP, especially Ch.8, ―The Victory of the Sovereign State.‖ 

Legal Pluralism 

 Jeremy Webber 2006. ―Legal pluralism and human agency‖ Osgoode Hall Law Journal 44(1) 167. 

 Sally Engle Merry 1988. ―Legal Pluralism.‖ Law and Society Review 22(5) (GLT 2007) 

 Gad Barzilai 2008. ―Beyond relativism: Where is political power in legal pluralism?‖ Theoretical Inquiries 
in Law 9: 395-416. 

 

Culture Codes 

 Nash, Kate. ―The ‗Cultural Turn‘ in Social Theory: Towards a Theory of Cultural Politics.‖ Sociology 35, 

no. 1 (2001): 77-92.  
 

 Suny, Ronald Grigor. ―Back and Beyond: Reversing the Cultural Turn?‖ American Historical Review 
(December 2002): 1476-1489 only 

 

 D. Litowitz 2000. ―Gramsci, Hegemony and the Law.‖ Brigham Young Law Review 2000(2): 515-551. 

 Barnett, Clive. ―The Cultural Turn: Fashion or Progress in Human Geography.‖ Antipode 30, no. 4 
(1998) 379-94.  

 

 Escobar, Arturo. ―Culture Sits in Places: Reflections on Globalism and Subaltern Strategies of 
Localization.‖ Political Geography 20 (2001): 138-174.  

 

 Derek Gregory, ―(Post) Colonialism and the Production of Nature,‖ in Noel Castree and Bruce Braun, 
eds. Social Nature: Theory, Practice and Politics (Blackwell, 2001), pp. 85-111 

 Fisher, Mark. Capitalist Realism: Is there no Alternative? UK: O Books, 2009. 

 

 Jameson, Fredric. The Cultural Turn: Selected Writings on the Postmodern 1983-1998. London and 
New York: Verso, 1998.  

 

 Johnson, Richard. ―What is Cultural Studies Anyway?‖ Social Text no. 16 (Winter 1986-87): 38-80. 
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 Mitchell, Don. ―Cultural Geography at the Millennium: A Call to (Intellectual) Arms.‖ Journal of Cultural 
Geography 22, no. 1 (Fall/Winter 2004): 155-57. 

 

 MacLennan, Gary and Peter Thomas. ―Cultural Studies: Toward a Realist Intervention.‖ In Critical 
Realism: The Difference that it Makes, edited by Justin Cruickshank, 161-177. London: Routledge, 
2003.  

 

 Sabetti, Filippo. ―Local Roots of Constitutionalism.‖ Perspectives on Political Science 33, no. 2 (Spring 
2004): 70-78.  

 

 Sayer, Andrew. ―For a Critical Cultural Political Economy.‖ Antipode 33 (2001): 687-708.  
 

 Steinmetz, George. ―Critical Realism and Historical Sociology: A Review Article‖ Comparative Studies in 
Society and History 40, no. 1 (1998): 170-186.  

 

 Wagler, Ron. ―Foucault, the Consumer Culture and Environmental Degradation.‖ Ethics, Place and 
Environment 12, no. 3 (October 2009): 331-336.  

 

 Worth, Owen and Carmen Kuhling. ―Counter-Hegemony, Anti-Globalization and Culture in International 
Political Economy,‖ Capital & Class, no. 84 (Winter 2004): 31-42. 

 

 Patterson, Matthew (ed) 2007. Automobile Politics: Ecology and Cultural Political Economy. Cambridge 

University Press: Cambridge. 
 

 Clive Barnett 2001. ―Culture, geography, and the arts of government.‖ Environment and Planning D: 
Society and Space Vol 19 pp7-24   

 

 Cotterrell, Roger. ―Law in Culture.‖ Ratio Juris 17, no. 1 (2004): 1 – 14. 
 

 Merry, Sally Engle. ―Law, Culture, and Cultural Appropriation.‖ Yale Journal of Law & the Humanities 10 
(1998): 574-603.  

 

 Mezey, Naomi. ―Law as Culture.‖ Yale Law Journal 13, no. 3 (2001): 35-67.  

 

 Samek, R. A. ―A Case for Social Law Reform.‖ The Canadian Bar Review LV, no 3. (September 1977): 
409-435. 
 

 Sarat, Austin and Thomas R. Kearns (eds). ―The Cultural Lives of Law.‖ In Law in the Domains of 
Culture, 21-64. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1998.  

 

 Coombe, Rosemary, J. ―Contingent Articulations: A Critical Cultural Studies of Law.‖ In Law in the 
Domains of Culture, edited by Austin Sarat and Thomas R. Kearns, 1-20. Ann Arbor: University of 
Michigan Press, 1998. 

 

 Patricia Ewick and Susan S. Silbey. The Commonplace of Law: Stories from Everyday Life. Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press, 1998.  
 

 Saguay, Abigail C. and Forrest Stuart. ―Culture and Law: Beyond a Paradigm of Cause and Effect.‖ The 
ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 619 (September 2008): 149-164.  

 

 Plumwood, Val. Environmental Culture: The Ecological Crisis of Reason. London and New York: 
Routledge, 2002   

 

 Fitzpatrick, Peter. 'The damned word': Culture and Its (In)compatibility with Law.‖ Law, Culture & the 
Humanities 1 (2005): 2-13.  

 

 Lee, Janet. ―FANY (First Aid Nursing Yeomanry) ‗Other Spaces‘: Toward an Application of Foucault‘s 
Heterotopias as Alternate Spaces of Social Ordering.‖ Gender, Place & Culture 16, no. 6 (2009): 647-
664. 
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 Mitchell, Don. ―There‘s no Such Thing as Culture: Towards a Reconceptualization of the Idea of Culture 
in Geography.‖ Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers, New Series 20, no. 1 (1995): 102-

116.   
 

 Matthew Alan Cahn 1995. Ch 2 ―Symbolic politics: Creating and accommodating public demand‖ 
Environmental Deceptions. University of NY Press.  

 Paul W. Kahn 2001. Freedom, autonomy and the cultural study of law.‖  Yale Journal of Law and the 
Humanities 13:141-171. 

 Roberto Mangabeira Unger (1996) What Should Legal Analysis Become? London and NY: Verso. 

 

Natural Law I 

 Douzinas, Costas and Adam Gearey 2005. ―Natural Law, Resistance and Utopia.‖ Chapter 3 in Critical 
Jurisprudence: The Political Philosophy of Justice (Oxford: Hart).  

 Lloyd Weinreb  1986. ―The Natural Law tradition: Comments on Finnis‖ Journal of Legal Education 36: 

501-504 

 Mark C. Murphy 2003. ―Natural law jurisprudence.‖ Legal Theory 9:241-267. 
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28(1):88-101 (full article 64-118). 
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