Green New Deal critical to resolve global warming – other carbon centric policies will fail to achieve the goals of sustainability because they fail to resolve fundamental concerns within the transition.
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Implicit in the critique of proposed GNDs to which we are responding is the idea that their non-carbon policy components would distract from or otherwise undermine the aim of rapid decarbonization. But the evidence linking existing socioeconomic inequalities to climate change suggests the opposite: that integrating certain carbon-centric policies into a wider program of social, economic, and democratic reforms would achieve decarbonization more effectively than carbon-centric policies alone. To test this, we conducted a desk review of 29 GND-style policies that have been proposed in 2019–2021 across five continents (mostly from the US and Europe). We identified the specific policy components proposed in each and then grouped similar components into generic categories (see Table S3; different GND proposals contain decarbonization goals that differ in time frame and scope, per Table S2). We evaluated whether these policy components would likely advance the goal of decarbonization, given the mechanisms linking socioeconomic inequalities to climate change identified above (summarized in Table 1). We considered policy components individually and in combination to account for complementarities and feedback effects. The list of potential policy components is long, but they can be conveniently grouped into six clusters (see Figure 3). The first three clusters contain policy components distinctively associated with GND proposals. These, we argue, are justified components of a GND because they counteract the mechanisms by which socioeconomic inequalities fuel climate change, making GNDs more effective than carbon-centric policies alone (many of these policies also facilitate climate adaptation and resilience by low-income groups, reducing the effect of climate change on inequalities). First, sustainable social-provisioning policies aim to ensure that everyone has access to goods and services that securely satisfy basic human needs via provisioning systems that are environmentally sustainable: they entail zero or very low GHG emissions and address other environmental problems such as air and water pollution. Examples include policies that give people access to: thermally efficient and gas-free public housing; zero-emissions and non-polluting household energy; active and public transport; and sustainably produced, nutritious food and safe drinking water. Because they service basic needs, such policies play a key role in reducing unjust—often racialized and gendered—distributive inequalities.4 They enhance the prospects for decarbonization relative to carbon-centric policies by ensuring that low-carbon necessities are provisioned in a way that does not erode low-income groups’ purchasing power (mechanism 6) and that enables those on lower incomes to access energy-efficient and low-carbon goods (mechanism 7). Additionally, decarbonizing the provisioning systems for these necessities will add considerably to demand for labor (especially housing retrofits and construction), complementing the pro-jobs and pro-labor policy components discussed below.4 Second, financial security policies aim to enhance the financial security of those who are poor or at significant risk of poverty, such as people who are highly indebted, un(der)employed, or working in low-paid or precarious jobs. Example policy components include a job guarantee; a mandatory minimum wage (set at living-wage levels); free or subsidized training programs for GND-relevant skills; secure access to healthcare, social care, and childcare; enhanced social safety nets (e.g., categorical transfer payments); and targeted debt relief (e.g., medical and student debt).6 These policies can mitigate opposition to climate policies arising from job, financial, and social insecurity (mechanisms 5–8) in a way that carbon-centric policies cannot. Indeed, financial security policies equip people to embrace the inevitable transformations associated with deep and rapid decarbonization without fearing for their financial circumstances.5,6 Moreover, because they encompass support to workers in declining carbon-intensive sectors, they can be thought of as a much-expanded version of a ‘‘just-transition’’ package.114,115 The third cluster we call reconfiguring power. We have discussed how excessive concentration of wealth enables wealthy people and large corporations to expand carbon-intensive production by controlling the means of production and capturing political processes (mechanisms 3 and 4). Because of these linkages between wealth, power, and emissions-intensive production, climate policy will be more effective if it counteracts the dynamics by which wealth and power are becoming increasingly concentrated. Justified components of a GND therefore include measures that: reduce the wealth of the wealthy (e.g., increased progressivity of income and wealth taxation, closing corporate tax loopholes);6,116 distribute power and wealth to workers, consumers, and local communities rather than shareholders (e.g., pro-union reforms such as strengthening organizing and bargaining rights; reforms to shareholder-biased corporations, tax and bankruptcy laws; strengthening antitrust/ competition laws; decentralizing ownership over community assets)55,56,117,118; and reduce the influence of private money in politics (e.g., limits on campaign finance/donations, lobbying restrictions, political advertising restrictions, public financing of campaigns).72 Since power relations are also racialized, gendered, and colonial, many GND proposals justifiably incorporate measures that explicitly advance racial, gender, and indigenous justice.1,4 These measures not only target the material resources of such groups but also include procedural rights that elevate their voices in policy design and implementation, as well as symbolic forms of cultural recognition that affirm their inclusion in a common, positive-sum political project.110 Policies in these first three clusters should help build collective capacities in ways that gradually facilitate further cooperation and collective action to tackle climate change. By delivering tangible benefits that improve ordinary people’s lives and by reducing opportunities for corruption, policies in these clusters can foster trust and confidence in government as a force for good (mechanism 9). Moreover, by compressing economic inequalities at both ends of the income distribution and promoting inclusive cultural narratives, they strengthen bonds of solidarity across groups (mechanism 10).
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