The Green New Deal is the key – integrating discussions of climate change with socioeconomic inequality is fundamental to achieving rapid decarbonization and effective climate mitigation
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Contrary to the assumptions of carbon-centric critics of GNDs, climate change and socioeconomic inequalities are deeply connected. Not only does climate change exacerbate socioeconomic inequalities, but existing inequalities also fuel climate change. Economic inequality creates power imbalances that enable capital interests to expand carbon-intensive production and obstruct climate policy, and it empowers the wealthy to live unsustainably carbon-intensive lifestyles that set standards of consumption to which those on lower incomes aspire. At the other end of the income distribution, poverty, un(der)employment, and financial insecurity leave people trepidatious of ambitious carbon-centric policies that threaten to erode their purchasing power or deprive them of decent work. These economic effects are often geographically clustered and layered onto existing spatial inequalities, fueling political backlash. Finally, it is plausible that social and economic inequalities undermine the social bonds of trust necessary for transformative collective climate action. In light of these linkages, to attempt to decarbonize without also addressing socioeconomic inequalities is like swimming against the tide. Identifying these mechanisms that link socioeconomic inequalities to climate change is a crucial first step to crafting a policy program and political strategy for deep and rapid decarbonization. Because GNDs contain clusters of policy components that together mitigate all these mechanisms, we have argued that they would be more effective at achieving deep and rapid decarbonization than carbon-centric policies alone. Moreover, because the GND paradigm rests on a solidaristic, justice-based normative foundation,158 it is a powerful vehicle for the kind of transformative governance increasingly seen as essential for tackling interlinked social-ecological crises and achieving the Sustainable Development Goals.159,160 But sound policy is valuable only to the extent that it can be enacted and implemented. The GND policy agenda will succeed only if it inspires a mass movement that aligns the political interests of numerous organized groups with a majority of citizens. Looking at the US, we argued that although GND proposals face many political obstacles, the political strategies associated with them embody a more realistic theory of change than the strategies associated with the carbon-centric policy paradigm. In Europe, differences in patterns of socioeconomic inequalities and in political and economic institutions may mean that GND proposals take different forms, but there is suggestive evidence that there, too, the more integrative, solidaristic, and investment oriented GND paradigm offers a politically viable alternative to carbon-centrism. We conclude by suggesting three areas that could fruitfully be explored in future research. First, while there is much literature and vibrant debate on the role of income inequalities in driving climate change through consumption channels, we urge more attention to the other themes and mechanisms that we identified, particularly production. The consumption bias in current scholarship may reflect prevailing fidelity to the neoclassical economic assumption of ‘‘consumer sovereignty.’’ In any event, excessive attention to the role of consumers leaves underexplored the other forces that determine what gets produced and to what ecological effect. We encourage more scholarship on how inequalities shape ownership patterns, systems of provision, corporate governance regimes, and firm decision-making— and how these affect the emissions, low-carbon innovation, and political engagement of different kinds of firms and organizations. Second, as GND-style policies become increasingly adopted by political parties and governments, we see growing opportunities to research both the political effectiveness of GND strategies and their success in disrupting carbon lock-in and reducing GHG emissions. At present, many GND proposals are relatively broad and goal oriented, which has helped to mobilize wide coalitions of interest groups. However, as GND proposals are sharpened amid the hard battles of political campaigning, legislative enactment, and policy implementation, proponents will increasingly need to confront potential trade-offs. For instance, electoral imperatives will incentivize the prioritization of growth and welfare-oriented aspects of the GND agenda, such as largescale investment in sustainable social provisioning, and financial security policies. But if these measures are not soon complemented by more radical measures to reconfigure power and curb private luxury consumption, the project’s ambitious climate mitigation objectives may prove elusive,40 or it may be undermined by real resource constraints in the economy or the difficult politics of public debts, deficits, and inflation. How GND proponents manage these tensions and trade-offs in the years ahead will be fascinating to study. Finally, our discussion of GND-style policies and politics has focused on national-level policies in high-income countries, but climate change is a global problem, it is one of many ecological crises we face, and socioeconomic inequalities persist in all countries and between them. Accordingly, proponents will increasingly need to embed the GND paradigm in international institutions and norms and to craft policy responses that encompass the full breadth of ecological and socioeconomic challenges.161 Failure to attend to the global dimensions of the GND paradigm risks perpetuating neocolonial and extractivist patterns of accumulation and dispossession, albeit with a green gloss.4,162 In this respect, scholars and practitioners in high-income countries have much to learn from greater engagement with scholars and social movements in low- and middle-income countries, and from marginalized communities everywhere, that are aiming to tackle climate change, ecological destruction, and socioeconomic inequalities together.
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