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Abstract

The election of President Barack Obama represents a major shift in U.S. climate policy.  During the campaign, he committed to comprehensive action on the issue of energy, which includes significant steps to address the problem climate change.  This Article explores how the Obama Administration should address the multiscalar dimensions of climate regulation in meeting its energy commitments.  Specifically, greenhouse emissions and their impacts pose policy challenges that fall within the competence of multiple levels of governments.  As a result, a range of governmental and nongovernmental entities—from local ones focused on land use planning to national and international ones negotiating the post-2012 treaty regime—need to engage this problem.
Despite the involvement of cities, states, nations, and international bodies, however, most U.S. regulatory efforts to date have focused primarily on one level of government.  Treaty negotiations center on potential nation-state parties, federal and state legislators craft bills mandating action at their respective levels, and cities and counties use local government mechanisms to develop their climate plans.  Although attempts at synergy certainly exist, such as in treaty schemes that allow for flexible national implementation or in local efforts to use Kyoto Protocol standards, extensive scalar integration rarely occurs.
This Article explores ways in which "diagonal" regulatory approaches might help the Obama Administration to address these scalar challenges.  Such approaches involve entities both at the same level of government (the horizontal) and at multiple levels of government (the vertical), and in so doing, create cross-cutting interactions.    Part II provides a taxonomy of possible diagonal regulatory strategies: integrated, predominantly large-scale, predominantly small-scale, predominantly horizontal, and predominantly vertical.  It analyzes the role that each type of diagonal regulation might play in the development of more effective climate policy.  Part III applies these strategies to the treaty context, and considers how the Obama Administration could work to integrate smaller scale policy initiatives substantively and structurally into the post-2012 negotiations.  Part IV then turns to the U.S. federal government level, exploring how both Executive and Congressional action might be more diagonal.  The Article concludes by assessing the benefits and limits of thinking diagonally as the United States transitions to an Administration far more committed to national and international action on climate change.     








































































































