Introduction- Name 1
Think about the changing weather patterns, the terrible flooding, and the fires that are a result of incredible dry heat. Think about the food that needs to be cultivated and the threat to food production as a result of these extreme weather changes. The impact of climate change is hurting each one of us, whether it is visible or not. Legislation on a global level will be the only way to slow down climate change and this needs to begin today.
	The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, also known as IPCC, was established in 1988 in order to provide a reliable source of scientific information in regards to the earth (United Nations). The IPCC is a platform that unites the world efforts in developing legislation to combat climate change. The IPCC released a report on the cause of the rise in sea level and how it has greatly changed over the past few decades. This report highlights that between the years of 1880 and 2012, the average global temperature increased by 0.85 degrees celsius. As a result of this increase, melting snow and ice are a contributing factor to the rise in sea level. This increase in global temperature is believed to be caused by higher concentrations of greenhouse gases. If there is no change in emissions, mean global temperature will continue to rise above the pre-industrial level and the oceans’ ice will continue to melt (United Nations).	Comment by Joseph Knisely: When? Also, cite it
	The first step in addressing the worries of climate change to humans was at the “Earth Summit” in 1992, which was produced by the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, also known as UNFCCC. As of now, 197 countries have become a part of this convention. The goal of the summit is to prevent “dangerous” human interference with the climate system and for countries to work together on a global level to create a change in our world (United Nations).	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Try to craft a better transition here between info about the IPCC, your summary of this paper, and the beginning of [Name 2’s] section
	Climate change affects social, political, and economic systems and a global level. It is only through legislation on climate change at the global scale that we may be able to face this issue as a united front.  	Comment by Joseph Knisely: You might want to elaborate (throughout the paper, not just in your intro) on why global legislation is BETTER than national legislation, not just that it’s necessary. Just a thought.

Social- Name 2
Climate change affects many different aspects of the human social condition, the primary of which is the effect on our health. According to the European Commission on Climate Change, “Climate change is a significant threat to not only human health but also to animal and plant health.” The Commission goes on to state that influences on health include, but are not limited to, “Increases in summer heat-related mortality, increases in the risk of accidents and impacts on well-being from extreme weather events (floods, fires, and storms), changes in the seasonal distribution of pollen…virus, pest, and disease distribution, risks in relation to change in air quality and ozone”. These threats are palpable  in their severity to humankind. The increase in the problems stated by the Commission, such as extreme weather, and changes in pollen, virus, and disease distribution involves the world's population without regard for national boundaries. 	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Cite these quotes and claims with proper MLA in-text citations
The Social Cost of CO2 is compiled by the United States Environmental Protection Agency, also known as the EPA, and other federal agencies to estimate the social cost of carbon emissions that have been identified as the primary cause of climate change. According to the EPA, social effects of carbon emissions on climate change include “changes in net agricultural productivity, human health, property damages from increased flood risk, and changes in energy system costs.” The Social Cost of CO2 estimate (SC-CO2) represents the approximate cost of stress on all the previously mentioned factors per one ton of carbon emissions added to the atmosphere. The 2015 3% average for this figure is $36 per ton, however this figure increases at a rate of about$6 every five years, with the rate decreasing slightly before reaching a  $69 per ton by 2050. This estimate in correspondence with the current carbon emission estimate of 1200 tons per second, according to CBS news, provides a very frightening outlook on the current and future stress towards various social aspects of human life. 	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Cite these claims!
The social effects of climate change affect all humans equally. Climate agreements such as UN climate agreements or the Paris Climate agreement have seen nations cheat() or leave as a result of the lack  they were not created with a blanket clause of legal binding for each member nation. The more successful climate agreements, such as the Montreal Protocol and the Kyoto Protocol, both still in effect and applauded for their positive efforts in slowing ozone damage and climate change, were legally binding. In order to slow the social effects of climate change, the issue must be addressed on a global scale with legislation that legally binds nations to adhere to regulations. The health of our species and other aspects of the human social condition do not have time for cheating, selfishness, or the bureaucracy of individual nations.	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Focus some more effort on this last bit. Remember your argument is not that climate change exists, that it threatens life, or even that it requires legislation to combat; your argument is that this legislation needs to be GLOBAL as opposed to national. 


Political- Name 3
	As with most debates about pressing international issues, much of the deliberation on climate change policy will come down to questions of national sovereignty- each nation’s right to control affairs within its borders without external interference. Developing national policies on climate change presents a unique dilemma in that the success of one nation is directly affected by the actions, or inactions, of other nations. Unlike international issues of the past whose scope and impact have been mostly regional in nature, the consequences of climate change will affect every part of the world, and as a result the normal prohibitions of sovereignty are not a compelling defense against international interference.	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Amen brother
In addition to sovereignty concerns, national-level solutions would almost inevitably fail due to enforcement issues. Even if nations were to commit to their own emission reduction goals individually, there are no objective guarantees that their reporting standards would match the rest of the world, or that they would take adequate action should they fail to meet such targets. International agreements, whether binding or non-binding, provide mechanisms for accountability and enforcement. For example, Article 13 of the 2015 Paris Climate Agreement established a detailed transparency framework, requiring each party nation to submit regular reports on their progress and subject themselves to international monitoring to hold themselves accountable. 	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Cite, Cite, Cite!
	Finally, the disparity between countries presents a major obstacle to the success of any individual-level solutions. According to data from the U.S. Department of Energy, China makes up 30% of the world’s carbon dioxide emissions, and the United States makes up another 15%. Even if the rest of the world were to pass individual-level legislation and drastically reduce their carbon emissions, they only account for just over half of the world’s carbon emissions. In addition to withdrawing from the Paris Accord, the Trump administration has rolled back Obama-era environmental protections such as the Clean Power Plan, indicating that the United States is actively working against efforts to reduce carbon emissions. While it is nominally cooperating with the Paris Climate Accord and making progress towards reducing emissions, China has proven to have a shaky record on international environmental agreements in the past, especially when they come at the cost of economic growth. For example, researchers discovered that Chinese factories have been emitting CFCs in violation of the Montreal Protocol earlier this year (Rigby et al.). Data from the Center for Strategic & International Studies’ China Power Project demonstrates that 73% of China’s energy consumption comes from coal, and most of that coal is used to power its industrial sector, which in turn has powered its rapid economic expansion. In the absence of strong incentives from the rest of the international community, action by either the United States or China could easily render the rest of the world’s efforts ineffective.

Economic- Name 4

Climate change will irrevocably hurt the global economy.  According to British economist Nicholas Stern, “if we don’t act, the overall costs and risks of climate change will be equivalent to losing at least 5% of global GDP each year, now and forever” (6).  This is no single country’s GDP, this is the total economic output of the globe as a whole.  The effort towards enacting climate change mitigation policy must be an international effort.  A single country alone enacting policy which cuts its carbon emission as much as 80% would not have enough sway to mitigate the irreversible processes already in effect.  Every country would have to enact policy to reduce carbon emissions 60 to 80%; without this the atmospheric concentration of CO2 will continue to rise (Barrett 49).
	 There are also problems with allowing countries to make their own policies on climate change mitigation.  In addition to the fact that countries on their own cannot control global human greenhouse gas emissions, there are also countries that would benefit from doing nothing, and allowing global warming to continue over the next century. “Russia, China, and Canada would all gain” (Barrett 51) as more natural resources and developable land become available.  While some countries may gain from global warming in the short term, it will inevitably spell disaster for others.	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Those sneaky Canadians, I always knew they were up to something
[bookmark: _GoBack]	A major economic issue of allowing national governments to enact climate change policy is free riding.  “Free-riding occurs when a party receives the benefits of a public good without contributing to the costs” (Nordhaus).  Free riding is an issue because it incentivizes individual nations to not enact climate change policy.  “In the case of the international climate change policy, countries have an incentive to rely on the emissions reductions of others without taking proportionate domestic abatement” (Nordhaus).  Considering the issue of free riding, no national government on its own would increase its spending for climate change mitigation because it would mean other countries may not have to increase their spending whatsoever and “free ride” off of another country’s efforts, and there are no short term (next several years) benefits for either country in this scenario.
	However, “successful efforts in many areas, including the protection of the ozone layer, have demonstrated that international co-operation can overcome issues of free riding” (Stern 450).  When domestic issues are set aside and international efforts are made to enact climate change mitigation policy such as in the Montreal Protocol,  it is easy to see that the only way to continue with policy in the future is international enforcement of these efforts.  International cooperation to solve global problems has been shown to work in the past:  “smallpox was eradicated in 1977…  Provision of this global public good meant that people no longer needed to die of this disease” (Barrett 52).  The global economy will see the long term benefits of international cooperation when it comes to global warming policy.  Much like the effective eradication of smallpox, global warming can be controlled and possibly stopped, but only if an international effort is made.    
	
 Conclusion- Name 5
	The presence and effects of climate change is an issue in which prominent organizations, such as the EPA, the United Nations, and the European Union have invested countless into understanding. Independent scientific organizations, whose sole purpose is to provide unbiased research, have been established in response to climate change (United Nations). The volume of research and statistics on this topic is evidence itself to the magnitude and global reachings of this issue.
	The question posed today is whether climate change is an issue that rests at the national level, or if it extends beyond borders. A nation's sovereignty, their right to choose what happens within their borders, is a significant concern when discussing policies. It's important to note that international solutions developed through the joint efforts of cooperating nations eliminate the need for this concern. International solutions decrease the risk of "free-riding" nations, allow for the establishment of a reliable monitoring system among global partners, and empower individual decisions in participation (Nordhaus). It is in these solutions in which the most beneficial outcomes are observed (Stern). 
	Climate change is unaffected by borders (Climate Change). The health issues that the European Commission on Climate Change outlines, such as heat mortality and air quality, are prevalent worldwide. The increasing frequency of extreme weather is occurring around the world. The temperature rise of 0.85C is a measurement of the average global increase (Climate Change). Established borders are irrelevant in this issue, and failure to address it as such will result in irreparable damage to the economy, political relations, and individual health within every nation. Ninety-seven percent of climate scientists are in agreement that the observable changes in our climate are a direct result of human activity (NASA). The collective efforts of humanity created this problem, and only through the same joint efforts will a solution be found.	Comment by Joseph Knisely: Good conclusion. I wish I had more feedback for you but I don’t
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