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1) Purpose of the visit
The main purpose of this visit was to assess the contribution of business corporations to climate change mitigation as political entities and to conduct this research under the supervision of Prof. Marcus Duwell. Scholars who work on Climate Justice tend to assume that, as a primary agent of justice, states are the primary duty-bearers of climate change mitigation. The question of what climate justice requires from other agents or institutions like business corporations remains neglected to a certain extent. Although climate justice encourages business corporations, as secondary agents of justice to take initiatives to reduce their own emissions of greenhouse gases, it does not treat them as political actors. Although this is a step in the right direction, it remains largely insufficient to address the threats related to climate change and it was part of the main purpose of the research stay to fill this gap by investigating on the special contribution of business corporations to climate justice as political entities.
2) Description of the work carried out during the visit
There are three main components of the work that has been done during the research stay: a) Meetings with some Professors & researchers of the Ethics Institut; b) Presentation of a paper on the ongoing research; c) participation to launch seminars and colloquium organized by the Ethics Institut

a) MEETINGS WITH SOME RESEARCHERS OF THE ETHICS INSTITUT; 
- I had one meeting with Pr Marcus Duwell, the supervisor of my research stay, in april and we decide to have another one in May (via skype).  He insisted on the types of reason we can call for to impose mitigations duties on firms and how to solve the side-constraints effects of imposing these types of duties on firms and suggested relevant litterature on the topic. 
- I had one meeting with both Ingrid Robeyns and Jos Philips  who insisted on the way I should think the mitigation duties of non-state actors in the collective age and suggested me also many papers on the issue. We plan to have also a skype meeting after the end of my research stay. 
- I discussed also the topic of my research with some other Phd Students and Postdoctorate members of the Ethics Institut.
b) PRESENTATION AT THE HALFWAY POINT OF MY RESEARCH
In april 30, I presented some aspects of my research during a Lunch Seminar.
c) PARTICIPATION TO SEMINAR AND COLLOQUIUM

I participated to some other seminars and colloquium organized by the Ethics Institut, especially the conference given by Sally Haslanger from MIT.  
   
3) Description of the main results obtained

The main results are twofold : 
a) a better clarification of the topic: Distinguishing the Market solution from the Political solution to climate change mitigation;
b) Beginning the draft of a paper on business corporations as agents of climate justice 
a) Distinguising the Market Solution from the Political solution
The contribution of business corporations to climate justice can go in two directions. First, there is the Market Solution proposed by Norman Bowie (Bowie, 1990; Arnold and Bustos, 2005). The market solution says that we should let the market regulate climate change. Knowing the diversity of consumer preferences, only the Market can help find the fair trade-off between potential harm caused by climate change and the utility of the product made by corporations. Therefore, corporations have no special obligations to protect the environment above and beyond what is required by the law. The market solution is implausible because of the failures of the market. Let alone the market cannot regulate the mitigation of climate change. The market solution fails mostly because it is based on the assumption that business corporations are only secondary agents of justice, that is rule-takers and not primary agents of justice, that is rule-makers.  

Those who argue for the Market Solution focus on states because they see business corporations in a traditional sense, that is, as secondary agents. In that sense, state agreements would take the contribution of business corporations into account. Business corporations would then only have to abide by the agreed-upon rules. However, the problem is that states won’t act against the interests of their most strategic business corporations. This prevents them from entering into agreements that restrict corporate activity. Therefore, as we have experienced until now, the results are agreements without teeth or no agreements at all. This is why the focus should be shifted to the role business corporations should play while operating in the “shadow” of states. 

Beside the Market Solution, there is the Political Solution: what business corporations should do as primary agents of climate justice? This solution is based on a normative argument based on Hsieh’s account for corporate responsibility in unjust states. 

Hsieh argues that business corporations have a responsibility to promote just or well-ordered institutions in host countries which lack them. This responsibility is grounded in the negative duty not to cause harm. His argument draws from Rawls’ duty of assistance, which states that liberal societies have towards burdened societies. Business corporations should assist host countries in order not to take advantage of market failures (Heath, 2006).  According to Hsieh: “Given that economic activity has the potential to lead to human right violation and to cause harm, I argued that what help to make such activity is well-ordered societies. In societies that are not well-ordered, there is a reason to hold that MNEs have a responsibility to help promote just institutions” (Hsieh: 2009:259).   

Rawls’s duty of assistance seems to play a similar role as his duty of just savings (Gosseries, 2014). The duty of just savings is the obligation for a generation to save enough to help future generations sustain just institutions. If Rawls adopts the Maximin at the level of domestic justice, that is, the idea that just institutions are to be organized in such a way that they maximize the lifetime prospects of the most disadvantaged, he replaces this principle with the duty of assistance regarding global justice and with the duty of just savings regarding intergenerational justice. In the Law of People, Rawls writes: “In this respects the duty of assistance and the duty of just savings express the same underlying idea” (Rawls, 1999:107). The underlying idea is that both principles aims at ensuring that other societies (global justice) and next generations (intergenerational justice) become or remain well-ordered societies. Well-ordered societies are societies which follow the law of people. These societies have a particular political conception of right and justice, which applies to the norms and principle of law and practice in their mutual relations. Their domestic institutions meet some criteria of justice. 

“Savings” occur when a generation transfer to the next one more that what it inherited from the previous one. Rawls distinguishes two stages regarding the duty of just savings: an accumulation stage and a steady-state stage. The accumulation stage is the period where a generation should accumulate until it reaches a threshold that is necessary to establish a just society. In the accumulation stage, each generation has the obligation to save. The steady stage is the stage where just institutions have been established. After setting up just institutions, according to Rawls, no further savings are required unless it is necessary to maintain a just society. Even if a society may continue to save, it is not a duty of justice any more. The only obligation a generation has is to transfer to the next one what is necessary to preserve a just society where the political autonomy of people is not undermined (Rawls, 1999:118) The duty of just savings appears then to be what justice requires from us regarding intergenerational justice and hence regarding climate justice even if climate global warming already affect current generations. 

Hsieh argues that we should extend the duty of assistance to business corporations regarding global justice and that, in non-ideal circumstances, business corporations have the duty to promote just institutions where they are lacking. We can argue that, since the duty of assistance seems to play a similar role in global justice as the duty of just savings in intergenerational justice (Rawls, 1996 b; Gosseries, 2014), we should extend the duty of just savings to business corporations as well.
b) the draft of a paper on "business coporations as agents of climate justice"

The paper wants to insist on the role that business corporations should play as political entities once we admit that in non-ideal circumstances the distinction between primary agents of justice (State actors) and secondary agents of justice (non-states actors) blurs. This role could be for business corporations to press states to reach an ambitious post-kyoto agreement on climate change mitigation, but also to find provisory agreements among themselves while waiting for States to find an agreement. 



4) Future collaboration with host institution (if applicable)

It may be possible for both institution (host and mine) to organise next year a workshop on climate obligations of business corporations. 
5) Projected publications / articles resulting or to result from the grant (ESF must be acknowledged in publications resulting from the grantee’s work in relation with the grant)
One paper is projected as a result of the grant for the next six months. 
"Business corporations as agents of climate justice" and will be probably submitted to Business Ethics Quarterly.

6) Other comments (if any)
     
