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What Can Animal Law Learn From 
Environmental Law?

Edited by Randall S. Abate

This book, edited by Prof. Randall S. Abate of Florida A&M University College of 
Law, seeks to �ll the gap between the complex legal issues that matter most to 
the environmental law and animal law movements. Environmental law, with its 
intricate layers of international, federal, state, and local laws, has a longer history 
and is more established than its animal law counterpart. Yet, animal law faces 
many of the same legal and strategic challenges that environmental law faced in 
seeking to establish a more secure foothold in the United States and abroad. As 
such, animal law stands to gain valuable insights from the lessons of the 
environmental law movement’s experience in confronting those challenges.

The 17 chapters contained in this book compare the very di�erent trajectories of 
the two movements’ regulatory histories and examine the legal intersections that 
may exist across them. Professor Abate draws on the talents of 22 experts from 
academia, the nonpro�t community, and the legal profession to examine the 
ways in which animal rights and welfare law can bene�t from lessons learned in 
the environmental �eld. Providing various contexts and perspectives from U.S. 
law, foreign domestic law, and international law, the book addresses a myriad of 
substantive issues, including climate change, international trade, agriculture, 
invasive species, lead pollution, and �sheries management, as well as procedural 
issues, such as standing and damages. The book concludes with a vision for the 
future on how animal law can learn from environmental law and how the two 
movements can better coordinate their common objectives.

About the Editor

Randall S. Abate is a professor of law, director of the Center for International Law and Justice, and project director of the Environment, 
Development & Justice Program at Florida A&M University College of Law in Orlando, Florida. At Florida A&M, Professor Abate teaches 
Environmental Law, International Environmental Law, Environmental Justice, Climate Change Law and Indigenous Peoples Seminar, 
Ocean and Coastal Law Seminar, Public International Law, Constitutional Law I and II, and Animal Law. Professor Abate joined the 
Florida A&M College of Law faculty in 2009 with 15 years of full-time law teaching experience at Vermont Law School, Widener Law 
School–Harrisburg, Rutgers School of Law–Camden, Florida Coastal School of Law, and Florida State College of Law. He has taught 
international and comparative environmental law courses in study abroad programs in Kenya, Canada, India, Argentina, and the 
Cayman Islands.

“This is a path-breaking collection of thoughtful essays on the relationship between traditional environmental law and the emerging law of 
animal rights and welfare. Indeed, these closely reasoned accounts show how intertwined are the strands of law that comprise these 
seemingly disparate �elds. In a human-dominated world, the book is a useful reminder that hubris can lead to catastrophe for all forms of life 
on earth.”

—Patrick Parenteau, Professor of Law and Senior Counsel of the Environmental and Natural Resources Law Clinic, Vermont Law School
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A missed economic 
opportunity as well 

as an environmental 
disaster is unfolding

Nearly all future growth in 
greenhouse gases will come 
from the world’s emerging 

economies, and preventing danger-
ous global warming depends on their 
reducing emissions growth. Thus it 
is troubling that Turkey, the world’s 
17th largest economy, plans to as 
much as quadruple coal-fired electric 
capacity, building as many as 80 new 
plants by 2030. It could become the 
world’s third-largest operator of coal 
plants, after China and India. 

Turkey’s GHG emissions would in-
crease 134 percent over current levels, 
to 1.1 billion metric tons of CO2 equiv-
alent annually, over two percent of esti-
mated global emissions in 2030 if the 
promises at December’s Paris Climate 
Conference are carried out. Turkey 
did commit at Paris to reduce GHG 
emissions 21 percent by 2030 from a 
business-as-usual scenario. But world 
GHG emissions would increase only 8 
percent, and Turkey’s 
would still more than 
double. 

The Turkish gov-
ernment’s rationale 
for coal is based on 
economics and con-
cerns for energy in-
dependence. To meet expected growth 
in electricity demand of 5–6 percent a 
year, power generation would have to 
rise 250 percent by 2030. Turkey has 
huge lignite deposits that could be used 
for new coal plants. 

Currently 48 percent of Turkish 
power is fueled by natural gas, almost 
all of which has to be imported from 
Russia and Iran at a cost of around $8 
to $10 billion a year, nearly cancelling 
out positive annual financial flows of 
foreign direct investment into Turkey of 
$10.2 billion. Coal currently accounts 
for 29 percent of power generation, 
followed by hydro at 16 percent, and 
wind at 3 percent. To decrease depen-
dency on Russian gas, the government 
plans to greatly increase coal, expand 

investment in renewables, and build 
three hugely expensive nuclear power 
plants, constructed respectively by Rus-
sia, Japan and France, and China.

This dash to coal is a missed eco-
nomic opportunity as well as an envi-
ronmental disaster. An August Interna-
tional Energy Agency study estimates 
that solar and wind power will be less 
expensive than coal and natural gas by 
2025; a Citigroup study concluded the 
same with 2030 as the threshold year. 
Turkey’s climate is optimal for invest-
ments in solar and wind: it has a pho-
tovoltaic performance factor 50 percent 
higher than Germany’s, and a wind 
power potential alone of 275 gigawatts, 
about four times current total installed 
generating capacity. 

Moreover, international investors are 
increasingly rejecting financial support 
for coal. The World Bank, European In-
vestment Bank, and European Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development have 

all revised their energy-
lending policies to vir-
tually exclude financial 
support for new coal 
power plants, and to 
prioritize investments 
in low-carbon renew-
able generating. Tur-

key borrows from all three institutions.
At the request of WWF Turkey, 

Bloomberg New Energy Finance com-
pared the government’s plans with an 
alternative Renewables Development 
Pathway for 2030. In the renewables 
scenario, no new coal plants beyond 
those already financed or under con-
struction go online, and the resulting 
gap in new energy generation is met 
by more wind, solar, and some hydro. 
Wind and solar would account by 
2030 for over 37 percent of installed 
generating capacity, and coal plants for 
only 12.1 percent. Total overall costs 
for the two scenarios would be about 
the same, and both reduce dependency 
on imported gas. But in the renewables 
scenario, Turkey’s GHG power-related 

emissions stabilize, rather than more 
than double. 

There are significant long-term eco-
nomic advantages in the renewables 
scenario, not even counting the envi-
ronmental and public health costs of 
massive coal development. Most new 
coal plants would require anthracite 
hard coal rather than lignite, and Tur-
key has to import anthracite; this de-
pendency could cost some $4 billion 
annually if the new plants are built. For 
wind and solar, once built the fuel is 
free. 

The Bloomberg analysis notes that 
the renewables approach “would be 
likely” to attract foreign investment 
in renewables industries, creating new 
employment and eventually even an 
export capacity. It cites a recent Turkish 
government policy establishing higher 
feed-in electric tariffs for locally manu-
factured renewable equipment, result-
ing already in German investment to 
make wind turbine towers and rotor 
blades in Turkey. 

One of the most striking arguments 
against the proposed Turkish coal rush is 
a comparison with South Africa’s power 
investment plans to 2030. Like Turkey, 
South Africa is a fast-growing economy, 
and has a climate especially favorable 
to solar and wind power. It has urgent 
challenges of poverty alleviation, and 
its power sector is currently addicted to 
domestically produced coal. But South 
Africa plans to reduce its power depen-
dence on coal from 84 to 30 percent, 
and increase wind and solar generation 
to a third of total capacity. •
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