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ABSTRACT 
 
Every day, new ideas emerge in the world, and planners and specialists in various disciplines are seeking to use the ideas in a faster and 
better manner in order to advance their development objectives and their country at the macro level. Since the introduction of the 
Protocol of Rio de Janeiro, the world was sensitive to any of the ideas or technologies. The fact that what effect, either positive or 
negative, any innovation can have on the environment is an issue that results in contention between the advocates of environment on 
the one hand and supporters of that idea, innovation or technology on the other hand. At the beginning of any decision regarding the 
use or non-use of the new idea or limited use of the new idea, it is necessary that all the experts and planners acquire some knowledge 
of it because having a better knowledge, it is possible to obtain a good solution to use as much as possible the less destructive 
innovation. Today, globalization is seen in all sectors of society so that economists and sociologists address this phenomenon. 
Globalization has led to the voluntary movement toward globalization and it is one the issues that has been addressed by the experts in 
the field. This study intends to determine what direct or indirect effect any innovation can have on the environment? Are the effects 
positive or negative and in case of facing this new and perhaps somewhat mandatory phenomenon, what should we do so that the 
environment encounter the least vulnerabilities?  
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INTRODUCTION 

 
State of the environment is critical in developing countries. In the decades after World War II, economic 

and political decisions of governments in developing economies, particularly industrializing economies were not 
focused on environmental considerations and management. In other words, governments in developing countries 
had poor performance to play their role as the providers of public goods, and have failed to compensate for the 
market failure, especially attention to the environmental protection and the prevention and pollution of the 
environment. The state of the environment (environmental quality and the level of destruction and pollution) is 
the outcome of interaction and effect of decisions, interests and actions of the actors, including governments, 
businesses, and economic agents, environmental non-governmental organizations (NGOs), green parties and the 
public masses (the poor, women, peasants, etc.) and scientific authorities (the scientific communities) the 
national and international levels. 

With regard to the review of the literature and theories of political economy of environment, this study tries 
to answer the question: do the processes of economic globalization help to promote the role of government in 
the economy of the environment (destruction and pollution trends) in developing economies, or will continuous 
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traditional roles that often took place in the aftermath of World War II continue and strengthen the harmful 
polluting trends in the economies of these countries? 

 
1. The state of the environment in developing countries: 

Sustainability indexes are a concern in most developing countries. Problems caused by the unsustainable 
and misusing utility of the resources, land, water, air, and so forth draws a very dangerous and threatening 
landscape in these communities. In general, some of the most important environmental issues in developing 
countries are deforestation, desertification, greenhouse gas emissions and consequent intense air pollution, 
pollution of seas and freshwaters (rivers, groundwater), decline and extinction of plant and animal species, 
inappropriate and unsystematic burial of pollutants and toxic materials, excessive use of sustainable toxic and 
organic materials such as chemical fertilizers or pesticides, soil erosion and reduction in soil quality, and so 
forth. 

In Asia, one person of at least three people does not access to safe drinking water and one person of at least 
two people has no access to the health [34]. The animal species are declining sharply (WCMC / IUCN, 1998). 
During 1990 to 1995, about 17 million hectares of forests were destroyed in the Asia-Pacific region [33]. 
Urbanization and industrial development helped to perpetuate the destruction of arable land. Along with the 
increased urbanization, especially in large cities, traffic was further condensed, water and air were polluted, the 
urban marginalization became broader and available fresh water was less. Widespread poverty intensified 
degradation and depletion of resources. Likewise, ignorance of the environmental consequences was associated 
with high costs [36]. Environmental programs, such as the state of green taxes fail due to the non-compliance 
with tax structures and environmental management of these countries [36]. Rules and regulations are 
implemented hardly with some problems. A large number of international treaties has been signed or approved 
in the field of protection of environment; however, the only measurable effect of such rules was the relative 
growth of awareness of decision-makers and people. 

 
Literature review: 
Political economy of environment and the role of government: 

The central point in the theory of environmental economics is that environment is not separate from the 
economic and changes in one affect the other [26]. In this theory, a direct relationship is drawn between the 
continuous growth capacity and load capacity of biosphere (the environment) so that production and 
consumption and finally the amount of waste and emissions will exceed the capacity of biosphere load [9]. This 
theory of the limits is seen in the works of thinkers such as Malthus [18], Ricardo [27] and Marx [19,26] and the 
tragedy theory of the commons [11]. 

In the theories of economic of the environment, polluters (whether producers or consumers) have no 
motivation to protect the environment and therefore, the environment and economy are unstable. Hence, 
pollution and destruction could be declined by the mechanisms such as valuing resources, internalization of 
environmental costs, zeroing of the social costs of production and consumption, and the use of legal and 
regulatory tools and then the economy could be sustainable reducing pressure on resources. It is argued in the 
economics of the environment that consumers, governments, state-owned enterprises and the public sector are 
the main environmental factors that pollute and destroy the environment [25,32]. 

In the conceptual concept of sustainable development, the third dimension has been added to the 
fundamental objectives of economic development so that now, in addition to economic objectives (economic 
development and efficiency) and social objectives (income distribution, employment and targeted aids), 
protection of the environment was considered as the third fundamental purpose [16]. 

In the political economy of the environment, the focus is that policies are determined by politics and the 
politicians should decide what the public want and then dedicate their public and political life to evaluating the 
costs and benefits of their actions and decisions [29]. What should always be considered is the role of power in 
the decision-making and environmental policy. Therefore, it is the awareness of the political processes of 
resources allocation that we can adjust environmental programs that have political acceptance and economic 
efficiency [15]. 

Issues of the political economy of the environment have the potential of uncertainty due to the nature of the 
environmental issues. This uncertainty opens the way for a political transition in the mutual relationship 
between environmental protection and development. Hence, the difference between the environmental-oriented 
concern and developmental-oriented concerns focus on the fundamental issue that pollution is a price to pay for 
the development [20]. Of course, the economists do not agree with this basic premise. Another important feature 
is what Ruggie, Sorokin, Le Goff, and others are called temporality. The period when a society considers for its 
decision making, makes major changes in the evaluation, nature of the affairs, and type of responses in each 
phase and these changes make especially the political and strategic decisions difficult [28].  

Now, just those environmental organizations such as the United Nations environment program (UNEP), the 
Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD) and the global environment facility (GEF) do not only play a 
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role but also the international economic organizations and institutions that manage and regulate the global 
economy (or at least seek for its management) such as the World Bank, IMF, GATT/WTO and the Group of 
Seven are also effective and have environmental agendas [13]. At the international level, while each of the 
developed and developing countries are responsible for environmental degradation and pollution, a widespread 
fighting was formed between the two groups of countries on the environment. Developed countries think that 
developing countries have a vital responsibility in the international cooperation to protect the global 
environment, especially with regard to the climate changes, deforestation and biodiversity, while developing 
countries see the exploitation of the resources such as forest inevitable to develop their national economies by 
insisting on the principle of national sovereignty [20].  

The relationship between environment and the type of political systems is another obvious feature of the 
theory of political economy of the environment. Many theorists of the political economy of the environment in 
their studies on developing countries believe that the form of political system (closed or open, democratic or 
authoritarian, military or parliamentary) is a determinant in the state of environment. It is assumed that non-
democratic systems do not adequately and properly provide public goods, such as pollution control compared to 
democratic countries. On the other hand, the form of the government has a strong relationship with income level 
[4]. 

The role of government in the economy is concerned more than anything with the way of providing public 
goods (such as environmental protection) and their quality. Today, the capacity of governments is limited to 
provide public goods because public policy has been concentrated on the strengthening of the favorable 
investment climate to transnational capital. This means that provision of goods, such as human capital (skills, 
experience, education and training of the labor), infrastructures (public transport to the high-tech information 
highway), support of new technologies, the provision of public services essential to a good quality of life for the 
new elite and middle class managers and the establishment of a public policy environment for investment [3]. In 
recent years, due to the extent of urgent externalities (pollution and destruction), actions taken by the 
government were less questioned. 

In response to the market failure and the need for government intervention in the market, the theory of state 
failure was presented. According to the theory, government intervention in economic affairs and economic 
policies caused economic deviations and such deviations will be more serious obstacles to improve the 
performance of the economy. The idea is that politicians and government officials of the public services are 
seeking for their profit seeking and also have their own interests and are looking to maximize the interests in 
public activities that they perform. It is said that politicians, liberal reformers and others deviate the market 
functions using the state machine in order to advance their personal interests are depleting and diversion [7]. 
The failure or inability of the government may be the result of inherent limitations and the structure of 
government. 

 
a- Traditional role and function of government in the economy of the environment in developing countries: 

Three periods can be considered to study the role of government in the economy of the environment in 
developing countries: the colonial period, independence period (the period after World War II), and post-
Fordism or the era of economic globalization. In the first period, functionalities and the functional domain of the 
state in the economy of the environment are based on the institutions and functional tasks of the established 
operation by the colonial governments. In independence period that coincides with the period of Fordism 
economy, the governments of these countries take and reinforce seriously the developmental functions and roles 
and use all abilities, capacities and resources to achieve growth and development within the framework of the 
international economic system of the Fordist period (mass production, the welfare state, extreme protectionism, 
export development strategy, the maximum intervention in the economy, the ideological emphasis on 
independence and national sovereignty), and cost. In the third period; that is the post-Fordism period or the era 
of economic globalization, the traditional role and functions of government in the economy of the environment 
in developing countries were under double global and local (outside and inside) pressure. In this period, the role 
and functions of government in the field of environment faces with serious challenges, volatile opportunities and 
major changes. 

In general, theorists of political economy of the environment define the role and function of the government 
as destructive in developing countries and at the same time the largest and most effective solutions [35]. 
Accordingly, the government is a superior actor that suffers from uncertainty and uncertain information to make 
decisions for the management and influence on the environment suffers and the leaders are trying to survive 
politically and institutionally. As a result, they do not trust to their own preferences rather than alternative 
solutions and the preferences of other actors that should have a strategic interaction with them. Therefore, the 
governments and decision makers are fundamentally unable to detect and select the solutions and policies [10]. 
Hence, the governments are regarded as the major obstacle for resolving the environmental crisis at both the 
domestic and international levels. 
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According to Bailey and Bryant, the focus of discussions on the destructive environmental role of 
governments is to identify and acknowledge the inherent and continuous conflict in the functioning of the 
government. In fact, the government on the one hand should play the government's role as a developer and on 
the other hand as the supporter, protector and steward of the natural environment, and the paradox in procedures 
and functions of the governments of developing countries is after World War II [2]. Walker states the paradox as 
follows: "the governments have never accepted the responsibility for the management and protection of the 
environment and biological resources. However, they are assumed as actors whose responsibility is to provide 
and improve public goods, the least of them is environment they have forced to accept this responsibility. 
Nevertheless, the government's function in this area, if not catastrophic, but was disappointing. The government 
has generally fueled these problems rather than to be a solution to environmental problems"[35]. 

Bryant and Bailey believe that governments in the developing countries at the beginning of the 
independence spent their time and effort on the development of territorial jurisdictions and consolidation of their 
sovereignty, and therefore they forgot the environment. Low financial capacity of these countries forced the 
governments to extract more resources (the pattern of colonization) and primary commodity exports and 
pressure on the environment in the governments of developing countries in order to gain revenue and pay for the 
costs of industrialization and development. Therefore, the development and industrialization led to the cost of 
destruction and pollution) of the environment. 

Path of development that was travelled under the leadership and control and by the state in the 1960s and 
1970s was followed by unwillingness of governments in dealing with the environment and the lack of 
environmental regulation or weak environmental regulations. Uncontrollable and uncontrolled industrialization 
led to serious pollution of air, water and soil and various diseases [2]. Due to the reliance on raw materials 
exports, especially exports of one or two products (e.g., oil), the debt crisis, political and security issues, 
conservative and defensive bureaucracies of the status quo, the leaders corruption, rentier influential 
governments and groups, and strategic relationship with the business and the economy sectors of and in 
pursuance of personal interests rather than the collective interests were intensified by the government officials. 
Environmental agencies were overlooked by the bureaucratic conflicts because the authorities and officials of 
the organs have much less power and influence in the government and decision-making processes and decision-
maker circles, and generally play a secondary role in the hierarchy of decision-making system. 

 
b- The effect of economic globalization on the role of government in the political economy of the environment in 
developing countries: 

Developments and processes of economic globalization have changed the role and position of government 
in economic affairs. The globalization theorists have questioned aspects of this change. According to the 
extensive changes in the international economic system, particularly with emphasis on non-land nature of 
economic affairs and cross-border production and distribution of the markets, proponents of the thesis of 
economic globalization believe that the government has withdrawn under intense pressures from globalization 
[31] and stateless world economy and borderless world economy are forming [24]. The opponents of the 
economic globalization thesis also believe that not only the government has not been weakened in recent 
decades but also has been strengthened in some areas. They believe that local interest groups such as traders, 
labor organizations, consumers and national-ethnic groups continue to exert pressure on the government to serve 
their interests. Moreover, the ability of the welfare state has not reduced [12]. The opponents assert that the main 
factor of rapid change and growth of the newly industrialized countries of East Asia is developmental not the 
globalization of capital and economy. They particularly emphasize that the governments of developing countries 
are never victims of the globalization process of the market economy and multinational companies [30]. 

Since the effects of economic globalization on the domestic economy are largely directed by national 
governments and the effects are of high importance, what is the role of governments of developing countries in 
the field of political economy of the environment? 

In the first place, economic globalization and environmental globalization produce complex mutual 
interdependence in the fields of economy and the environment. With the globalization of resources, capital and 
labor, extensive and mutual increasing relationships are established between international, transnational, and 
cross-national levels. Consequently, the multi-layered mutual relationships between all the actors (especially 
governments) are vulnerable to varying degrees to the changes in other sensitive actors and to the external 
events [21].  

In a globalized economy, the government failure cannot mean the government's withdrawal state of the 
economy and mere reliance on the market situation. In such circumstances, the government and the market both 
play a key role. Both the government and the market have some failures. Proper functioning of the market needs 
good governmental support and leadership [17]. It is vital to have an efficient government to provide goods and 
services (provision and symbols) that allow markets to flourish and grow and lead people to happier and 
healthier lives. Without such a government, sustainable development both in economic and in social grounds 



74 

 

would be impossible. The ability of the government should be increased to improve the welfare of the people 
(i.e., the ability to perform and promote the efficiency of collaborative activities). 

One of the fundamental duties of governments in developing countries under the conditions of economic 
globalization is to protect environment. Although government regulation alone cannot prevent environmental 
pollution and destruction, innovative tools and strategies for motivation and flexibility are available to 
encourage polluters of the environment in order to address the principle of clean production in their activities. 
Governments of developing countries can use the spread of information in the field of environment to encourage 
citizens to take the initiative and leading actions. It needs to be completed by reforming the government 
structure, blowing fresh forces in the capabilities of public institutions, creating motivation in the state managers 
and supervising their intractable actions. Corruption must be fight in the government and state authorities and 
institutions because economic globalization threatens the weak states without program while it is a way for the 
efficient and orderly governments to strengthen the foundations of economic development and prosperity.  

As emphasized by the World Bank, in the process of economic globalization, not only the importance and 
the role of government have not decreased but it is the government that should provide public goods and 
essential laws and regulations for environmental protection, prevent the formation of the tragedy of the 
commons and pollution heaven and provide and support contexts for research and development in order to 
achieve eco-friendly technologies, clean production, green economy, and sustainable development through 
institutional reforms, fighting of the corruption, creation of efficiency in the government and optimal 
intervention in the economy and generally creation of a good governance and strong state. Since the most acute 
environmental problems facing developing countries are local rather than global, it is necessary to create good 
governance to solve them [37]. 

The government exposure with the ecological crisis in many developing countries encounters another issue 
that has a political aspect; that is, the link between environmental problems with the legitimacy of the political 
system [5]. 

Due to the inefficiency and institutional problems such as administrative corruption, inefficiency of the 
judicial system, theft and crime, and the lack of necessary guarantee for property, poverty and widespread 
unemployment, many of these states do not have the required political will to address environmental issues. 
Accordingly, some argue that without pressure from the bottom-to-up (i.e., public awareness of the citizens and 
the citizens' pressure on politicians to change the destructive behavior to the environmental-friendly) it is not 
possible for the governments to be accountable for the environment. 

Due to the need for capital and external financing, the governments of developing countries had to provide 
information of their own economy. One of the reasons for this is to make clearer the domestic economy and the 
behavior of agents and political processes for supervisors of the institutions such as the IMF, World Bank, Bank 
for International Settlements (BIS) or for private influential international organizations such as the "Moody and 
Standard and Poverty". This report helps the transparency of economic performance. Structural adjustment has 
been implemented by many economic developing governments as a mechanism to make accountable the 
political non-accountable order [6]. 

Serious environmental issues make the government both large and small in dealing with environmental 
issues; very large to design valid strategies of sustainable development that can only be raised and planned from 
high levels and very small for the effective management of environmental problems, which by its very nature 
requires various forms of international cooperation. On the one hand, the demand for the power and ability of 
the strengthened government increases to protect the rights of individuals and groups within the country and an 
equitable distribution of wealth as a part of the solution to achieve sustainable development. On the other hand, 
the legitimacy of the demand increases to restrict the sovereign authority of states as a part of the shared 
management solution of global eco-system (for example, to reduce the use of fossil fuels, or control the use of 
gases causing the gap in the ozone layer, or limit the destruction of tropical forests) [13]. 

In the light of economic globalization, governments in developing countries have accepted the fact that 
environmental destruction in countries is a justifying source for the formation of international legitimate 
concern, common concern of humanity and therefore the involvement of other governments. Part of this process 
results from the role that non-state and transnational actors play. Or as RG Holton said it is the result of public 
pressures applied by the international institutions through the exposure of the performance of ignorant and 
unresponsive governments to the environment against the judgment of representatives of other governments 
within the framework of international meetings [14]. 

Moreover, economic globalization faced the governments of developing countries with the fact that 
economic development and environmental destruction are the two sides of the same coin and cannot be 
separated from each other. The fact that parts of the environment should be destroyed for the development will 
undermine the basis for development in turn. The emergence of this fact is an obstacle and an opportunity for 
the governments of developing countries. As said by Mittelman (2000) the management of the obstacles and 
opportunities would be very difficult for these governments: community mobilization to prevent abuse of the 
environment (with both legal and illegal activities of domestic or foreign companies and firms), understanding 
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of the importance of education-research environmental chain and strengthening of the chain, establishment of 
the extensive cooperation grounds among all parties involved in the national and international levels in order to 
manage and control the rapid cross-border environmental and irreversible destructions in the process of 
economic globalization, strengthening of the local environmental NGOs, (WCED, 1987, p. 375), the situation 
and enforcement of widespread environmental regulations and standards, resistance to political influence and 
corruption [22]. 

In the process of economic globalization, R&D activities (Research and Development Activities) are 
increasingly exclusive and national-based. Governments of developing countries, which resort to the 
government downsizing and reduction of the public budget within the framework of the liberalization and 
structural adjustment processes, must increase and supply the public funding for R&D to expand the 
environmental and health scientific knowledge and the capacity. Susan Biggs writes: environmental and health 
research and development are always largely dependent on the state budget and extreme poverty, low levels of 
income and lack of public funding are the major obstacles to research and development (including in the field of 
biotechnology and pharmaceuticals) in developing countries. She and Susan Strange emphasize that economic 
globalization will not help to resolve this problem [8]. 

 
Discussion and conclusion: 

Focus on the generals outlined in the previous lines and the direct and indirect effects of economic 
globalization processes on the role of governments in the political economy of the environment in developing 
countries can be formulated in both the opportunities and the threats and risks: 

 
1- Opportunities: 

1. The government downsizing and privatization is followed by the reduction of the government's tenure 
that means to reduce the role of government as a polluter and destroyer. In addition, it is possible to compensate 
for a possible reduction in the budgets and credits of environmental protection through the correct allocation of 
subsidies within the framework of implementation of the adjustment programs. Due to the increased sensitivity 
towards eco-friendly choices at the local, national, regional and international levels from the governments and 
non-state actors (companies, NGOs, scientific communities, mass movements) and market (agencies, green 
consumers, etc.), economic globalization and the dominant environmental orientations help the governments of 
developing countries to deal with environmental taxes (taxes on pollution) more readily and exploit different 
economic tools to improve the state of environment. 

2- Increasing tendency of the multi-national and transnational corporations to the green manufacturing and 
clean technologies and environmental management (internalization of external costs) in response to pressure 
from the environmental demands (consumer, NGOs, host and pattern governments, international organizations, 
etc.) helps the more environmental policies of foreign investment and better management of bargaining 
processes in order to attract foreign competitor investors from the host governments 

3. If a developing government integrates into the process of economic integration and manages and controls 
the (growing) integration well, not only the proponents' assumptions of  environment and anti-globalization 
movement regarding the transfer of polluting industries to the developing would not necessarily take place due 
to the lack of environmental standards and environmental laws and regulations (i.e., the theory of the 
downstream match and pollution heaven), but the environment will improve most likely due to the capital, 
technology and managerial knowledge of multinational companies that have usually better efficiency than the 
host governments and companies. 

4. If the use of eco-labeling and the quality of goods is mandatory under the conditions of globalization of 
the market economy where the third world country want to export its manufacturing goods and services under 
the strict environmental regulations, then the governments of developing countries and their private economic 
agency for market access should have clean or green production [2]. 

5. The economic globalization was accompanied by a significant shift of goods production to the service 
industry. The economy-oriented services in developing countries and increased contribution of in GNP of these 
countries can reduce the increasing pressure on resources and environment by changing the patterns of 
development and growth. 

6. The economic globalization has provided the context for the emergence and increase of the number and 
influence of non-state actors, particularly environmental non-governmental organizations. These actors exert 
effective pressures from the international level (from the top) and the inner or local level (from the bottom) on 
the state and its institutions and bodies to shift to the economic environmental practices. [23] 

7. Integration in the process of economic globalization can lead to the increases trade, investment, and 
prosperity, income levels and employment and decreased poverty. The increased levels of income both the 
individuals and businesses will allow the government to make policy by releasing some of the costs (such as 
investment for some certain economic activities or policies to combat poverty, etc.) in order to internalize the 
foreign costs. 
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8. With increasing environmental problems in the process of economic globalization, environmental 
international regimes and regulations have also been significantly enhanced to make cooperation between the 
governments, establish the common coordinated rules and procedures and create financial resources. Today, 
almost all developing countries contribute to the formation and continuation of the regimes and settings through 
their governments. Industrial developed countries impose their rules many environmental objectives within the 
framework of the regimes and regulations on the governments of developing countries. 

9. Governments of developing countries should interact international institutions such as the World Bank, 
IMF and WTO, as well as organizations such as OECD, the Seven Group or EU and NAFTA that increasingly 
deal with the environmental protection and sustainable development in their agenda, include environmental 
considerations into the programs and projects, and condition many of their loans to environmental 
considerations and sustainable development and plan to adapt them. 

10. Along with the economic globalization and the globalization of the environmental crisis, the United 
Nations and its specialized agencies such as UNCTAD, FAO, the World Health Organization, the International 
Maritime Organization, the United Nations Development Program (UNDP), and most importantly, the United 
Nations Environment Program (UNEP) and the United Nations Commission on Environment and Development 
(UNCED) have had a decisive role in the making environmental behavior and attention of the Member States. 
The formation of the Commission on Sustainable Development and their national branches in all Member States 
with the establishment of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) in partnership with UNEP, the World Bank 
and UNEP are the most important change for financing of the programs of the global environment protection 
where the representatives of member states of the United Nations and the World Bank form their members [21]. 

All the above-mentioned factors contribute significantly to the formation and strengthening of 
environmental discourses in developing countries, especially in the elite groups, commercial and industrial 
managers, the scientific community, political parties and state organizations and agencies. 

12. The process of economic globalization with strengthening the technology transfer process and increased 
innovative capabilities can help improve quality of the environment in developing countries [1]. 

 
2. Threats and risks: 

1. Due to differences in the level of wages, market access and environmental standards, the volatility of 
capital and its orientation towards profitable locations face weak states with serious challenges such as 
destruction of the environment and marginalization of the whole economy [2]. 

2. The economic globalization means a rise in production processes and greater consumption and pressure 
on the resources and the environment, and consequently further degradation and pollution. Hence, the 
governments of developing countries encounter additional problems to protect the environment, provide public 
goods, and prevent pollution heavens and the tragedy of the commons in their countries [1]. 

3. Reduction of the cost of welfare and public funds can lead to reduce the budget for environmental 
protection and increase the regulatory and executive agencies of bodies and organizations responsible for 
environmental protection. 

4. In the economic globalization, the growing competition, increasing emphasis on the development of 
export and more attention to the acquisition of foreign currency resulted in the negligence of environment by the 
government and public and private sectors (the market). 

It seems that view of Robert Giplin gives a more realistic explanation of the relationship between economic 
globalization and the role of the state in the economy of the environment in developing countries. He writes: 
"Environmentalists attack heavily against globalization and its disadvantages while most of the damage to the 
environment is the result of the policies and behaviors of national governments." 
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