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FORWORD 
 

 

 

This dissertation was written between January 1997 and September 2002 at the 

University of Groningen in the Netherlands. There are many people and organizations 

that have, in one way or another, contributed to my research. I would like to thank them 

here.  

 My research was financed by the Netherlands Organization for Scientific 

Research (NWO) in the context of the Dutch National Research Programme on Global 

Air Pollution and Climate Change (NRP). I am grateful for their support. I also want to 

thank the University of Groningen and the Faculty of Law in particular for providing 

me with the facilities and assistance to carry out my research.  

 Words fail to describe the contribution that Andries Nentjes, my supervisor (or: 

‘promotor’), made to my research as well as to my well-being at our department. The 

combination of his sharp scientific reasoning, his genuine willingness to consider the 

potential relevance of theories that question or nuance his own, and his enormously 

friendly and open-minded personality make him the best supervisor a PhD candidate 

might wish for. He will be more than an example for me for the rest of my career, both 

as a scientist and as a person.   

 A word of thanks also goes out to Hylke Tromp, who was my second supervisor 

and operated more on a distance, not in the last place because he got ill in the final 

phase of my dissertation. I want to thank him for the freedom and confidence he gave 

me to develop a theory of path dependence and combine political science with 

institutional (law and) economics to analyze the political barriers of the Kyoto 

Mechanisms. I wish him all the best with his recovery.  

Several of my colleagues at the Department of Economics and Public Finance 

(ECOF) of the University of Groningen helped me to solve some research problems. In 

particular, I want to thank Mirjam Koster, Roelof de Jong and Frans de Vries for their 

clear advice and sincere support. I also appreciate the useful discussions I had with 

other colleagues, like Oscar Couwenberg, Pierre Eijgelshoven, Teo Tuinstra, Wout 
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Hendriksen, Anton Duizendstraal, Le Thi Thuy Phuong and Rob van der Laan. In 

addition, I had interesting conversations on politics and emissions trading with Bouwe 

Dijkstra, Jan-Tjeerd Boom, Zhong-Xiang Zhang and Sergej Shybaiev, former 

colleagues now working abroad, and with colleagues outside our department, but within 

our faculty, like Michiel Herweijer and Mirjam de Jong. Anneke Heins provided 

secretarial assistance and Julia Harvey helped to solve some translation problems.  

When I joined ECOF in 1997 they had to get used to a political scientist and I 

had to get used to being surrounded by economists and lawyers. Everything turned out 

well: research flourished and some of these people became more than just colleagues. 

Looking back, I had a great time at ECOF. I am looking forward to continue to work 

with them in the future as a postdoctoral research fellow both at this department in 

Groningen and at the Department of Economics of Twente University in Enschede.  

Bert Steenge of the latter university made an indirect but important contribution 

to my dissertation by pointing at the potential relevance of Douglass North’s work for 

my research and advising to develop an institutional lock-in theory. This even became 

the core of my book. It allowed me not only to analyze the political barriers and 

opportunities to implementing the Kyoto Mechanisms from a perspective that goes 

beyond traditional political science and transaction cost economics, but also to make 

some contribution to the theoretical literature on institutional evolution and path 

dependence. A brilliant advice. I am looking forward to co-operate with Bert Steenge, 

Dick Ruiter and my other new colleagues at Twente University where I will be working 

(in a joint appointment with the University of Groningen) for the next few years.  

 Over the last few years, I wrote some articles together with Wytze van der Gaast 

from the Joint Implementation Network (JIN) in the Netherlands. This sympathetic 

researcher was always helpful and patient to provide me with detailed insights about the 

design of the (project-based) flexible instruments and about the latest climate policy 

developments. I would not be surprised if some more ‘joint efforts’ will follow in the 

future. The NRP report that I wrote together with him as well as with Catrinus Jepma on 

the compatibility of the Kyoto Mechanisms stimulated and even accelerated my 

research. I thank them both for that. I also learned a lot from Catrinus Jepma, for 

instance when I followed his postgraduate course on international environmental policy 

at the Netherlands Network of Economics (NAKE) in Utrecht.  
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 Some of the articles and papers that I have written (and that formed the basis for 

various chapters of this dissertation) were reviewed by excellent and internationally 

renowned researchers and policy-makers. In particular, I am much indebted to Erik 

Haites, Axel Michaelowa, Ger Klaassen and René Kemp for their valuable comments. I 

also thank Jos Delbeke, Peter Zapfel and Matti Vainio from the European Commission 

for their critical remarks and instructive discussions. I am particularly indebted to Peter 

Vis from the Commission for helping me to find the relevant officials for my empirical 

analysis on the EU supplementarity proposal. His comments on a draft paper helped me 

to nuance some of my findings. I would also like to thank the anonymous officials both 

from the European Commission and from the environmental ministries of (almost) all 

EU Member States, as well as Switzerland, for having taken the effort to fill out my 

questionnaire on a short notice back in 2000. These respondents made an indispensable 

contribution to my research. Of course, my opinions and conclusions as expressed in the 

dissertation do not necessarily correspond with their views and positions. And any 

errors are my own.  

 There are some people that were not directly involved in my specific research in 

Groningen, but that had a substantial influence on how I look at politics in general. I 

would like to thank Ad van Deemen, my kind-hearted and clever thesis supervisor when 

I was still studying political science at the University of Nijmegen, who taught me all 

about game theory and other economic approaches to politics in the first half of the 

nineties with much enthusiasm. I also thank Jan van Deth, my first employer (before I 

started to write this dissertation), who gave me the chance to write my first introduction 

in political science (for the Open University that I wrote together with him) and develop 

my writing skills under his excellent supervision. He trained me in the analysis and 

relevance of political culture and his message is present, not only in my second 

introduction in political science (that I wrote for Wolters-Noordhoff without any co-

authors), but also in this dissertation.  

 Here, in this foreword, I get the chance to do something I wanted to do for a 

long time: I would like to thank Jan Verschoor, my bright and wonderful history teacher 

when I went to grammar school (gymnasium), called the ‘Marianum’, in Groenlo. His 

dedication and analytical expertise in the study of political (and economic) history are 

still an example to me. I was interested in politics and he surely stimulated me to 
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develop this interest further – in a much more balanced and accurate way than I did 

myself at that time. Also many other tallented teachers in that period deserve some 

credit: my years at the Marianum were some of the best of my life.  

 I am also fortunate to have so many wonderful friends – for whom, I must admit, 

I had so little time when I was writing my dissertation. They knew and respected that 

my dissertation was much more to me than just a way of getting a PhD degree. I 

appreciate their understanding and the laughs we shared when we did spend time 

together. In particular, I would like to thank (in alphabetic order) Adelbert & Marike, 

Amy & Hüseyin, Arch & Sandra, Casper & Isabelle, Charon, Douwe & Manon, Elbert 

& Fraukje, Erik & Janneke, Frits & Jeannet, Judith & Richard, Madieke & Erik, Marc 

& Ciska, Mirjam & Koos, Roelof & Carin, Ronald & Rachel and Rüdiger & Linel. Also 

a big hug to all of their kids.  

 My band Disabuse has a special place in my heart. We are together for more 

than 15 years and we have experienced many changes, both in the music scene and in 

our lifes. The band was always a pleasant release for me in times of stress – and 

sometimes a source of stress itself. Nevertheless, I hope that we will play for many 

years to come: nothing can beat the feeling of driving to a show and making ‘noise’ on 

stage together with Arch, Ronny, Jeroen, Patrick and Wouter.  

 Where would I be without my family? I am lucky to have close relationships 

with all of them. I want to thank Oma Smith, Anneke, Hans, Remco and Rolien as well 

as Clara, Gerard and Harald. They were always there for me and they will be so proud 

of this book and my PhD title. A special word of thanks goes out to my sister Suzan, as 

well as to her husband Pascal. We had so much fun when we were little and when we 

grew up: nothing but good memories – too many to mention here.  

If I can dedicate this book to anyone, it must be to my parents, Lammy and 

Gerard. They were the ones who stimulated my interest in politics and the environment 

in the first place – at a very early age. I get a warm feeling inside when I think about the 

beautiful time we spent, for instance drinking tea at home, walking through forests and 

camping in France and Switzerland. They encouraged me to work hard and to be a 

critical thinker. I hope that, one day, I will be able to raise my child(ren) in the same 

loving and stimulating way as they did. I had a wonderful youth. They are the best 

parents of the world.  
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 Millions of kisses are for my girlfriend Jacqueline. We are together for many 

happy (and busy) years. She can make me laugh like no-one else can and her down-to-

earth attitude has helped me more than once in making what I perceived as being 

complex decisions. Her amiable and joyful character makes the simplest things in life 

become fun and makes the beautiful things in life become monumental. I am also 

grateful that she tolerated my perfectionism when I spent (too) many evenings and 

weekends writing and rewriting this book. She is my ‘true love’. 

Lasswell (1963: 11-12), a famous political scientist, once wrote that ‘(…) the 

doctoral dissertation is the only substantial piece of research or writing that many 

political scientists complete during their entire career, and this is not unusual’. Two 

things come to my mind when reading this citation. First, it is my job to produce more 

research and writings as a senior researcher (‘postdoc’) in Groningen and Enschede. 

Second, being a political scientist that has walked the path of (law and) economics, I 

can only hope that my fellow scientists will find this dissertation, as well as future 

articles or books that I will write, ‘substantial’ enough, as Lasswell says, to build upon – 

or criticize. 

I wish the reader both fun, curiosity and concentration when going through 

(parts of) my dissertation. I hope that he or she will approach this book with a critical 

but honest view and that it will stimulate discussion. I kindly invite the reader to contact 

me if he or she sees possibilities or reasons to sharpen, nuance or change my insights. 

Science is never finished.  

 

Edwin Woerdman 

 

Groningen / Winterswijk, the Netherlands, August 2002 
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