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Course Purpose 
Despite being utterly necessary, technological progress does not suffice to 

avoid the danger of ecological collapse. The effective solution of 

environmental problems has now been identified also with environmental 

policy-making since the latter is able to establish the wider context of 

environmental management and environmental protection. Driven by the 

pressure of socioeconomic environmental impacts, environmental policy has 

made over the last years great progress particularly in the European Union 

(EU). Having placed environmental policy at the centre of its policymaking, 

EU is described by many experts as the leader in environmental policy and 

sets increasingly ambitious objectives. This course delves into the 

development and formulation of environmental policy with a particular focus 

on European environmental policy, which serves as a prime example for 

many other countries. In specific, the policies implemented in critical sectors 

such as climate, energy, water resources and biodiversity are studied. 

Moreover, the course includes the analysis of strategic plans and action 

programs which are implemented in order to protect natural resources and to 

promote sustainable development models. In addition to these, the course 

analyzes the most significant international and European environmental 

agreements that have laid the foundations for environmental policy and have 

paved the way to environmental legislation. The course also provides an 

understanding of the crucial issue of geopolitics and environmental 

governance. In relation to the latter, the focus is on the understanding of the 

need to develop appropriate governance models as the main means to 

address environmental crises and long-term challenges effectively. 

Learning 
Outcomes 

Upon successful completion of the course, students will be able to: 

• Describe the concept of environmental policy  



• Acknowledge the importance of establishing common environmental 
policy to ensure environmental protection and address crucial 
environmental problems  

• Compare the roles of EU institutional bodies  

• Explain the institutional framework that defines the direction of 
environmental policy 

• Describe the basic principles that guide the design of environmental 
policy  

• Contradict the different frameworks in which the principles are 
applied  

• Explain the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, the 
Treaty of Maastricht and the Treaty of Amsterdam   

• Explain the contribution of the Treaties of Mastricht, Amsterdam and 
Lisbon to the formation of common environmental policy  

• Describe the framework of European Rules and Directives that 
concern environmental protection 

• Demonstrate examples of control mechanisms in place for 
monitoring the implementation of environmental legislation  

• Describe the areas of concern regarding the monitoring of the 
implementation of the legal environmental framework  

• Explain the process of transposing established environmental 
policies from the EU to the national level  

• Justify legislation as a means to implement environmental policy  

• Describe the tool of Environmental Implementation Review 

• Describe national control mechanisms  

• Justify the contribution of the right of petition to the application of EU 
environmental legislation 

• Recognize European Policy for the mitigation of water scarcity and 
floods  

• Justify member states’ obligation to develop plans for the 
management of flood risks  

• Explain the contribution of the Solidarity Fund and the Civil 
Protection Mechanism to ensuring the provision of aid to member 
states affected by natural disasters 

• Develop arguments in favor of the designation of areas as protected 
areas  

• Recognize the important contribution of international conventions to 
biodiversity protection  

• Describe the international biodiversity protection framework  

• Acknowledge the effect of wider political conflicts on the signing of 
conventions on nature conservation 

• Categorize the different protection regimes for biodiversity protection  

• Classify the areas according to the criteria for the designation of 
areas as protected areas  

• Demonstrate examples of areas that have been designated as 
protected areas 

• Describe the targets and actions of EU’s Biodiversity Strategy for 
2030  

• Document the contribution of EU’s Biodiversity Strategy to the 
expansion of the Natura 2000 network  

• Demonstrate examples of other implemented strategies that can be 
interconnected to the EU’s Biodiversity Strategy for 2030  



• Evaluate current environmental policies in terms of their contribution 
to the achievement of UN Sustainable Development Goals 

• Defend the need to establish strategies for the mitigation of crucial 
environmental issues such as biodiversity loss 

• Describe the targets and the legal base of the international climate 
agreements  

• Demonstrate the difficulties and barriers to the achievements of the 
targets of climate agreements  

• Describe the basic policies of the European Union that aim to climate 
change adaptation  

• Document the leading role of the European Union in initiating the 
processes of signing international climate agreement 

• Describe the basic policies of the European Union aiming at the 
adaptation to the effects of climate change  

• Recognize the different levels in which the European Adaptation 
Strategy is implemented 

• Develop arguments in favor of establishing climate change 
adaptation policies  

• Acknowledge the action and response level that the mayors 
participating in the Covenant of Mayors on Climate and Energy must 
demonstrate 

• Demonstrate examples of cases where political geography has 
shaped foreign policy and international relations  

• Explain the determining role of the energy and natural resources 
sectors in the formation of the international political scene  

• Contradict the benefits of green transition to conventional energy 
production models 

• Explain the relationship between sustainable development and 
socio-economic prosperity  

• Describe the definition of sustainable development according to the 
Brundtland Report 

• Describe the economic, social and environmental components of 
sustainable development 

• Justify the influence of the Brundtland Report on developing the 
conceptual framework of sustainable development 

• Name the targets of EU’s basic strategies, “Strategy for sustainable 
development” and “Sustainable Europe for a Better World: A 
European Union Strategy for Sustainable Development  

• Associate the promotion of renewable energy sources to the UN 
Sustainable Development Goals   

• Describe the contribution of Directives and support mechanisms to 
the achievement of EU’s renewable energy targets  

• Describe the new renewable energy targets of the European Union 
in response to the Green Deal  

• Contradict the White Paper on the Commission’s reform to the 
relevant authoritative repots that followed 

• Describe areas of application for Directive 2001/77/EC, Biofuels 
Directive (2003/30/EC) and Directive 2009/28/EC 

• Name the leading role of the European Union in the establishment 
and implementation of innovative renewable energy policies  

• Formulate arguments in favor of restructuring the production model 
in energy transition areas through the creation of values in other 
sectors 



• Explain the reasons that necessitate environmental governance as a 
response to the pressing and complex environmental problems  

• Defend the need to include all relevant stakeholder groups in 
environmental governance  

• Formulate arguments in favor of participatory decision-making  

• Demonstrate examples of good governance practices 

• Describe the areas of concern that ought to be taken into account in 
the design of environmental governance models 

Prerequisites  Corequisites   

Course Content 
• Introduction to Environmental Policy. General principles and the EU 

Environmental Policy Framework.  

• EU’s Environmental Policy: Evolution and Basic Principles 

• Implementation of environmental protection framework – Control 

mechanisms 

• Protection and Restoration of Water Resources 

• Biodiversity Protection Policies: Agreements and Designation of 

Protected Areas 

• Biodiversity Protection Policies: EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030 

• Policies for Climate Change Mitigation at EU and international level 

• Policies for Climate Change Mitigation 

• Geopolitics and Energy Security 

• Sustainable Development and Energy 

• Energy Policy: EU Energy Strategies and Targets 

• Environmental Governance and Environmental Governance Models 

Teaching 
Methodology 

Distance Learning. 

The course will provide the theoretical background through synchronous and 

asynchronous communication methods. The set of learning activities is 

supported by an electronic communication and learning platform. 

The main learning activities of the course are as follows: 

1. Study of the required course literature. 

2. Presentations of content or main points or specific studies in various 

formats (PowerPoint, oral presentations, annotated presentations). 



3. Formulation and resolution of questions in a specialized forum. 

4. Questions, quizzes, exercises, position papers, and other self-

assessments. 

5. Preparation of course assignments. 

6. Participation in six video conferences. 
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Assessment • The evaluation of the course includes activities of 

continuous/formative evaluation, self-evaluation (self-evaluation) and 

final evaluation (summative). Specifically, the assessment of this 

course includes the following: a final written exam, 2 assignments 

delivered during the semester, 2 dynamic online interaction activities, 



various weekly learning activities and self-assessment activities. The 

aim of the above educational activities and tasks is to consolidate 

the teaching material. 

From the above, the following are graded:  

• Final exam (50%)  

• 2 assignments (20% + 15% =35%) 

• 2 dynamic online interaction activities (7.5% + 7.5% = 15%)  

Assignments are assigned and delivered through the online platform. The 
final exam and all assignments are graded from 0 to 100. Assignments 
(except the final) are posted and delivered through the LMS of the University. 
Students have two weeks to complete and submit the dynamic interaction 
activities and five weeks to complete and submit the assignments. It is at the 
discretion of the instructor to decide whether to extend the delivery of the 
assignments. 

Language Greek / English 

 
 


