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Abstract 
Legislative responses to climate change vary significantly between countries, often reflecting a combination 
of political, economic, and social factors. A comparative analysis of Nigeria and the USA reveals distinct 

approaches shaped by their unique contexts, though both face similar challenges in addressing this global 

crisis. In Nigeria, a developing nation with a growing population and economy heavily dependent on fossil 
fuels, legislative efforts to combat climate change have been relatively nascent. The country faces a 

multitude of environmental challenges, including deforestation, desertification, and pollution, exacerbated 

by inadequate infrastructure and weak enforcement mechanisms. However, recent years have seen some 
progress, with the Nigerian government acknowledging the need for action through initiatives like the 

National Climate Change Policy and Response Strategy. Legislative measures such as the Climate Change 

Bill aim to institutionalize climate action, although implementation remains a challenge due to limited 
resources and competing priorities. Conversely, the USA, as one of the world's largest emitters of 

greenhouse gases, has a long history of climate policy debate and action. While federal efforts have 

fluctuated depending on the political landscape, individual states have taken significant strides in 
implementing climate legislation. States like California have enacted ambitious measures to reduce 

emissions, promote renewable energy, and enhance resilience to climate impacts. At the federal level, 

policies such as the Clean Air Act and the Paris Agreement (from which the USA had withdrawn but later 
rejoined) demonstrate a commitment to addressing climate change, although partisan divisions often hinder 

progress on comprehensive legislation. A key difference between the two countries lies in their levels of 

development and capacity to mitigate and adapt to climate change. While the USA possesses greater 
financial and technological resources, Nigeria grapples with structural challenges that impede effective 

climate action. Additionally, socio-economic disparities within each country influence the distribution of 

environmental risks and benefits, highlighting the importance of equity in climate policy. While Nigeria 
and the USA approach legislative responses to climate change from different perspectives, both face 

common obstacles in transitioning to a sustainable future. Effective climate policy requires not only 

legislative action but also international cooperation, technological innovation, and socio-economic 
transformation to mitigate the impacts of climate change and build resilience for future generations. 

 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.54660/.IJMRGE.2024.5.4.1387-1392 

  

Keywords: Climate Change, Nigeria, USA, Legislative, Review 

 

 

 

1. Introduction 

The urgency of climate change is undeniable, with scientific consensus highlighting the existential threat it poses to the planet's 

ecosystems, societies, and economies (Upreti, 2023) [48]. The consequences of rising global temperatures, extreme weather 

events, melting ice caps, and sea-level rise are already being felt worldwide. Urgent action is required to mitigate these impacts 

and transition towards a sustainable future. 
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Legislative responses play a pivotal role in addressing 

climate change by providing a framework for implementing 

policies, regulations, and incentives to reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions, promote renewable energy adoption, and enhance 

resilience to climate impacts. Effective legislation can drive 

systemic changes across sectors, mobilize resources, and 

catalyze innovation to tackle the multifaceted challenges 

posed by climate change (Ghorbani et al.,2023) [17]. 

Nigeria and the USA serve as compelling case studies for 

comparative analysis due to their diverse socio-economic 

contexts, geographical characteristics, and legislative 

approaches to climate change (Odibo, 2023) [31]. Nigeria, as 

a developing nation in Africa, grapples with environmental 

challenges such as deforestation, desertification, and 

pollution, while also facing socio-economic disparities and 

infrastructure limitations. In contrast, the USA, as one of the 

world's largest economies and greenhouse gas emitters, 

navigates complex political dynamics, varying state-level 

initiatives, and federal policies that shape its response to 

climate change. By examining the legislative landscapes of 

these two countries, we can gain insights into the 

effectiveness, challenges, and opportunities inherent in 

addressing climate change at different scales and stages of 

development (Toimil et al.,2020) [47]. 

 

2. Legislative landscape in Nigeria 

Nigeria faces a plethora of environmental challenges that are 

exacerbated by its rapidly growing population, urbanization, 

and industrialization (Yusuf, 2023) [51]. These challenges 

include deforestation, desertification, soil degradation, 

biodiversity loss, water pollution, and air pollution. These 

issues are further compounded by inadequate waste 

management practices, unsustainable agricultural practices, 

and weak environmental governance (Abubakar et al.,2022) 
[1]. The degradation of natural resources not only threatens the 

country's ecosystems and biodiversity but also undermines 

food security, public health, and socio-economic 

development. 

Recognizing the urgent need to address climate change, 

Nigeria developed the National Climate Change Policy and 

Response Strategy (NCCPRS) in 2012 (ORADI, 2020). The 

NCCPRS provides a comprehensive framework for 

coordinating climate change activities across various sectors 

and levels of government. It aims to mainstream climate 

change considerations into national development planning 

and promote climate-resilient pathways for sustainable 

development. The policy outlines strategies for mitigation, 

adaptation, capacity-building, technology transfer, and 

financing to address the impacts of climate change 

(Hallegatte, 2020) [18]. 

In 2017, Nigeria introduced the Climate Change Bill to 

provide a legal framework for addressing climate change 

issues comprehensively (Izoukumor, 2022) [20]. The bill seeks 

to establish a Climate Change Commission responsible for 

coordinating climate change activities, developing climate 

change mitigation and adaptation plans, and facilitating 

climate finance mechanisms. It also proposes measures to 

promote renewable energy, enhance energy efficiency, 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and mainstream climate 

change considerations into sectoral policies and programs 

(Karimipour et al., 2021) [22]. 

Despite the existence of legislative frameworks such as the 

NCCPRS and the Climate Change Bill, Nigeria faces 

significant challenges in implementing and enforcing climate 

change policies (Amuda,2023) [9]. Limited institutional 

capacity, inadequate funding, political instability, corruption, 

and bureaucratic inefficiencies hinder effective 

implementation. There is also a lack of awareness and 

technical expertise at the grassroots level, which poses 

barriers to community engagement and participation in 

climate action initiatives (Boyle et al.,2022) [12]. 

Additionally, the decentralized nature of governance in 

Nigeria complicates coordination and collaboration among 

different government agencies and stakeholders (Adekola et 

al.,2020) [2]. 

Socio-economic factors play a crucial role in shaping 

Nigeria's legislative responses to climate change (Ogah, 

2021) [32]. The country's heavy reliance on fossil fuels, 

particularly oil and gas, for revenue generation and economic 

development presents a challenge to transitioning towards 

low-carbon alternatives. The extractive industries contribute 

significantly to greenhouse gas emissions and environmental 

degradation, making it politically challenging to enact 

policies that may threaten vested interests and economic 

growth (Pouresmaieli et al.,2023) [38]. Moreover, poverty, 

inequality, and limited access to basic services exacerbate 

vulnerability to climate change impacts, particularly among 

marginalized communities. Addressing these socio-

economic disparities requires holistic approaches that 

prioritize social equity, inclusive development, and 

sustainable resource management.  

 

2.1 Legislative Landscape in the USA 

The United States is one of the world's largest emitters of 

greenhouse gases, primarily due to its reliance on fossil fuels 

for energy production, transportation, and industrial activities 

(Yoro and Daramola, 2020) [50]. The country's high per capita 

emissions contribute significantly to global climate change, 

despite representing a relatively small fraction of the world's 

population. The USA's historical contribution to carbon 

emissions and its continued reliance on carbon-intensive 

industries underscore the importance of robust climate 

policies at the national and subnational levels (Song et al., 

2023) [40]. 

The USA has a complex history of climate policy debate and 

action, characterized by partisan divisions, lobbying from 

industry interests, and fluctuations in political will 

(Basseches et al.,2022) [10]. While efforts to address climate 

change have been underway for decades, progress has been 

uneven and subject to political priorities and leadership 

changes. The passage of landmark legislation such as the 

Clean Air Act in 1970 laid the groundwork for regulating air 

pollutants, including greenhouse gases (Richardson, 2020) 
[40]. However, subsequent policy developments have been 

marked by contentious debates over the scientific consensus 

on climate change, the role of government regulation, and the 

trade-offs between environmental protection and economic 

growth. 

In the absence of comprehensive federal action, several states 

have taken the lead in implementing ambitious climate 

policies to reduce emissions, promote renewable energy, and 

enhance resilience to climate impacts (Shi and Moser, 2021) 
[42]. California, in particular, has emerged as a global leader 

in climate action, with pioneering initiatives such as the 

Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32) and the 

establishment of a cap-and-trade program to limit greenhouse 

gas emissions from major sources. Other states, such as New 

York, Massachusetts, and Washington, have also adopted 
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aggressive climate targets and implemented various measures 

to transition towards a low-carbon economy (Semmler et 

al.,2021) [41]. 

At the federal level, the USA has enacted several landmark 

environmental laws that provide the legal framework for 

addressing climate change (Lazarus, 2023) [26]. The Clean Air 

Act, originally passed in 1970 and subsequently amended, 

authorizes the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to 

regulate air pollutants, including greenhouse gases. The USA 

also played a key role in negotiating the Paris Agreement, a 

landmark international treaty aimed at limiting global 

warming to well below 2 degrees Celsius above pre-industrial 

levels. However, the USA's commitment to climate action 

has been subject to political shifts, with the decision to 

withdraw from the Paris Agreement under the Trump 

administration and subsequent re-engagement under the 

Biden administration highlighting the partisan dynamics 

surrounding climate policy (Alvarez, 2020) [8]. 

Partisan divisions and ideological differences have long been 

obstacles to comprehensive climate legislation in the USA 

(Doell et al.,2021) [15]. Political polarization, coupled with 

lobbying from fossil fuel industries and skepticism towards 

government intervention, have hindered efforts to enact 

ambitious climate policies at the federal level. While there is 

growing bipartisan recognition of the need to address climate 

change, disagreements persist over the appropriate role of 

government, the balance between environmental protection 

and economic growth, and the distribution of costs and 

benefits associated with climate policies. Overcoming these 

challenges will require bipartisan cooperation, public 

engagement, and leadership at all levels of government to 

advance meaningful climate action (Raymond,2023) [39]. 

In conclusion, the legislative landscapes of Nigeria and the 

USA reflect the diverse challenges, opportunities, and 

dynamics shaping climate policy responses in different 

contexts (Okoye et al., 2024; Lamb and Minx,2020) [34, 25]. 

While both countries face significant obstacles in addressing 

climate change, they also demonstrate varying degrees of 

commitment, innovation, and resilience in tackling this 

global crisis. By examining the legislative approaches of 

Nigeria and the USA, policymakers, researchers, and 

practitioners can identify lessons learned, best practices, and 

areas for collaboration to accelerate progress towards a 

sustainable and climate-resilient future (Van et al., 2021) [49]. 

 

2.2 Comparative Analysis 

Nigeria and the USA represent starkly different levels of 

development and capacity, which significantly influence 

their respective approaches to climate policy (Akindejoye 

and Ilugbusi, 2019; Megarry et al.,2024) [6, 29]. The USA, as 

a highly industrialized and technologically advanced nation, 

possesses greater financial resources, institutional capacity, 

and technological expertise to address climate change (Jewell 

and Cherp,2020; Okoye et al., 2024) [21, 35]. Its robust 

infrastructure, research institutions, and regulatory 

frameworks provide a solid foundation for implementing and 

enforcing climate policies. In contrast, Nigeria, as a 

developing country with limited resources and infrastructure, 

faces significant challenges in responding to climate change 

(Shiru et al.,2020) [43]. The country's weak governance 

structures, inadequate funding, and institutional capacity 

constraints hinder its ability to effectively mitigate and adapt 

to climate change impacts (Omukuti, 2020; Ahmad et al., 

2024) [36]. 

Socio-economic disparities play a critical role in shaping the 

effectiveness of climate policies in both Nigeria and the USA 

(Evans et al.,2023; Ismail et al., 2022) [16, 19]. In Nigeria, 

poverty, inequality, and limited access to basic services 

exacerbate vulnerability to climate change impacts, 

particularly among marginalized communities. These 

disparities hinder the equitable distribution of resources and 

opportunities for climate adaptation and resilience-building 

efforts (Kundu et al.,2020) [24]. Similarly, in the USA, socio-

economic inequalities intersect with environmental 

injustices, with low-income and minority communities 

disproportionately bearing the burden of pollution and 

climate impacts. Addressing these disparities requires 

targeted interventions that prioritize social equity, 

community empowerment, and inclusive decision-making 

processes in climate policy development and implementation 

(Bell and Reed, 2022) [11]. 

Despite their differences in levels of development and 

capacity, Nigeria and the USA share some commonalities in 

their legislative approaches to climate change (Murali,2021) 
[30]. Both countries have developed national policies and 

strategies to address climate change, albeit with varying 

degrees of implementation and enforcement. Nigeria's 

National Climate Change Policy and Response Strategy and 

the USA's federal legislation, such as the Clean Air Act and 

the Paris Agreement, demonstrate a commitment to reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions and promoting sustainable 

development (Lima et al.,2020). However, the USA's 

decentralized governance structure allows for greater 

flexibility and innovation at the state level, leading to the 

adoption of diverse climate policies and initiatives, such as 

California's cap-and-trade program and renewable energy 

mandates (Louis, 2022) [28]. 

International cooperation plays a crucial role in advancing 

climate action and addressing global challenges such as 

climate change (Klenert, 2020) [23]. Both Nigeria and the 

USA are parties to international agreements and treaties 

aimed at mitigating greenhouse gas emissions, promoting 

clean energy transitions, and enhancing climate resilience. 

The Paris Agreement, in particular, provides a framework for 

countries to collaborate and coordinate their efforts to limit 

global warming and adapt to its impacts. However, 

challenges remain in translating international commitments 

into meaningful action, particularly in the face of geopolitical 

tensions, trade disputes, and competing national interests 

(Crochet and Zhou, 2024) [14]. Effective international 

cooperation requires sustained diplomatic engagement, 

financial support, and technology transfer to support climate 

action in developing countries like Nigeria and ensure a just 

and equitable transition to a low-carbon future. 

 

2.3 Challenges and Opportunities 

Both Nigeria and the USA face common obstacles in 

transitioning to sustainable practices and addressing climate 

change (Adewuyi et al.,2020) [3]. These challenges include 

political resistance, vested interests, inadequate funding, and 

technological barriers. In Nigeria, political instability, 

corruption, and weak governance hinder effective policy 

implementation and enforcement. Limited access to finance, 

technology, and expertise further exacerbates challenges in 

adapting to climate impacts and transitioning to clean energy 

sources (Suman, 2021) [46]. Similarly, in the USA, partisan 

divisions, lobbying from fossil fuel industries, and regulatory 

rollbacks undermine efforts to advance ambitious climate 
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policies and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Overcoming 

these obstacles requires political leadership, public 

mobilization, and cross-sectoral collaboration to drive 

transformative change towards sustainability (Allen et 

al.,2023) [7]. 

Despite the challenges they face, Nigeria and the USA also 

have opportunities for learning and collaboration in 

addressing climate change (Okon et al.,2021) [33]. Both 

countries can share experiences, best practices, and lessons 

learned in implementing climate policies, building resilience, 

and promoting sustainable development. Nigeria can benefit 

from the USA's technical expertise, research capabilities, and 

innovative approaches to climate mitigation and adaptation. 

In return, the USA can learn from Nigeria's experiences in 

community-based adaptation, traditional knowledge systems, 

and resilience strategies tailored to local contexts. 

Collaboration between nations, including through bilateral 

partnerships, knowledge exchange platforms, and joint 

research initiatives, can amplify the impact of climate action 

and accelerate progress towards shared goals. 

Equity and justice considerations are integral to effective 

climate policy and sustainable development (Chu and 

Cannon, 2021) [13]. Both Nigeria and the USA must prioritize 

the needs and rights of vulnerable and marginalized 

communities in their climate policies and decision-making 

processes. This includes ensuring equitable access to 

resources, opportunities, and benefits of climate action, as 

well as addressing historical injustices and systemic 

inequalities that exacerbate climate vulnerability. In Nigeria, 

efforts to mainstream gender equality, social inclusion, and 

community participation in climate policy can enhance 

resilience and promote sustainable development. Similarly, 

in the USA, advancing environmental justice, indigenous 

rights, and equitable access to clean air, water, and land is 

essential for building a more just and sustainable society. By 

integrating equity and justice considerations into climate 

policy, Nigeria and the USA can foster inclusive and resilient 

communities that thrive in a changing climate. 

 

2.4 Future Direction 

As the world grapples with the urgent challenges of climate 

change, Nigeria and the USA must chart a course towards a 

more sustainable and resilient future. The future direction of 

climate policy in both countries should prioritize ambitious 

action, equitable solutions, and global cooperation to address 

this pressing global crisis. 

In Nigeria, future climate policy should focus on enhancing 

institutional capacity, improving governance structures, and 

mobilizing resources to effectively implement and enforce 

existing legislation. Strengthening coordination among 

government agencies, fostering multi-stakeholder 

partnerships, and promoting community-led initiatives can 

enhance resilience and adaptation efforts at the grassroots 

level. Investing in renewable energy infrastructure, 

sustainable agriculture practices, and nature-based solutions 

can help mitigate greenhouse gas emissions and promote 

sustainable development. 

Similarly, in the USA, future climate policy should build on 

existing commitments and leverage state-level initiatives to 

drive ambitious action at the federal level. Advancing clean 

energy transitions, phasing out fossil fuel subsidies, and 

promoting energy efficiency measures can accelerate 

progress towards decarbonization and reduce dependence on 

carbon-intensive industries. Strengthening environmental 

regulations, enhancing climate resilience in vulnerable 

communities, and prioritizing equity and justice 

considerations can ensure that climate action benefits all 

Americans and leaves no one behind. 

 

3. Recommendations and Conclusion 

In conclusion, the comparative analysis of climate legislation 

in Nigeria and the USA reveals both common challenges and 

distinct approaches to addressing climate change. While 

Nigeria faces significant barriers in implementing and 

enforcing climate policies due to its socio-economic 

constraints and governance challenges, the USA grapples 

with political divisions, vested interests, and regulatory 

uncertainties. However, both countries share a commitment 

to combating climate change and transitioning towards a 

sustainable future. 

The urgency of climate change requires robust legislative 

responses that prioritize mitigation, adaptation, and 

resilience-building efforts. Nigeria and the USA must enact 

and enforce ambitious climate policies that align with 

international commitments, scientific evidence, and equity 

considerations. Legislative frameworks should provide clear 

targets, timelines, and mechanisms for monitoring progress 

and holding governments accountable for their climate action 

commitments. 

Addressing climate change requires collective action and 

international cooperation at all levels. Nigeria and the USA 

must collaborate with other nations, civil society 

organizations, and the private sector to mobilize resources, 

share knowledge, and scale up climate solutions. By working 

together, countries can leverage their respective strengths, 

overcome common challenges, and accelerate progress 

towards a sustainable and resilient future for all. 

In conclusion, climate change is a defining challenge of our 

time that requires bold and decisive action from governments, 

businesses, and communities around the world. Nigeria and 

the USA have a shared responsibility to lead the way in 

combating climate change, advancing sustainable 

development, and building a more prosperous and equitable 

future for generations to come. 

 

4. Reference 

1. Abubakar IR, Maniruzzaman KM, Dano UL, AlShihri 

FS, AlShammari MS, Ahmed SMS, Al-Gehlani WAG, 

Alrawaf TI. Environmental sustainability impacts of 

solid waste management practices in the global South. 

International Journal of Environmental Research and 

Public Health. 2022;19(19):12717. 

2. Adekola O, Lamond J, Adelekan I, Eze EB. Evaluating 

flood adaptation governance in the city of Calabar, 

Nigeria. Climate and Development. 2020;12(9):840–53. 

3. Adewuyi OB, Kiptoo MK, Afolayan AF, Amara T, 

Alawode OI, Senjyu T. Challenges and prospects of 

Nigeria’s sustainable energy transition with lessons from 

other countries’ experiences. Energy Reports. 

2020;6:993–1009. 

4. Ahmad IAI, Anyanwu AC, Onwusinkwue S, Dawodu 

SO, Akagha OV, Ejairu E. Cybersecurity challenges in 

smart cities: a case review of African metropolises. 

Computer Science & IT Research Journal. 

2024;5(2):254–69. 

5. Ajala OA. Leveraging AI/ML for anomaly detection, 

threat prediction, and automated response. [Incomplete 

citation — please provide journal/source details]. 



International Journal of Multidisciplinary Research and Growth Evaluation www.allmultidisciplinaryjournal.com  

 
    1391 | P a g e  

 

6. Akindejoye JA, Ilugbusi SB. Compliance of selected 

firms listed on Nigeria Stock Exchange with 

requirements of International Accounting Standard 16. 

Nigerian Studies in Economics and Management 

Sciences. 2019;2(2):1–10. 

7. Allen C, Malekpour S, Mintrom M. Cross‐scale, cross‐

level and multi‐actor governance of transformations 

toward the Sustainable Development Goals: a review of 

common challenges and solutions. Sustainable 

Development. 2023;[Epub ahead of print]. 

8. Alvarez JE. Biden's international law restoration. New 

York University Journal of International Law and 

Politics. 2020;53:523. 

9. Amuda-Kannike A, Amuda-Kannike Y, Jude-

Akaraonye GO. An examination of the Nigerian climate 

change laws and policies: stagnation or progress? 

[Incomplete citation — please provide journal/source 

details]. 

10. Basseches JA, Bromley-Trujillo R, Boykoff MT, 

Culhane T, Hall G, Healy N, Hess DJ, Hsu D, Krause 

RM, Prechel H, Roberts JT. Climate policy conflict in 

the US states: a critical review and way forward. 

Climatic Change. 2022;170(3-4):32. 

11. Bell K, Reed M. The tree of participation: a new model 

for inclusive decision-making. Community 

Development Journal. 2022;57(4):595–614. 

12. Boyle E, Galvin M, Revez A, Deane A, Ó Gallachóir B, 

Mullally G. Flexibility & structure: community 

engagement on climate action & large infrastructure 

delivery. Energy Policy. 2022;167:113050. 

13. Chu EK, Cannon CE. Equity, inclusion, and justice as 

criteria for decision-making on climate adaptation in 

cities. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability. 

2021;51:85–94. 

14. Crochet V, Zhou W. Critical insecurities? The European 

Union’s strategy for a stable supply of minerals. Journal 

of International Economic Law. 2024;[Epub ahead of 

print]:jgae003. 

15. Doell KC, Pärnamets P, Harris EA, Hackel LM, Van 

Bavel JJ. Understanding the effects of partisan identity 

on climate change. Current Opinion in Behavioral 

Sciences. 2021;42:54–59. 

16. Evans O, Nwaogwugwu I, Vincent O, Wale-Awe O, 

Mesagan E, Ojapinwa T. The socio-economics of the 

2023 fuel subsidy removal in Nigeria. [Incomplete 

citation — please provide journal/source details]. 

17. Ghorbani Y, Zhang SE, Nwaila GT, Bourdeau JE, Rose 

DH. Embracing a diverse approach to a globally 

inclusive green energy transition: moving beyond 

decarbonisation and recognising realistic carbon 

reduction strategies. Journal of Cleaner Production. 

2023;[Epub ahead of print]:140414. 

18. Hallegatte S, Rentschler J, Rozenberg J. Adaptation 

principles: a guide for designing strategies for climate 

change adaptation and resilience. [Incomplete citation — 

please provide journal/source details]. 

19. Ismail N, Mujad SM, Zulkifli MFR, Izionworu VO, 

Ghazali MJ, Nik WMNW. A review on application of 

marine algae as green corrosion inhibitors in acid 

medium. Vietnam Journal of Chemistry. 

2022;60(4):409–16. 

20. Izoukumor N. Nigeria’s legal responses to climate 

change obligations [Doctoral dissertation]. [Institution]; 

2022. 

21. Jewell J, Cherp A. On the political feasibility of climate 

change mitigation pathways: is it too late to keep 

warming below 1.5°C? Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: 

Climate Change. 2020;11(1):e621. 

22. Karimipour H, Tam VW, Le KN, Burnie H. A 

greenhouse-gas emission reduction toolkit at urban 

scale. Sustainable Cities and Society. 2021;73:103103. 

23. Klenert D, Funke F, Mattauch L, O’Callaghan B. Five 

lessons from COVID-19 for advancing climate change 

mitigation. Environmental and Resource Economics. 

2020;76:751–78. 

24. Kundu S, Kabir ME, Morgan EA, Davey P, Hossain M. 

Building coastal agricultural resilience in Bangladesh: a 

systematic review of progress, gaps and implications. 

Climate. 2020;8(9):98. 

25. Lamb WF, Minx JC. The political economy of national 

climate policy: architectures of constraint and a typology 

of countries. Energy Research & Social Science. 

2020;64:101429. 

26. Lazarus RJ. The making of environmental law. Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press; 2023. 

27. Lima MA, Mendes LFR, Mothé GA, Linhares FG, de 

Castro MPP, Da Silva MG, Sthel MS. Renewable energy 

in reducing greenhouse gas emissions: Reaching the 

goals of the Paris agreement in Brazil. Environmental 

Development. 2020;33:100504. 

28. Louis RY. An evaluation of the effectiveness, efficiency, 

and equity of California’s cap-and-trade program. 

[Report]. 2022. 

29. Megarry W, Downes J, Bugumba R, Day JC, Mbogelah 

M, Odiaua I, Heron SF. Values, climate change and 

community—Results and lessons learned from the 

application of the climate vulnerability index in 

Tanzania and Nigeria. Journal of Cultural Heritage. 

2024;66:562–71. 

30. Murali R, Kuwar A, Nagendra H. Who’s responsible for 

climate change? Untangling threads of media 

discussions in India, Nigeria, Australia, and the USA. 

Climatic Change. 2021;164:1–20. 

31. Odibo A. Legislative institutions and the democratic 

development: A comparative analysis of USA and 

Nigerian democracies. Central Asian Journal of Social 

Sciences and History. 2023;4(9):202–21. 

32. Ogah A. Climate change in Nigeria: Assessing policy 

and practice for community resilience [dissertation]. 

Middlesbrough: Teesside University; 2021. 

33. Okon EM, Falana BM, Solaja SO, Yakubu SO, Alabi 

OO, Okikiola BT, Awe TE, Adesina BT, Tokula BE, 

Kipchumba AK, Edeme AB. Systematic review of 

climate change impact research in Nigeria: Implication 

for sustainable development. Heliyon. 

2021;7(9):e07825. 

34. Okoye CC, Ofodile OC, Tula ST, Nifise AOA, Falaiye 

T, Ejairu E, Addy WA. Risk management in 

international supply chains: A review with USA and 

African cases. Magna Scientia Advanced Research and 

Reviews. 2024;10(01):256–64. 

35. Okoye CC, Ofodile OC, Tula ST, Nifise AOA, Falaiye 

T, Ejairu E, Addy WA. Strategic HRM in the logistics 

and shipping sector: Challenges and opportunities. 

Magna Scientia Advanced Research and Reviews. 

2024;10(01):294–305. 

36. Omukuti J. Challenging the obsession with local level 

institutions in country ownership of climate change 



International Journal of Multidisciplinary Research and Growth Evaluation www.allmultidisciplinaryjournal.com  

 
    1392 | P a g e  

 

adaptation. Land Use Policy. 2020;94:104525. 

37. Oradi O. Introduction: Nigeria's response to the climate 

change conundrum. [Report]. 2020. 

38. Pouresmaieli M, Ataei M, Qarahasanlou AN, Barabadi 

A. Integration of renewable energy and sustainable 

development with strategic planning in the mining 

industry. Results in Engineering. 2023;20:101412. 

39. Raymond L, Kelly D, Hennes EP. Norm-based 

governance for severe collective action problems: 

Lessons from climate change and COVID-19. 

Perspectives on Politics. 2023;21(2):519–32. 

40. Richardson N. The rise and fall of Clean Air Act climate 

policy. Michigan Journal of Environmental and 

Administrative Law. 2020;10:69. 

41. Semmler W, Braga JP, Lichtenberger A, Toure M, 

Hayde E. Fiscal policies for a low-carbon economy. 

[Report]. 2021. 

42. Shi L, Moser S. Transformative climate adaptation in the 

United States: Trends and prospects. Science. 

2021;372(6549):eabc8054. 

43. Shiru MS, Shahid S, Shiru S, Chung ES, Alias N, Ahmed 

K, Dioha EC, Sa'adi Z, Salman S, Noor M, Nashwan MS. 

Challenges in water resources of Lagos mega city of 

Nigeria in the context of climate change. Journal of 

Water and Climate Change. 2020;11(4):1067–83. 

44. Song K, Baiocchi G, Feng K, Hubacek K, Sun L, Wang 

D, Guan D. Can US multi-state climate mitigation 

agreements work? A perspective from embedded 

emission flows. Global Environmental Change. 

2022;77:102596. 

45. Sovacool BK. Who are the victims of low-carbon 

transitions? Towards a political ecology of climate 

change mitigation. Energy Research & Social Science. 

2021;73:101916. 

46. Suman A. Role of renewable energy technologies in 

climate change adaptation and mitigation: A brief review 

from Nepal. Renewable and Sustainable Energy 

Reviews. 2021;151:111524. 

47. Toimil A, Losada IJ, Nicholls RJ, Dalrymple RA, Stive 

MJ. Addressing the challenges of climate change risks 

and adaptation in coastal areas: A review. Coastal 

Engineering. 2020;156:103611. 

48. Upreti G. Climate change and its threat to humanity in 

the Anthropocene. In: Ecosociocentrism: The earth first 

paradigm for sustainable living. Cham: Springer Nature 

Switzerland; 2023. p. 137–62. 

49. Van den Ende MA, Wardekker JA, Mees HLP, Hegger 

DLT, Vervoort JM. Towards a climate-resilient future 

together: A toolbox with participatory foresight 

methods, tools and examples from climate and food 

governance. [Report]. 2021. 

50. Yoro KO, Daramola MO. CO2 emission sources, 

greenhouse gases, and the global warming effect. In: 

Advances in carbon capture. Cambridge: Woodhead 

Publishing; 2020. p. 3–28. 

51. Yusuf A. Dynamic effects of energy consumption, 

economic growth, international trade and urbanization 

on environmental degradation in Nigeria. Energy 

Strategy Reviews. 2023;50:101228. 


