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A B S T R A C T

Modern energy systems have tended towards centralized control by states, and national and multinational en-
ergy companies. This implicates the power of elites in realizing low-carbon transitions. In particular, low-carbon
transitions can create, perpetuate, challenge, or entrench the power of elites. Using a critical lens that draws
from geography, political science, innovation studies, and social justice theory (among others), this article ex-
plores the ways in which transitions can exacerbate, reconfigure or be shaped by “elite power.” It does so by
offering a navigational approach that surveys a broad collection of diverse literatures on power. It begins by
conceptualizing power across a range of academic disciplines, envisioning power as involving both agents
(corrective influence) and structures (pervasive influence). It then elaborates different types of power and the
interrelationship between different sources of power, with a specific focus on elites, including conceptualizing
elite power, resisting elite power, and power frameworks. The Review then examines scholarship relevant to
elite power in low-carbon transitions—including the multi-level perspective, Michel Foucault, Antonio Gramsci,
Anthony Giddens, Karl Marx, and other contextual approaches—before offering future research directions. The
Review concludes that the power relations inherent in low-carbon transitions are asymmetrical but promisingly
unstable. By better grappling with power analytically, descriptively, and even normatively, socially just and
sustainable energy futures become not only more desirable but also more possible.

1. Introduction

To many institutions such as the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change or International Energy Agency, low-carbon transitions
are a way of rapidly achieving progress towards addressing climate
change, usually via the pathways of mitigation or adaptation. To others,
they are a way of addressing market failures and capturing co-benefits
such as jobs or improved health outcomes. However, many inter-
pretations fail to show how low-carbon transition processes and path-
ways (e.g., mitigation, adaptation) can become intertwined with power-
laden processes of inequality, exclusion, and injustice. In modern en-
ergy systems, resources have tended towards centralized control by
states, and national and multinational energy companies. This im-
plicates the power of these elites in realizing low-carbon transitions. In
particular, low-carbon transitions can create, perpetuate, challenge, or
entrench the power of elites.

Using an interdisciplinary lens, this Review explores how low-
carbon transitions relate to elite power. Power generally, and elite
power specifically, can be conceptualised in innumerable ways. These
perspectives are not necessarily contradictory. Depending on the

approach taken, different perspectives highlight distinct resources,
forms, and mechanisms to resist elite power. The appropriate perspec-
tive applied to any context depends upon what the researcher is in-
terested in revealing [1,2]. For example, an approach based on the
work of Mann [3] might highlight the sources of power that allow elites
to pursue and achieve their goals from a privileged position. The same
situation, studied through the theories of Gaventa [4], might emphasize
the different ways that elite power can be expressed and resisted. The
two approaches, both discussed in this Review, overlap but reveal dif-
ferent aspects of elite power.

Instead of presenting a single theoretical perspective on power, or
seeking to synthesize insights into a meta-theoretical framework, this
Review provides an overview of different perspectives, and their value
for the study of elite power in transitions. Some of these approaches
have been taken up by transitions scholars and will be discussed later in
the Review (e.g., [5–7]). The goal is to survey a diverse menu of op-
tions, and to provide a navigational resource of the power literature for
those interested in applying theoretical perspectives to low carbon
transitions.

We begin by conceptualizing power across a range of theoretical
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perspectives. The Review envisions power as involving both agents
(corrective influence) and structure (pervasive influence) as iterated by
Steven Lukes, John Scott, Michael Mann, Mark Haugaard and others.
We draw upon existing scholarship to elaborate different types of power
that are relevant to elite power in transitions, and the interrelationships
between different sources (e.g., human, monetary, artifactual) and ex-
pressions (e.g., instrumental, structural, dispositional) of power. A
benefit to this conceptualization is that it shows power is invested in not
only classes or nation states [8] but other social and technical spheres.
This focus makes it possible to identify how the power of elites impacts,
and is impacted by, the processes of low carbon transitions.

To be sure, the themes of power, politics, and political economy
have become more prominent in transitions scholarship within the past
decade. There has been a significant focus on the exercise of power by
elites to resist, slow or shape low carbon transitions. However, elites are
also able – if not always overly willing – to mobilise action in support of
low carbon transition. Low carbon transitions can also reconfigure long
standing structures of social dominance that determine who is con-
sidered elite.

A multidimensional examination of elite power has, to date, been
lacking. Different approaches to power involve distinct levels of ana-
lysis, foci, and themes, all of which help to make sense of elite power.
We first offer a high-level summary of these approaches. We then ex-
plore examples of how power has been operationalized relative to elites
in transitions scholarship, and offer a future research agenda.

2. Grappling with the basics: conceptualizing “power” and
“elites”

Bertrand Russell [9]: 10 wrote that the concept of “power” is as
fundamental to the social sciences as the concept of energy is to physics.
A long and prominent line of scholars have explored the topic, adding
complexity and depth (and perhaps making it a bit of a conceptual
minefield). This includes some of the most influential academics of the
previous half millennium, including Russell but also Niccolò Machiavelli
[10], Thomas Hobbes [11], Adam Smith [12], Karl Marx [13], Max
Weber [14,34], Vilfredo Pareto [15], C. Wright Mills [16], Robert Dahl
[88], Talcott Parsons [17], Amatai Etzioni [18], Antonio Gramsci
[19,20], Michel Foucault [21], Anthony Giddens [22], David Harvey
[23,24,25] and Elinor Ostrom [26]. Rather than get lost in this debate,
this section briefly offers a few definitions of power relevant to low
carbon transitions before summarizing schools of thought that have
been influential in the social sciences.

2.1. Defining power

Definitions of power often center on a relationship that facilitates
the exercise of authority, coercion or control, or that which simply al-
lows an actor or institution to “get things done” ([1,17,27,28,35). Scott
([29]: 25) suggests that, at a basic level, power can be defined as “the
production of causal effects” or “the intentional use of causal powers to
affect the conduct of other agents. Gaventa [4] and others offer a dis-
tinction between capacity (“power to” do something) and relation or
domination (“power over” somebody or something). Historical per-
spectives on power have tended to divide along lines focused on ca-
pacity (e.g., [17,30]), and domination (e.g., [21,31,32,35]). Many of
these scholars have further developed theories on specific sources of
power, and the ways it is exercised.

2.2. Power, structure, and agency

A central question in the theorizing of power is to what extent it
functions as a property of systems, structures, and events, or a property
of distinct agents [22,33]. From one ideal conceptualization, power is
agent centered ([34]: 53). This is what Scott [29] calls corrective influ-
ence held by actors or institutions. Power from this perspective is about

making somebody else do something they would not otherwise have
chosen to do. Ostrom [26]: 50) writes that:

The “power” of an individual in a situation is the value of the op-
portunity (the range in the outcomes afforded by the situation)
times the extent of control. Thus, an individual can have a small
degree of power, even though the individual has absolute control if
the amount of opportunity in a situation is small. The amount of
power may also be small when the opportunity is large, but the
individual has only a small degree of control.

Actors may exercise choice, but their choice is constrained by the
resources that others are able to bring to bear in influencing them, often
through force or manipulation. Here, sources of power include in-
dividual assets such as wealth, muscle power, reputation, social capital,
or access to resources and technologies [33]. Those same actors may
also not even realize that they are able to exercise choice, reflecting
deeper hegemonic influences.

The other idealized conceptualization of power sees it as structure
centered. This is what Scott [29] calls pervasive influence as it embeds
power in institutions, infrastructure, or other cultural and structural
frameworks. Sometimes, power is hidden because it is inherent in
structures that shape everyday life [35]. Power exists then as a col-
lective property of systems of cooperating actors. For example, financial
markets are a set of rules that function because participants tacitly
agree to them and abide by them. Parsons [17] saw power as referring
to authority or the “authorization” of actors to issue commands, and
Foucault [21] wrote about cultural or socialized dispositions towards
self-discipline and control, or “disciplinary power”. Power embodied in
structures is faceless and can exist above, below, or in-between actors.
Indeed, Scott [29] writes that power can only become domination when
it is articulated or routinized into stable and enduring structures, what
Giddens [22] terms “allocative domination.” Boonstra [33] adds that
power is viewed as “context shaping.” In empirical application, power
can most usefully be understood as a continuous relational interplay
between co-created structures and agency. The power of elites in low
carbon transitions thus reflects the ways that those empowered by ex-
isting structures and institutions participate in the development of
emerging low carbon-based regimes, pathways, and institutions.

2.3. Relational power and power relations

Scott [36] notes that the exercise of power—although it can vary by
type and agent—is embedded in a complex network of power relations
defined by multiple, interconnecting and circulating forms of power.
Power relations are almost always asymmetrical and organized around
the conflicting interests of the actor groups trying to wield their re-
spective power. In the context of low carbon transitions, this can play
out through, for example, the efforts of school children to mobilize their
normative legitimacy as future generations through organized mass
truancy from school (i.e. school strikes), in an attempt to influence
political elites to take action toward low carbon transitions. Gramsci
[19] demonstrated the relational and context-dependent nature of
power when he proposed maps of elementary power relations that
could solidify into fully developed power relations, including domina-
tion, resistance (counteraction), and interpersonal power. These rela-
tional perspectives on power are central to understanding how it op-
erates.

For the purposes of low-carbon transitions study, we view power as
simultaneously agent centered, corrective, and conduct shaping, as well
as structure centered, pervasive, and context shaping. This dual view
makes clear that power is always a dynamic relationship between en-
tities. It is not a static tool that can be wielded, put away and taken out
later to be used to the same effect as under previous conditions. We
further view structures as mutable over time as they change through the
intentional, or unintentional, actions of agents [31].
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2.4. Conceptualizing elite power

Even though power is shapeshifting and multidimensional, it can
still be mobilized more strongly by particular agents. Okereke et al.
[37] note that power (used often interchangeably with authority) is
almost always linked to an actor, or a “hegemon”. For Weber [34] and
Mosca [38], all societies can be divided between the rulers and the
ruled, or the elite and the non-elite (hence the terms “ruling elite” or
“power elite”). Meisel [39] thus defined elites as those in positions of
dominance, e.g., a “powerful actor.”

However, this definition of agency and power is underwhelming,
especially since it could result in an almost interminable number of
possible elites. As such, there are different types of elites distinguished
by their resources as well as their scale. Both Mann [40] and Scott [36]
characterize four types of elites based on the resources they have at
their disposal (Scott terms these “strategies of domination”):

• Coercive or physical elites (soldiers, police officers, organized
criminals), who control access to the means of violence and are able
to dominate others into obedience;

• Manipulative or financial elites (property owners, local busi-
nesspersons, corporate directors, investors), who control access to
capital or industrial assets that therefore influence the calculations
of others;

• Expert or technical elites (scientists, engineers, researchers), with
specialized knowledge and wisdom based on their control over
cultural resources or information;

• Commanding or regulatory elites (lawyers, national planners, poli-
tical representatives, members of a political party), who can use the
legal system as a form of political power.

Scott [36] admits these are ideal types only, and that some elites
may mix different attributes, such as a military general turned politi-
cian who can be both coercive and commanding. He also suggests that
coercive elites and manipulative elites rely more on allocative dom-
ination (distribution of resources), whereas commanding elites and
expert elites rely on authoritative domination (commitment, loyalty,
and trust). Mann [40] explicitly links the types of elites to sources of
military, economic, ideological and political power.

Weiss [41] offers a spatial categorization of elites based on their
mobility and scale: transnational elites are spatially autonomous and
have the capacity to move seamlessly around the world and profit from
global flows of capital. National elites are more dependent on national
welfare states and sovereign borders and profit mostly from infra-
structure within a single country. Local elites have limited access to
global and national flows of wealth but are authoritative or hegemonic
within a community or region.

Bonds [42] and Domhoff [43] use power relations to map out how
elites may mobilize resources to corrupt or influence policy or broader
structural change. Generally, this research supposes that elites organize
themselves and shape power via:

• The special-interest process, in which the elites themselves formulate
policy proposals and attempt to implement them by lobbying leg-
islative assemblies and influencing executive agencies;

• The policy-planning process, in which the general interests of elites
are formulated in think tanks and presented to deliberative bodies;

• The candidate-selection process, in which elites influence the selection
of political candidates most sympathetic to their interests;

• The opinion-shaping process, in which elites mobilize public relations
techniques to influence public opinion in ways that promote their
agendas;

• The knowledge-shaping process, where elites actively work to influ-
ence via information suppression, contesting knowledge, or gen-
erating their own data to shape what is known (or unknown) about a
particular subject to better realize their goals [43].

These types of elite strategies, when applied to the crafting of
policy, offer a more robust take on how power relations unfold.

Finally, Kreuze et al. [44] elaborate on the notion of the “persuasive
power” of elites, building on Scott [45]. Persusaive power intertwines
conceptions of power and legitimation. For them, persuasive power
combines power (the relational capacity of an actor to influence other
actors in ways that favor their interest) and cognitive symbols and value
commitments. These symbols and values include winning over people’s
hearts and minds, or strategies of convincing the public or other audi-
ences about the benevolence of an existing power regime. They studied
shale gas development in the United States and argue that people be-
come “persuaded” that the interests of power match their own desires
or goals. Persuasive power, similarly elaborated as discursive or ideo-
logical power (e.g., Lukes, Foucault) and strongly linked to concepts of
hegemony (e.g., Gramsci), thus extends beyond logic and reason to
include values and symbols.

Kreuze et al. [44] note that persuasive power operates through both
the rhetoric of the mass media and stipulations embodied in actual
regulations and law. They caution it seems to be most effective in
marginalized communities where non-elites have access to fewer re-
source (e.g., education, legal recourse), with substantial negative im-
pacts on, for example, social justice and public health. For them, per-
suasive power mixes together sovereign power, reflected in local and
national laws and regulations, and corporate power, the interests of
large and influential companies in order to advance elite interests.
Persuasive power can be used to manipulate or exploit fears and
emotions. It can also be used to manufacture points of agreement, or
what Herman and Chomsky [46] call “manufacturing consent”.

In sum, energy provision and use spans scales and is tied to all types
of resources, all different types of elites, and the different strategies that
they use to exercise power. Elites are thus clearly implicated in low
carbon transitions.

2.5. Resisting elite power

Elites can and do exercise power to advance low carbon transitions.
For example, the 2015 Paris agreement is an example of elite mobili-
zation to address decarbonization [47]. However, a significant strand of
transitions research presents evidence that low carbon transitions have
been hindered by those currently able to exercise elite power. This is
because elites are often interested in maintaining incumbency and that
incumbency depends upon the structures and practices that emerged in
response to existing carbon consumption patterns [48–50].

Power that circulates and disempowers can also empower—and be
resisted. Arendt [30] framed this type of resistance as “collective em-
powerment.” Mann [3] called this “organizational outflanking” or the
ability to overcome resistance to one’s interests and prevent others from
advancing their own priorities. Clegg [51] hypothesized that the cir-
cular processes of power—and resistance—flow in different circuits. An
overt circuit of power can be observed, such as when analyzing a public
form of decision-making. A social circuit of power refers to the rules or
social relations that give rise to groups and membership that accept
some and exclude others. The systemic-economic circuit of power is the
most abstract, referring to the broader socio-material system in place
behind the other two circuits. Such a circuits of power approach [51]
differentiates between two forms of resistance:

• Effective resistance—the most rare—refers to the organized, sus-
tained challenging of an entire system of power. Resistance becomes
institutionalized as a new source of power that creates new fields of
power relations (e.g., the French revolution replaced a monarchy
with a democracy);

• Episodic resistance—the most common—manifests itself not against
the institutions or systems of power, but against a particular exercise
of power like a policy or a specific decision (e.g., a hunger strike
within a prison usually leaves the overall system of power intact).
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Alternatively, Scott [36]: 38) framed his notion of resistance around
“counteraction,” given that he believes “power is intrinsically tied to
the possibility of resistance, and the power of any elite must be seen as
open to challenge from the resisting counteraction of its subalterns.”
For him, power can be resisted by pressure groups, social movements,
and counter elites who can all challenge, disrupt, or subvert dominant
elite interests. Gaventa’s “power cube” [4] was developed through
empirical study of both the acceptance and resistance of unionized coal
miners to exploitive corporate practices. The power cube was devel-
oped to explicitly account for resistance to relationships of domination.
Finally, Scott's [52,53] description of how peasants, citizens, and
scholars resist dominant and oppressive forms of state and bureaucratic
control through weapons of the weak is equally germane. Scott posited
that successful strategies that create intellectual openness and a more
pluralistic society often rely on asymmetrical, non-violent forms of in-
teraction such as protests, land-squatting, and verbal debate.

There is thus considerable research examining both how elite power
is mobilized and exercised, and how this power is resisted and trans-
formed over time (or not), that is relevant for low carbon transitions.

2.6. Power frameworks

Scholars have developed a number of different analytical ap-
proaches that are applicable to the study of elite power. For example,
Mann [3,8,40,54] distinguishes between distributive power exercised
over others versus collective power secured jointly through coopera-
tion. Power for Mann can be authoritative (commanded by an actor
with clearly delineated subordinates, e.g. the military chain of com-
mand), diffuse (distributed in spontaneous, unconscious, or decentered
ways, e.g. consumers participating in a market), extensive (organizing
large numbers of people over geographic space), or intensive (mobi-
lizing a high level of commitment from participants, but in a more
confined space).

From another perspective, Lukes [35] organizes power over three
overlapping dimensions. The first dimension is a relationship of dom-
ination and control that is visible and coercive. The second dimension is
power inherent in the societal structures that we create and reinforce as
we participate in social life. The third dimension is ideological power,
which is diffuse and often invisible as we negotiate, from unequal po-
sitions, the norms, values and ideals that structure our behavior.

Table 1 provides a selection of commonly used core power theories,
summarizes their defining characteristics, and highlights their utility
for the study of elite power and transitions. The list is comprised of
dominant theories in policy and political studies that have specific re-
levance for elite power in transitions studies. It thus reflects the societal
power dynamics that have historically defined those disciplines and,
consequently, lacks representation of women (excepting Arendt), and
non-Western scholars. We will return to this issue in our re-
commendations for future research.

The next section examines some of the ways that elite power has
been specifically examined in low carbon transition scholarship. After
that, we reflect on the power insights discussed above to offer ways that
transitions scholarship can further develop to better understand elite
power.

3. Approaches to elite power in transitions

Early calls for attention to power in transitions scholarship from
Avelino, Rotmans, Meadowcroft, and Markard et al. e.g., [49,55,56],
have recently blossomed and magnified [57,58]. Empirical analysis of
transitions indicates that power strongly shapes transitions pathways
[59], and that transition processes can reallocate sources of power, or
redefine who is considered “elite” [60]. There are an increasing number
of scholars who use established approaches to power and operationalize
them across transition contexts to reveal insights about power in tran-
sitions and the role and construction of elites. The following section

reflects upon some of these endeavors.

3.1. Power, politics and the multi-level perspective (MLP)

There have been ongoing attempts to operationalize power across
the multi-level perspective on transitions (MLP). The MLP suggests that
sustainability transitions occur through interactions between three
multi-scalar levels: the niche, the regime, and the landscape. Niches, or
emerging eco-innovations, are protected spaces for innovation but still
often face uphill struggles against existing regimes. Regimes are
dominated by elites, as defined earlier. The “landscape” refers to exo-
genous developments or shocks (e.g. economic crises, wars, catastro-
phies like climate change) that create pressures on the regime, which in
turn create windows of opportunity for the diffusion of niche-innova-
tions.

Early conceptualizations of the MLP drew heavily from the struc-
ture-agency debate in how it envisioned power [61]. Geels [50] up-
dated this to take a neo-Gramscian approach to power to highlight how
the hegemonic regime state resists challenges to the existing order.
Other transitions scholars have deepened a discussion of power in the
MLP by drawing from more classical power theorists. For example,
Power et al. [62] respond to the MLP’s focus on innovations promoted
by elite actors by examining transition processes through an interna-
tional political economy perspective that accounts for discursive, in-
stitutional and material power. The MLP offers one way to examine
elites as dominant regime actors. However, other approaches expand
our understanding of elite power in low carbon transitions.

3.2. Foucauldian, Giddensian, and Marxist approaches

Other scholars have taken power concepts and applied them to
transitions more broadly. Bues and Gailing [63] use Foucault’s concept
of governmentality to discuss how transitions have the potential to shift
the power of elites. Giddens’ structuration theory is operationalized by
Hermwille [93] to study the role of nuclear energy narratives in energy
transitions. Haas [64] takes an explicitly Gramscian perspective to
argue that transnational corporate energy elites are working to pas-
sively take control of the ongoing energy transition. Wishart [65] takes
a neo Marxist approach to examine networks of power in the US energy
industry that highlight the elite position of coal interests in shaping
climate and energy debates. This list is not exhaustive but instead de-
monstrates that there is a growing body of transitions work that draws
from diverse perspectives and provides useful empirical examples for
using power theory to tease out insights related to elites.

3.3. Transitions-specific conceptual approaches

There are also emerging comprehensive approaches that attempt to
account for a dynamic view on power. Partzsch [7] and Tyfield [66]
argue for the need to move away from a dialectic perspective on power
and empowerment. These perspectives emphasize transitions not just in
low carbon systems, but in the societal structures that define who is
considered “elite” and to what extent the power of “elites” is both
concentrated and just. For example, Partzsch links together concepts of
power “over”, power “to” and power “with” by focusing on who is re-
sponsible for societal change (i.e. individuals, elites, or the collective).
Brisbois [6] operationalizes Lukes’ three dimensions of power for
transitions contexts to account for shifts in political power as decen-
tralised renewable energy technologies enable potential redistribution
of the elite power historically associated with ownership of centralised
energy resources.

Avelino [5] has established a new stand-alone analytical framework
that is applicable to the study of elite power, and resistence to it, in low
carbon transitions. Her POINT (POwer IN Transitions) framework uses
insights from Mann [3], Foucault [90], Arendt [67] and social psy-
chology to argue for a “horizontal” approach to power that
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Table 1
Overview of select power theories applicable to the study of elite power in transitions. Source: Many descriptors paraphrased from [1] as well as Giddens [92]
(14–17), Lukes [35] Scott [29] and Ahrendt [89] (44–56).

Root Theorist Theory/concept Summary Relevance for elite power in low carbon transitions

Michel Foucault [21] Disciplinary
power

• Power is constituted through surveillance as well as
categorization and classificaction

• Describes how our participation in systems reinforces their dominance

• Power is not just political but an inherent part of our
everyday life

• Establishes that power can both dominate and emancipate

• Power is embodied in disciplinary institutions such as
prisons, schools, hospitals, and militaries

• Makes conscious our participation in the structures that support
carbon-intensive systems, and reveals ways to change them

Antonio Gramsci [19] Hegemony • Power is constituted through accepted knowledge and
ideas and expressed through consent

• Describes how life is structured by relationships of dominance

• Hegemony – a dominant, pervasize set of power
relationships – is reproduced through media,
education, culture, and other social interactions

• Establishes that ideas and beliefs must be challenged to create new
relationships of power

• Reveals that changing dominant power structures that support carbon
intensive systems is difficult because power relations are omnipresent;
Succesful low carbon transitions involve challenging structures across
all spheres of society, not just those directly linked to energy policies

Anthony Giddens [22] Structuration • Power is defined as capacity for action • Describes how our actions are constrained by structures

• (In)action is shaped by continuously interacting and
co-created structures, and individual agency

• Demonstrates that even enduring structures are the product of
decisions of agents over time

• Structures aggregate into more durable, yet still
mutable, social fabrics and culture

• Reveals that low carbon transitions are creating new structures and
new power relationships; The structures and elites we co-create
through this process will define our future reality

Steven Lukes [35] Three faces of
power

• Power is defined as the ability of “A” to make “B” do
something they would not otherwise do, usually
linked to policy spheres

• Specifies ways that power impacts formal policy processes

• Power is expressed through instrumental, structural
and ideational dimensions

• Describes visible, hidden and invisible expressions of power

• Reveals that decisions about low carbon transitions are disproportionately
influenced by those with the ability to define policy agendas, set rules,
provide and control information, and use the media to shape the public
imagination; Revealing these dynamics make them contestable

Michael Mann [3 Sources of power • Choices of agents are both enabled and constrained by
the power sources available at the moment

• Describes how different resources can be mobilized for (in)action

• Power is derived from networks of military,
economic, political and ideological power sources

• Reveals that those with access to resources can disproportionately
shape transitions; However, it is possible to mobilise different
resources in the pursuit of low carbon outcomes, any of which have the
potential to help realize ultimate outcomes

Stewart Clegg [51 Circuits of power • Power can be causal, dispositional, or facilitative • Describes the specific points at which actions can affect greatest change

• The different types of power interact at “passage
points” where action can either alter or reinforce the
existing network of power relations

• Reveals that there are key turning or tipping points where the exertion
of power will have greater consequences for movement toward low
carbon transitions; There will also always be resistence to transitions
and solutions will never be completely “win-win”

• Specifically conceptualizes resistance to power as
integral to the definition of power itself

John Gaventa [4] Power cube • Builds upon Lukes’ 3 faces • Describes how different aspects of power interact in empirical spaces

• Power is expressed across 3 axes: visible, hidden and
invisible forms; closed, invited and claimed spaces,
and; local, national, and global levels

• Establishes possibilities for action, mobilization, and change

• Intended to capture both domination and
empowerment

• Reveals that actions affecting low carbon transitions are taking place in
multiple spheres, many of which are disproportionately occupied and
influenced by elites; These spaces can be (partially) claimed if
collective action is appropriately mobilized and targeted

Hannah Ahrendt [89] Empowerment • Power is defined as the human ability to act in concert • Describes how the marginalized can mobilize collective power to
induce change

• Power is derived through empowerment by a “group” • Reveals that collective action toward low carbon transitions is key to
mobilizing the power required to make consequential societal changes

• The “group” is able to act in concert as a result of
dialogue and consensus building

John Scott [29] Domination and
stratification

• Power becomes domination when it is articulated into
stable and enduring structures of control by one agent
or set of agents over another

• Describes how power can become entrenched in “class situations” via
property, financial markets, and labour markets

• Coercion restricts action alternatives through direct force
or the threat of force and establishes repressive structures

• Establishes that power can also become entrenched in “status situations”
through symbolic resources, values, and notions of “honour”

• Inducement operates through the preferences and
desires of actors by influencing their calculations of
advantage and disadvantage

• Reveals that forms of domination and stratification can become embedded
in social structures that then interact with class and status. Low-carbon
transitions do not emerge in a vacuum; In many cases they can exacerbate
existing class and status inequalities, or give rise to new ones
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acknowledges the power of elites, while emphasizing that agents can be
empowered through transitions to reorganize power relationships and
transform regime level structural conditions. Building upon Avelino and
Rotmans [55], she identifies different resources that can be mobilized
to exercise power:

• Human power (human leverage, muscle power, sex or sexuality);
• Mental power (intelligence, information, ideas);
• Monetary power (cash, stocks, financial assets);
• Artifactual power (apparatus, products, technologies, hardware,

infrastructure);
• Natural power (raw materials, organic life, natural resources, time).

As with Mann and Scott [36,40,54], these different types of power
can all influence each other, i.e. artifactual power can interrelate with
the harvesting of natural resources, or financing and monetary wealth,
or mental ideologies and beliefs. This emphasizes that power is sha-
peshifting, influenced by agency and structure, and can therefore take
many forms, or transform from one form into another [33].

In the POINT framework, power resources can be mobilised across
innovative, transformative, and reinforcive dimensions which correlate
with the niche, niche-regime, and regime levels of the MLP. The in-
novative power dimension has been developed to respond specifically
to the niche level in transitions contexts. Innovative power builds on
Arendt's [67] perspective on human creativity and is defined as the
“capacity to invent and create new resources”. These resources then
have the potential to act as sources of power (e.g., new ideas, new
technologies such as solar panels).

In the context of elite power, innovative power represents an opportu-
nity to disrupt the entrenched power relationships that hinder low carbon
energy transitions. The reinforcive dimension reflects the ability of actors to
reinforce existing structures. The transformative dimension reflects the ca-
pacity of actors to create new structures and institutions. These new
structures and instititutions will shape future opportunities for action and
thus have signficant implications for elite power and low carbon transitions.

The preceding examples, summarised in Table 2, provide a few
examples of different approaches and applications, drawn from dif-
ferent disciplines with distinct epistemologies, that provide insights for
studying elite power in low carbon transitions.

The next section discusses future research directions that will ben-
efit from perspectives emphasizing agency within co-created but con-
straining structures. Perspectives that focus on both empowerment and
domination are particularly promising for revealing ways to transform
the systems that determine the concentration and distribution of elite

power, rather than simply reestablishing power relationships around
new constellations of powerful low carbon energy elites. This area of
investigation, also discussed below, is important because research is
increasingly questioning the sustainability of transitions that do not
simultaneously address the underlying systems that lead to exponential
resource exploitation, as well as vastly unequal concentrations of so-
cietal wealth, capital and political power [48].

4. Future research directions

Here, we channel the theoretical richness described above to high-
light five fruitful areas for future transitions research or research
agendas that address elite power. These areas are especially relevant for
low-carbon transition contexts defined by regime resistance, rapid
change, and widespread global inequality. The five proposed areas in-
clude elite mobilisation; (re)empowerment or counteraction; typologies
for change and temporality; policies and practices to rebalance power
relations; and the application of under-represented perspectives.

4.1. Frameworks for understanding elites and how they mobilise

The first proposed research focus is the further application and
adaptation of existing frameworks on elite mobilization to transitions
contexts, or the creation of new ones. Mann [4,36,40,42,43,52,53],
discussed in Section 2.6 above, provides typologies and strategies of
elites that are useful for examining low carbon transition contexts.
These frameworks can be used to examine, for example, how elite level
knowledge is produced and used to either enable or constrain decisions
on decarbonization policies, how elites use money and connections to
ensure their interests are represented in political processes, or how
elites work together to set regulatory rules that promote their interests
at the expense of others.

This research call is simply for more conceptual and empirical re-
search on power in transitions context in order to explore diverse power
perspectives and provoke new insights. Research on the power of elites
in transitions processes will also help respond to ongoing calls for re-
search into the ways that the power of elites shape low carbon transi-
tions e.g. [68].

4.2. Resistance, outflanking and counteraction

The tenuous commitment of elites to mobilise sufficient action to-
ward low carbon transitions means that strategies for resistence, out-
flanking and counteraction are very important. As highlighted by

Table 2
An overview of select approaches to elite power in transitions literature.

Author Framework Summary Relevance for elite power in low carbon transitions

Avelino [5] Power in Transitions
(POINT)

Power resources can be mobilised across innovative, transformative
and reinforcive dimensions that correlate with the niche, niche-
regime, and landscape levels of the MLP

• Reveals both the processes of power relations as well as
potential focal points for unbalancing power

• Distinguishes between constructed and fixed landscape
conditions

• Identifies potential new sources of power that can be used to
challenge elites

Brisbois [6] Powershifts Power can be empirically examined through indicators across
instrumental, structural and ideological power dimensions that
direct attention to various relevant aspects of structure and agency

• Reveals ways that elites use their power to shape outcomes,
and the structures that shape future outcomes – and how these
strategies can be co-opted or resisted

• Useful for comparative analysis across cases

Partzsch [7] Power “with”, power
“to”, power “over”

Power can be conceptualised as power with, power to and power
over. The type of power identified has implications for the actors
who are responsible for creating change in a given situation (e.g.,
elites, individual actors, collectives)

• Provides lenses to understand the domination, resistance and
empowerment that need to be considered to understand low
carbon transitions

Source: Authors.
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Partzsch [7] and Avelino [5], power and resources circulating in low
carbon transitions contexts can both disempower and empower. We
have noted a number of theories and frameworks that have the po-
tential to further develop understanding of this duality beween dis-
empowerment and empowerment. Further conceptual and empirical
development of transitions-oriented frameworks that provide both
theoretical insights and practical mechanisms for subverting, challen-
ging or counteracting elite power is one area for future research. Ex-
amples include Avelino's [5] POINT framework, as well as those pre-
sented by Tyfield [66] and Brisbois [6].

We further recommend low carbon transitions research that in-
corporates the diverse non-transitions specific perspectives on re-
sistance to elite power described above. This might include research
into the “passage points” described by Clegg [51] as windows for
consequential action, as well as strategies for “effective”, sustained
challenges, and “episodic” event-based acts of resistance. In addition,
the “collective empowerment” perspective of Arendt [30], Scott’s
[52,53] “weapons of the weak”, and Gaventa's [4] “power cube” all
highlight the emancipatory potential of inclusive collective action, de-
liberative decision-making, and non-violent strategic action. Research
of this type intersects with highly topical issues of climate activism and
social organizing and foregrounds the political nature of transitions. It
thus also responding to calls from the transitions community for more
research into the politics of accelerating low carbon transitions [68].

4.3. Temporality and change

A third compelling area relevant to elite power and low carbon

transitions is temporality, or how power ebbs, flows, and changes over
time. Avelino [5]: 508) notes that “most existing interpretations of
power as found in social theory lack, or at least underplay, the di-
mensions of time and change.” However, many social theorists do de-
pend upon notions of temporality to describe, for example, how in-
dividual actions over time are formalized into structures and can thus
change e.g., Giddens [22]. Likewise, Haugaard [28] and Clegg [51]
both note that agents sometimes consciously consent to domination
relationships because there is an expectation of a shift in power in the
future (e.g. those who consent to unwelcome outcomes of democratic
elections when there is the potential to advance their candidate in the
future). However, this aspect of power is understudied in the context of
transitions.

The temporality of power gives rise to potentially compelling dy-
namics, such as shifts from the power to change (if following the path of
effective resistance above) to the power to maintain (if aspects of an old
regime are indeed more just and equitable than those replacing it). How
temporality unfolds in relation to power and low-carbon transitions
requires considering the timing and scaling of possible costs and ben-
efits. Some benefits and risks, such as labor market disruption, may
occur now whereas others, such as advanced climate change, will affect
primarily those in the future. Considering costs and benefits thus in-
vokes debates about responsibility and capacity, as well as a possible
duty to minimize harm, especially to future generations [69–71].

Research questions that arise related to the power of elites in
transitions include a stronger focus on the temporal interplay between
structure and agency. In many ways, transitions scholars have been
mirroring this discussion in, for example, examining how grassroots

Table 3
Dimensions, policies, and practices for just energy transitions.

Justice dimension Application to energy transitions Policies and practices

Virtue Energy efficiency: high penetration of efficient service • Fuel economy standards

• Energy efficiency labeling

• Industrial retrofits

• Utility-scale demand-side management

• Ascending block rate pricing

• Advanced metering and smart grids

• Training and capacity building/li>

• Consumer education and awareness
Utility Wellbeing: less suffering, pain, externalities, and disasters associated with energy

production and use
• Passage of a carbon tax

• Accurate price signals and tax shifting

• Environmental bonds
Human rights Universal human rights: an obligation to protect human rights in the production and use

of energy
• Extractive industries transparency initiatives

• Energy truth commissions and inspection panels

• Improved social/environmental impact
assessments for energy projects

• Availability of legal aid to vulnerable groups
Procedural justice Due process: free prior informed consent for the siting of energy projects; fair

representation in energy decision-making
• Better information disclosure

• Broader community involvement and
participation

• Free, prior informed consent
Welfare and happiness Accessibility and subsistence: an energy system that gives people an equal shot of getting

the energy they need, energy systems that generate income and enrich lives
• Social pricing and assistance programs

• Pro-poor public private partnerships for low-
carbon systems

• Mechanical energy for pumping, irrigation, and
agricultural processing

Freedom Libertarianism: energy decisions not unduly restricted by government intervention • Elimination of inappropriate subsidies

• Subsidy impact assessments, sunset clauses

• Adjustment packages for those dependent on
subsidies

Posterity Resource egalitarianism: an obligation to minimize resource consumption and ensure
adequate reserves for future generations

• Improved energy efficiency

• Establishment of national resource funds

• Commercial-scale deployment of renewable
electricity and biofuels

Fairness, responsibility, and
capacity

Intergenerational equity: an obligation to protect future generations from energy-related
harms

• Greenhouse Development Rights

• Community-based adaptation

• Climate change mitigation through stabilization
wedges

Source: Modified from Sovacool and Dworkin [73].
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innovations move from niche to regime levels. However, explicitly
using theory on how power defines, and is defined by, this process will
lead to a more robust understanding of transition dynamics.

4.4. Policies and practices for redistributing power

A fourth promising avenue of research relates to policies or princi-
ples that would help promote more egalitarian power sharing and more
just future energy systems. The presupposition, explored in work on
energy democracy (e.g., [72]), is that more egalitarian power dis-
tributions will lead to decisions that prioritise low carbon energy fu-
tures. As an illustrative, yet not exhaustive, list of possible redis-
tributive options, Sovacool and Dworkin [73] present 30 potential
energy policy mechanisms or practices that can promote core dimen-
sions of justice, equity, and responsibility (see Table 3). Many of these
themes relate directly to the resources underpinning elite power dis-
cussed above.

While Sovacool and Dworkin [73] provide a list of tangible actions
for redistributing power in Table 3, the implementation of just policies
and practices is usually dependent upon elite power. Therefore, it is
also useful to examine the extent to which those in elite positions are
willing to use their power to support redistributive policies – especially
when those redistributive policies might undermine their own elite
viewpoints. Further research is also needed into the extent to which low
carbon transitions are redistributing the resources upon which elite
power depends e.g., [6].

4.5. Application of underrecognized power perspectives

Even a cursory examination of citations in this Review will reveal
that almost all influential conceptual work on power and transitions to
date has been produced by Western, often male, scholars writing from
industrialized countries. Policies and practices for studying elite power
in low carbon transitions – and transitions scholarship more generally –
will benefit from insights developed by scholars who have con-
ceptualised alternative theories specifically to study power relations.
For example, Iris Marion Young [91] took a feminist approach to the
development of “five faces of oppression”. She emphasizes addressing
structural inequalities as necessary to account for power imbalances
Hanna Pitkin [74] likewise provides insight into power-laden issues of
representation within democratic systems that are highly relevant for
examining elite power in transitions contexts.

There is also a vast amount of non-Western power scholarship from
which the transitions community has much to learn. For example,
Freire [75] discusses the role of critical, reflexive learning in his text,
Pedagogy of the Oppressed. His ideas on the active participation of the
oppressed in reorganizing relationships of oppression have direct re-
levance for low carbon transitions movements seeking to understand
and address elite power. Mahmood's [76] theory of decentralized des-
potism contains important insights into how local authority structures
can be co-opted by elites and, in turn, resisted. Orlando Fals Borda's
[77] concept of positive subversion describes a process through which
subversive counter visions of the future interact with the existing elite-
dominated ideology and are either co-opted and neutralized, or succeed
in shifting the dominant regime. This has direct relevance for transi-
tions scholarship on regime shifts.

These are just a handful of examples. However, as it becomes in-
creasingly clear that addressing elite power is an essential part of the
whole systems transitions needed to address decarbonisation, scholar-
ship developed in response to elite power can provide rich under-
standing—all the more so if it draws from non-elite and more inclusive
scholarship [78]. Therefore, we further recommend low carbon tran-
sitions research that incorporates these perspectives.

5. Conclusion

In sum, those of us concerned about the politics of low-carbon
transitions should also begin to concern ourselves with more sophisti-
cated and multidimensional conceptualizations of power and elites.
Power, according to our view, is not a mere commodity position, prize
or conspiracy [79]. Instead, it is the mobilisation of power resources
that operate across complex networks of power relations. Power occurs
across multiple sites of visible and invisible struggle, in all shapes and
sizes, from the intimate to the infrastructural, and across micro and
macro scales. This also makes power relations asymmetrical but (pro-
misingly) unstable.

This Review offers a number of tools and conceptual starting points
for a more robust study of elite power in low carbon transitions. The
overview of popular power perspectives and their relevance to elite
power in low carbon transitions provides a useful resource for those
who encounter political and power-laden empirical contexts and are
seeking conceptual tools to better analyse and develop these situations.
Table 1 will also help to situate the conceptual approaches taken by
existing power-focused transitions researchers within the wider field of
theoretical power research.

Admittedly, power language (and scholarship) can be somewhat
alienating when first encountered – this complexity is part of the reason
why power is understudied. Our intent was to help lower the barriers to
entry for transitions scholars who do not identify as power or critical
theorists, as well as for critical theorists to perhaps take more appre-
ciation in the study of transitions. Relatedly, we hesitate to be too
prescriptive in describing more concrete future research directions.
Writing on power in transitions has been dominated by a small group of
scholars, something either ironic or unsurprising, given how power
operates. A significant part of the benefit of a broad call for more power
scholarship is that will be epistemologically diverse, depending on the
approaches of future authors. Transitions scholarship earnestly needs
people to take power concepts and run with them to diversify our un-
derstanding. As much as we wanted to survey diverse approaches, we
most certainly did not want to tell people what to study – we would
prefer, as this Review has done, to give people some of the tools they
need to come up with their own conceptually unique and interesting
research questions.

The overview of transitions-specific power research, while not ex-
haustive, demonstrates where work relevant to elite power in low
carbon transitions has been done. In particular, there are existing re-
search frameworks that will benefit from further empirical testing that
already use the ideas of prominent power theorists to examine transi-
tions contexts. However, the topic of power and politics in sustain-
ability transitions, and low carbon transitions in particular, remains
under explored. We therefore additionally propose future research that
builds upon existing power theory from across disciplines to examine
how and to what ends elites are mobilising, as well as strategies and
opportunities for resistance. Outflanking and counteraction to the
power of elites, and a better appreciation for the temporality of elite
power relative to low carbon transitions, are called for. Ways that elite
power can be re-distributed with the aim of accelerating low carbon
transitions, and the application of diverse perspectives that have been
developed in response to the oppressive exercise of power by elites, also
deserve to be examined.

We all exist in a morphing grid of power relations with embedded
structures, rules, and forms of hegemony and domination. Better
grappling with these—analytically, descriptively, and even normative-
ly—will help ensure they are not only identified, but better understood
and, ultimately, resisted and transformed into more just and sustainable
energy futures.

Acknowledgments

This project has received funding from the European Union’s

B.K. Sovacool and M.-C. Brisbois Energy Research & Social Science 57 (2019) 101242

8



Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under grant agree-
ment No 730,403 “Innovation pathways, strategies and policies for the
Low-Carbon Transition in Europe (INNOPATHS)”, and Marie
Sklodowska-Curie Individual Fellowship No 751843. The content of
this deliverable does not reflect the official opinion of the European
Union. Responsibility for the information and views expressed herein
lies entirely with the author(s). The authors are also grateful to helpful
comments offered by Karoline Rogge and Lucy Baker at Sussex
University, Frank Geels and Bruno Turnheim at Manchester University,
which have invariably improved the draft, as well as those from the
editor Roman Sidortsov in addition to two anonymous peer reviewers.

References

[1] M. Haugaard (Ed.), Power: A Reader, Manchester University Press, 2002.
[2] B.K. Sovacool, J. Axsen, S. Sorrell, Promoting novelty, rigor, and style in energy

social science: towards codes of practice for appropriate methods and research
design, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 45 (November) (2018) 12–42.

[3] Mann Michael, The Sources of Social Power: Volume 1, A History of Power from the
Beginning to AD, Cambridge University Press, 1986, pp. 1760–1986.

[4] John. Gaventa, Power and Powerlessness: Quiescence and Rebellion in an
Appalachian Valley, University of Illinois Press, 1982.

[5] F. Avelino, power in sustainability transitions. Analysing power and (Dis)empow-
erment in transformative change towards environmental and social sustainability,
J. Environ. Policy Governance 27 (2017) 505–520.

[6] M.C. Brisbois, Powershifts: a framework for assessing the growing impact of de-
centralized ownership of energy transitions on political decision-making, Energy
Res. Soc. Sci. 50 (2019) 151–161, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.12.003.

[7] L. Partzsch, ‘Power with’ and ‘power to’ in environmental politics and the transition
to sustainability, Environ. Politics 26 (2) (2017) 193–211.

[8] Michael Mann, The Sources of Social Power: Volume 2, The Rise of Classes and
Nation States 1760-1914, Cambridge University Press, 1993.

[9] B. Russell, Power: a New Social Analysis, Allen and Unwin, London, UK, 1939.
[10] Niccolò. Machiavelli, “The Prince", Machiavelli: The Chief Works and Others,

Translated by Allan Gilbert (1532).
[11] T. Hobbes, The English Works of Thomas Hobbes of Malmesbury, J. Bohn, London,

UK, 1655.
[12] Adam. Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations,

(1776).
[13] K. Marx, Capital vol. I, Penguin, Harmondsworth, UK, 1867.
[14] Max. Weber, The economy and the arena of normative and de facto powers, in:

G. Roth, C. Wittich (Eds.), Economy and Society, University of California Press,
1913.

[15] Vilfredo. Pareto, A Treatise on General Sociology, Dover, New York, 1916.
[16] C.W. Mills, The Power Elite, Oxford University Press, New York, 1956.
[17] T. Parsons, On the concept of political power, Proceedings of the American

Philosophical Society 107 (3) (1963) 232–262.
[18] Amatai Etzioni, Modern Organizations, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, NJ, 1964.
[19] A. Gramsci, Q. Hoare, G. Nowell-Smith (Eds.), Selections from the Prison

Notebooks, International Publishers, Trans New York, 1971.
[20] A. Gramsci, D. Boothman (Ed.), Further Selections from the Prison Notebooks,

University of Minneapolis Press, Trans. Minneapolis, 1975.
[21] Michel Foucault, The subject and power, in: John Scott (Ed.), Power: Critical

Concepts, vol. 1, Routledge, London, 1982.
[22] A. Giddens, Central Problems in Social Theory, Macmillan, London, 1979.
[23] D. Harvey, The New Imperialism, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2003.
[24] D. Harvey, The’ new’ imperialism: accumulation by dispossession, Socialist Regist.

40 (2004) 63–87.
[25] D. Harvey, Spaces of Global Capitalism: Towards a Theory of Uneven Geographical

Development, Verso, London, 2006.
[26] E. Ostrom, Understanding Institutional Diversity, Princeton University Press,

Princeton, 2005.
[27] Graham Epstein, Abigail Bennett, Rebecca Gruby, Leslie Acton, Mateja Nenadovic,

Studying power with the social-ecological system framework, Understanding
Society and Natural Resources, Springer, 2014, pp. 111–135.

[28] M. Haugaard, Rethinking the four dimensions of power: domination and empow-
erment, J. Political Power 5 (1) (2012) 33–54.

[29] John. Scott, Power, domination, and stratification: towards a conceptual synthesis,
sociologia, Problemas E Praticas 55 (2007) (2007) 25–39.

[30] H. Arendt, On Violence, Harcourt Brace and World, New York, 1969.
[31] P. Bourdieu, The State Nobility: Elite Schools in the Field of Power, Stanford

University Press, 1998.
[32] S. Strange, The Retreat of the State: The Diffusion of Power in the World Economy,

Cambridge University Press, 1996.
[33] Wiebren J. Boonstra, Conceptualizing power to study social-ecological interactions,

Ecol. Soc. 21 (Mar (1)) (2016).
[34] Max. Weber, Economy and Society: an Outline of Interpretive Sociology, University

of California Press, Berkeley, California, USA, 1922.
[35] Steven. Lukes, Power: A Radical View, Palgrave Macmillan, London, 2005.
[36] John. Scott, Modes of power and the conceptualisation of elites, in: Michael Savage,

Karel Williams (Eds.), Bringing Elites Back, Blackwell, Oxford, 2008(Sociological

Review Monographs).
[37] Chukwumerije Okereke, Harriet Bulkeley, Heike Schroeder, Conceptualizing cli-

mate governance beyond the International regime, Global Environ. Politics 9 (1)
(2009) 58–78.

[38] Gaetano Mosca, Elementi di scienza politica, in: G. Mosca (Ed.), The Ruling Class,
vol. 1, McGraw Hill, New York, 1939Chapters 1-11.

[39] James H. Meisel, The Myth of the Ruling Class, University Press, Ann Arbor,
Michigan, 1958.

[40] Michael. Mann, The Sources of Social Power: Volume 4, Globalizations, 1945-2011,
Cambridge University Press, 2012, p. 2012.

[41] Anja. Weiss, The transnationalization of social inequality: conceptualizing social
positions on a world scale, Curr. Sociol. 53 (July(4)) (2005) 707–728.

[42] Eric. Bonds, The knowledge-shaping process: elite mobilization and environmental
policy, Crit. Sociol. 37 (4) (2011) 429–446.

[43] G.William. Domhoff, Mills’s the power elite 50 years later, Contemp. Sociol. 35 (6)
(2006) 547–550.

[44] Amanda Kreuze, Roman Sidortsov, Chelsea Schelly, The power of the talking points:
persuasive power and the challenges of sustainable natural Resource development,
Environmental Policy and Pursuit of Sustainability, Routledge, 2018, pp. 124–136.

[45] John. Scott, Power, Polity Press, Cambridge, 2001.
[46] E.S. Herman, N. Chomsky, Manufacturing Consent: The Political Economy of the

Mass media, Random House, 2010.
[47] F. Kern, K.S. Rogge, The pace of governed energy transitions: agency, international

dynamics and the global Paris agreement accelerating decarbonisation processes?
Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 22 (2016) 13–17.

[48] G. Feola, Capitalism in sustainability transitions research: time for a critical turn?
Environ. Innov. Societal Transitions (2019), https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2019.
02.005 Online.

[49] J. Meadowcroft, Engaging with the politics of sustainability transitions, Environ.
Innov. Societal Transitions 1 (1) (2011) 70–75.

[50] F.W. Geels, Regime resistance against low carbon transitions: introducing politics
and power into the multi‐level perspective, Theory, Cult. Soc. 31 (5) (2014) 21–40.

[51] Stuart. Clegg, Frameworks of Power, Sage, London, 1989.
[52] J.C. Scott, Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance, Yale

University Press, New Haven, CT, 1985.
[53] J.C. Scott, Seeing Like a State: How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human

Condition Have Failed, Yale University Press, New Haven, CT, 1998.
[54] Michael. Mann, The Sources of Social Power: Volume 3, Global Empires and

Revolution, 1890-1945, Cambridge University Press, 2012, p. 2012.
[55] F. Avelino, J. Rotmans, A dynamic conceptualization of power for sustainability

research, J. Cleaner Product. 19 (8) (2011) 796–804.
[56] J. Markard, R. Raven, B. Truffer, Sustainability transitions: an emerging field of

research and its prospects, Res. Policy 41 (6) (2012) 955–967.
[57] J. Köhler, F. Geels, F. Kern, E. Onsongo, A. Wieczorek, A Research Agenda for the

Sustainability Transitions Research Network, Sustainability Transitions Research
Network (STRN), Sustainable Consumption Institute, University of Manchester,
Manchester, UK, 2017.

[58] J. Schot, L. Kanger, Deep transitions: emergence, acceleration, stabilization and
directionality, Res. Policy 47 (6) (2018) 1045–1059.

[59] F. Avelino, J.M. Wittmayer, Shifting power relations in sustainability transitions: a
multi-actor perspective, J. Environ. Policy Plann. 18 (5) (2016) 628–649.

[60] N. Kelsey, J. Meckling, Who wins in renewable energy? Evidence from Europe and
the United States, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 37 (2018) 65–73.

[61] F.W. Geels, From sectoral systems of innovation to socio-technical systems: insights
about dynamics and change from sociology and institutional theory, Res. Policy 33
(6-7) (2004) 897–920.

[62] M. Power, P. Newell, L. Baker, H. Bulkeley, J. Kirshner, A. Smith, the political
economy of energy transitions in Mozambique and South Africa: the role of the
rising powers, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 17 (2016) 10–19.

[63] A. Bues, L. Gailing, Energy transitions and power: between governmentality and
depoliticization, Conceptualizing Germany’S Energy Transition, Palgrave Pivot,
London, 2016, pp. 69–91.

[64] T. Haas, Struggles in European Union energy politics: a gramscian perspective on
power in energy transitions, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 48 (2019) 66–74.

[65] R. Wishart, Class capacities and climate politics: coal and conflict in the United
States energy policy-planning network, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 48 (2019) 151–165.

[66] D. Tyfield, Putting the power in ‘socio-technical regimes’–E-mobility transition in
China as political process, Mobilities 9 (4) (2014) 585–603.

[67] H. Arendt, The Human Condition, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1958.
[68] C. Roberts, F.W. Geels, M. Lockwood, P. Newell, H. Schmitz, B. Turnheim,

A. Jordan, The politics of accelerating low-carbon transitions: towards a new re-
search agenda, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 44 (2018) 304–311.

[69] B. Barry, Intergenerational justice in energy policy, in: D. MacLean, P.G. Brown
(Eds.), Energy and the Future, Rowman and Littlefield, Totowa, NJ, 1983, pp.
15–30.

[70] H. Shue, Responsibility to future generations and the technological transition, in:
W. Sinnott-Armstrong, R.B. Howarth (Eds.), in Perspectives on Climate Change:
Science, Economics, Politics, Ethics, Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2005, pp. 265–283.

[71] J. Nolt, Greenhouse gas emissions and the domination of posterity, in: D.G. Arnold
(Ed.), The Ethics of Global Climate Change, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 2011, pp. 61–76.

[72] M.J. Burke, J.C. Stephens, Energy democracy: goals and policy instruments for
sociotechnical transitions, Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 33 (2017) 35–48.

[73] B.K. Sovacool, M.H. Dworkin, Global Energy Justice: Problems, Principles, and
Practices, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[74] H.F. Pitkin, The Concept of Representation, Univ of California Press, 1967.

B.K. Sovacool and M.-C. Brisbois Energy Research & Social Science 57 (2019) 101242

9

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.12.003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0235
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2019.02.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0370


[75] P. Freire, Pedagogy of the Oppressed, MB Ramos, Trans, Continuum, 2007, New
York, 1970.

[76] M. Mahmood, Citizen and Subject: Contemporary Africa and the Legacy of Late
Colonialism, Fountain Publishers, Kampala, 1996.

[77] O. Fals-Borda, Subversion and Social Change in Colombia, Columbia University
Press, New York, 1969.

[78] L. Martello, S. Jasanoff, Earthly Politics: Local and Global in Environmental
Governance, MIT Press, Cambridge, 2004, pp. 1–29.

[79] E. Sadan, Theories of Power. Empowerment and Community, Planning, (2004), pp.
32–71.

[88] R. Dahl, Who Governs? Democracy and Power in an American City, Yale University
Press, New Haven, 1961.

[89] H. Arendt, On Violence, Harcourt Brace and World, New York, 1969.
[90] M. Foucault, Discipline and Punish: the Birth of the Prison, Vintage Books, New

York, New York, USA, 1979.
[91] I.M. Young, Justice and the Politics of Difference, Princeton University Press,

Princeton, 1990.
[92] A. Giddens [1984], The constitution of society. Outline of the theory of structura-

tion, in: M. Haugaard (Ed.), Power: A Reader, Manchester University Press,
Manchester, 2002.

[93] L. Hermwille, The role of narratives in socio-technical transitions—Fukushima and
the energy regimes of Japan, Germany, and the United Kingdom, Energy Res. Soc.
Sci. 11 (Jan) (2016) 237–246, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2015.11.001 ISSN
2214-6296.

B.K. Sovacool and M.-C. Brisbois Energy Research & Social Science 57 (2019) 101242

10

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2214-6296(18)31300-8/sbref0420
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2015.11.001

	Elite power in low-carbon transitions: A critical and interdisciplinary review
	Introduction
	Grappling with the basics: conceptualizing &#x0201C;power&#x0201D; and &#x0201C;elites&#x0201D;
	Defining power
	Power, structure, and agency
	Relational power and power relations
	Conceptualizing elite power
	Resisting elite power
	Power frameworks

	Approaches to elite power in transitions
	Power, politics and the multi-level perspective (MLP)
	Foucauldian, Giddensian, and Marxist approaches
	Transitions-specific conceptual approaches

	Future research directions
	Frameworks for understanding elites and how they mobilise
	Resistance, outflanking and counteraction
	Temporality and change
	Policies and practices for redistributing power
	Application of underrecognized power perspectives

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References




