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16 Socio-environmentalism 

Cristina Yumie Aoki, lnoue and Matz' v 
as r ranchini 

lntroduction · 

December 22, 2018 was the 30th anniversary of the murder of Chico M d 
d th en es, recoon; 

aroun e world as one of the greatest defenders of the Brazilian Amaz ~ t)'uzecl 
. 1 kn . on iorest What 
1s ess own 1s that Mendes was also a rural workers' leader and one of the k fi 
in the_ cfyr~tiothn of ~e National Council of Rubber Tappers (CNS) in 1985. In ~is e: 

to satis . . o environmental and social goals - thus reflecting the conviction that rural 

~ommun1ties_ were people of the forest with rights to the land and the opportunity to 

1mprove thetr lot - Mendes proposed the idea of extractive reserves (Resex), whereby 
rubber tappers could live sustainably from the Amazon. 

Around the same time, in another part of the Amazon, a group of scientists, scholars 
, 

intemational non-governmental organizations (NGOs), bilateral cooperation agencies and 

the local population developed a project to protect an area of flooded forest extremely 

rich in biodiversity, while also improving life conditions. The result was the creation of 

the Mamirauá Institute (IDSM) in 1999 and the first sustainable development reserve of 

the same name. Both Chico Mendes and Mamirauá can be seen as instances of socio­

environmentalism, a largely Brazilian enterprise that might contribute to "greening" 
Intemational Relations (IR) (see Box 16.1) 

BOX 16.1 THE MAMIRAUÁ RESERVE 

Toe creation of Mamirauá Sustainable Development Reserve ~S) in 199~ 

stemmed from the work of a coalition drawing together the conservatton mov:me¡e 

( conservation biology) and local communities (Moviment~ de Preserv:9:ver­

Lagos) (Inoue and Lima 2007). The project aimed at integrattng research, 10. able 
. M · , as the first sustam sity conservation and sustamable development. amtraua w . . th time 
. . ·¡ I . d red mnovattve at e 

development reserve estabhshed m Brazt . t was cons1 e l fon that 

of its creation not only because it recognized the ~ghts of the loc~l :::
1
:~oration 

· ed wi·thin and around it but also due to thetr role as actors m rematn , 

and implementation of its management plan. . , . ce is in part 
, Mamirauá Sustainable Development Reserve and Instttute s extSten . riented 

· I · d ther Amazoman-o 
the result of a transnational network of p~to ~gis~ an ° . d the need to 

"""Yochers that shared similar views about b1odivers1ty conservatton than . mergence 
res~ Th tw rk tributed to e1r e 
include local populations in the process. e ne o con 



artracting financial support from . Socio-e . 
bY ong conservationists worldwide ~!:~anner instituti nvironmenta/ism 297 
a1Jl · h 1 · · · "Y ntle th ons and gen · 
·11cloding um~ popu ations tn Protect e Project und erating acceptance 
;~es with envrronmental protection, ited areas and of ba~~red the difficulties of 
c0t11e top-do~ and fenced-off ªpProach Was also innovativ an~n~ standard of living 

Marnirauá illustrates the PTOductive ";: of biodivers1·ty e tn tts attempts to over-
~ -~: ... nl..filº h, . 1 · · -v11V conservati· 

loaicál sw;uuuau ":!, SOCta JUStice and ergence of d' on. 
e,- • • • • cultura] tverse 1 

aging local parttc1patton m decision-makin diversity and th ~a ues related to eco-
makes sense not only on the grounds of fi . g. local ow'nershi e unportance of encour-

COJillllunities have of flora and fauna, ªtrness, but due t P . of COfiServation efforts 
d . di and the. o COosiderabJ len 

¡tional an m genous populations have been tr . SUstainabJe ll1an e owledge that 
for centuriés, and their knowledges and Ustng natural reso ag~ent and use. Trad­
with regareis to the society/nature divide :ays ?f being are sai:: tn SUsta~able ways 

reality beyond Western rationality (Narb' 110Wtng them to J>ercei he non~1chotomous 
y 1999; Ramos 2013· ve other dimensions of 

---------- 'see too, Chapter 17). 

Expanential growth of human activities has 
·¡ caused an en . sures on ecosystems, so1 and water, climate and th Vtronmental crisis. Incr . 

. bl . e atmosph h easmg pres-
sudden or rrrepara e envrromnental changes th t ere ave the potential to m· 

1,....... •• 1 2 a can harm human gger 
earth (Rociu;uom et a. 009; Ste:tfen et al. 2015) As we and non-hwnan lives on 
all environmental problems demand 011eater 

000 
· . enter the Anthropocene I almost 

b". petatton amon · · ' 
and the tragedy of the commons (Hardin 1968) M g SOCteties to avoid free-riding 

. • oreover the poo · . 
countries are likely to be the most affected. ' r 10 emergmg and poor 

Toe magnitude of the socio-ecological crisis and the co t han ~ 
(from the global to the local) to address it highlight the ina:re e c_ gfes nee~ at all levels 

. . . 1 . equac1es o prevatlmg behaviors 
polic1es and ulbmate y, IR theones. Globally, both individuals and soci 1 tru ture ' 

. . h d .. 1 . . 2 as e soperate 
w1thin s ort-term an egotist~c_a cons~derations that are largely encouraged by almost ali 
development models and pohtical regimes - from right to left, from democracy to autoc­

racy - and the international system itself, whereas the construction of a safe operating space 

for humanity demands cooperative action (Earth System Governance 2018; Viola et al. 

2013). Traditional IR responses to sustainability challenges have been problematic, as the 
environment has been considered a marginal area of thematic concem. Indeed, only recently 

has a body of green theory been developed within the field (Eckersley 2010). . 

Based upon the Brazilian experience in the Amazon, we argue that the concept of soc~o­
environmentalism can nurture green IR thinking by highlighting two movements - or dia-

1 . . l IR hes We call the first movemen 
logues - that are neglected m conventtona approac . · d 

1 
fro the local to 

1 d. a. t levels of analys1s an sea es, m 
a vertical dialogue. It rearticu ates tueren bli d the prívate As we show 
h d. h · uch as the pu c an · 
t e global, and transcends ic otomies s th l bal level of govemance can be 
empirically, there are cases in which develo~~ents at c;;s 

O 
In this sense, the global-local 

hel~ful for geographically located socio-p~ht~c~:ption. ·The Mamirauá sto~ is a goo~ 

anttthesis has to be abandoned as an a ~non . n The second movement cons1sts 0~ hon­
example ( see Box 16.1 and subsequent dt~cussio ;~d synergies between different eptSl~m­

zontal dialogue It suggests constructing dialogue beyond cognitive and epistemo\ogica\ 

ologies and ~orldviews. We need to m?; global-local and even North-Sou~, = 
dichotomies, especially those of nature-soc1~ ;truggles that are taking p\ace aroun e 

understand socio-environmental problerns ~ond modemity. 
Planet. To do so we ultimately need to go 

' 
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 1cnowledge paradigms seek to 

298 Jnoue an -d•sciplinarity and ·¡ho isphY art and spiritual traditions (D~Vercollle 

. traJlS 1 phi oso ' . ªtnb 
coroplext1Y, the sciences, d to integrate reason, sensatton ern. . ros¡0 

th t separate . 1999) an . kn d ' otion 

borders a . ¡ 998; Le1s . ' h. h we perce1ve, ow an understand and 

et al. 1993; :M~rtndifferent ways in. w ¡19c99· Marcuse 1975). Moreover, loe 1 reality 

. . . that 1s, 1997• Lets ' · kn 1 d ª Pop l 
intu1tton, Horkheilller ' ri inal peoples, pract1ce ow e ge(s) of an u a-

(Adorn0 an~ ll indigenous and ª~º ~anscend the dichotomy of rationalism d tela, 

tions, especia :,1ie" that customanly 1999. Ramos 2013; Santos 2006) Thi anct the 

• with ''na~- · (Narby ' · s ch 

nons ntrisIIl of roode~1ty ocal knowledges as a general framework for anal ª~ter 

~tbr<>~o rouch to estabhsh 1 h lp us bridge existing gaps between different knYZing 

atIIlS no but for these to e ow. 

global probleros 
. 

Iedge systems. . ith a brief problematization of the way m which convention 

The cbapter begms ~ ·ronment (or not). We focus on three relevant tr ~¡ 

h dealt w1th tbe env1 d 1 b 1 ad1 

IR theory as . 1 'b 1 institutionalism an g o a governance. We argue th -

tions, including reahs_m, 1 en~ª ali three approaches exhibit serious deficits m 1
ª1 

f vertical mtegra on, 1. 
, ost y 

in tenns O • kn tate-centrism. However, 1terature on governance ro t 

l t d to thetr well- own s bl . . , oed 

re a e . th l 'b 1 institutional tradition, .has been a e to tntegrate .. dtfferent leve! 

Iargely m_ . eb t er~ strong conceptual framework to assess global environmentasl 

of analys1s, ecommg a . 1 b 1/1 

l
. . th t transcend simplistic dichotom1es such as g o a ocal and North/South 

po ttics a • h h ce · · · · 

Regarding horizontal integration, however, nett er t eory ~u.ers ~tgmficant progress. 

Both realism and liberal institutionalism are almost ontologtcally mcapable of assimi­

lating non-modem worldviews due to their rationalist structure of agent in~entives. 

Toe govemance approach, which is more constructivist with regards . to social pro­

cesses, is epistemologically capable of incorporating other forms of knowledge, but 

as far as we know, it has not yet done so. Toe furthest this literature has gone is 

a multi-disciplinary approach - earth system governance - that continues to operate 

under a modemist umbrella. 

Following our discussion of the theoretical literature, we explore socio­

environmentalism as a potential contribution to "green" IR. We not only define this con­

~pt but sho~ how it entails dialogues among different actors, as well as between dis­

tlnct worldviews. Thus, we argue that socio-environmehtalism contributes to greening 

tbe. field of Intemational Relations by bridging the vertical and horizontal gaps found in 

mamstream IR theories. We also illustrate the concept with a brief description of the pro­

cess that led to the creatio f th M • , l ted 
in the 8 

.
1
. n ° e am1raua Sustainable Development Reserve, oca 

razi Ian state of Amazo u, c. 
b 1 nvir· 

onmental ¡·ti· . . nas. ne iocus on the Amazon as a locus of glo a e . . 

po 1 es as th1s re01on ¡·fi od rruty, 

namely multi.pl º& exemp 1 es sorne of the contradictions of m e Os 

' e govemance e · h 198 

underscore the need c. • xpenments conducted in the Amazon since t e h w 
1or ep1stemolooic 1 h . l'ty and 0 

we conduct social i·c. . 0
& a ,e anges 1n how we conceive of rea 1 .. ,rP. 

d' h he lll such ' ty/na11w 

Ic otomy. ª way that we might overcome the socte 

IR literature and th . 
e envtronment 

The vertical gap 

In spite of the im . 
d 

policies in the I press1ve growth in i . . tivís[Jl ¡¡JI 

tions sch 
1 

_ast decades env1r· ntemational environmental treattes, ªº. al l{elw 
0 arsh1p . ' 0nmental ¡· • . . . . auon ,1,c 

' as env1rorunental po 1ttcs 1s st1ll marginal tn Intern ¡11 u• · 

problems have never been a main concefll 
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d
. · 11·0 e (Eckersley 2010; Green and Hale 2017; Pereira 2017). Besides this disinterest 1sc1p . . . . , 

entional IR theones do not cons1der properly the d1vers1ty of actors levels of ana-conv . . , 
. and scales in global envtronmental affairs, leading to a vacuum that we call the 

Iys1s . 1 d. 1 . h . 
" rtical gap." Vert1ca 1a ogue 1s t e capac1ty of a theoretical framework to apprehend 
ve · 1 · l fi . ternational relattons as a comp ex socia eld that integrates different actors with 

: wide definition of ideas, interests and incentive structures. Those agents are located on 
double continuum: from local to global and from public to private. They are also 

~ volved in causal and constitutive relations among themselves, and between them and 
:cial structures. In this sense, individual citizens, nation-states, NGOs, epistemic com­
munities and others, are capable of shaping the social outcome at the intemational level, 
depending of course, o~ their_ agency level (Biennann et al. 2009). 

The absence of vertical dialogue has been especially intense in the realist tradition. 
Accordingly, many scholars (Haas 1992; Keck and Sikk:ink 1998; Keohane and Nye 
ZOl l) have highlighted the limitation of this theoretical perspective to consider actors 
other than the nation-state as relevant players in world politics. In this tradition, the 
basic dynamic of the intemational system is conflict between states arising from anarchy 
(see Chapters 5, 7 and 8). Consequently, even intemational regimes - which have been 
the main instrument of environmental intemational politics - are only epiphenomena of 
state behavior (Strange 1982). 

The liberal tradition in IR has been more willing to accept environmental issues 
as a key part of the intemational agenda. Accordingly, from the l 970s onward 
a sub-field concemed with environmental cooperation emerged. Since then, the role 
of regimes within institutional liberalism has been the predominant analytical lens 
for studying intemational environmental issues. However, this tradition too contains 
important shortcomings in terms of vertical integration (Eckersley 201 O; Okereke 
et al. 2009; Paterson 1996). For example, the concept of intemational regime has 
been related to interstate relations and to national responses to a set of principies, 
norms, rules and decision-making procedures agreed among states (Krasner 1983). 
Even though the definition put forward by Krasner makes it possible to consider 
other actors and their expectations, the way the regime concept has been used in 
the literature mainly concerns state decisions and actions (Porter et al. 2000). Thus, 
as among realist scholars, liberal institutionalists have focused primarily on state 
behavior to assess global environmental issues. In this tradition, the state is also 
a rational actor, guided by economic gains and engaging in cooperation as a more 
productive way to address intemational problems. 

It is important to notice that, even though environmental concems are marginal within 
mainstream IR, global environmental politics (GEP) has emerged as a sub-field, as evi­
denced by the growth of the Environment Studies Section in the International Studies 
Association (ISA) and the existence of publication venues such as Global Environmental 
Politics, lnternational Environment Agreements and the recently launched Earth System 
Governance, as well as severa! student and professor handbooks (Betsill et al. 2014; 
Chasek et al. 2013; Dauvergne 2005; Elliott 2004; Stevis 2014). . . . 

~he GEP research agenda covers myriad topics and pe_rspecttve_s, mcludmg g~obal 
environmental change and govemance (multilevel transnatlonal, . pn~ate );_ the natlo~al 
and the local within a global perspective (e.g., how global norms 1mpmgehmp~t or d1f­
fuse to the local level (Acharya and Buzan 2009; Frank et al. 2000); global env1_ronmen­
tal change and security; and how global economic processes (productlon and 
consumption) relate to environmental change (Conca and Dabelko 2014; Park et al. 
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2008) Th 
· 1 · tt mpt to look at environmental politics comparatively 

. ere 1s a so an emergmg a e 

(F h. · 2016· St · b d u~-neveer 2012). Moreover, awareness that we have 

ranc 1m , em erg an véiJ.u.., 
d • · fl . 

entered a new geologica] epoch, the Anthropocene, has also foStere ~ovati_ve re ~ction 

on the new earth po1itics, as suggested by a recent1y edited book on this subJect (N1chol-

son and Jinnah 2016). 
. . 

Many scholars have looked at global environmental poh!1cs as a s~b-~eld of IR 

with an eye to tracing its trajectory (Stevis 2014), theoretJcal unde~mnmgs (Eck­

ers1ey 2010; Paterson 2014) and themes and research agenda (Bets1II et al. 2014; 

Chasek et al. 2013; Dauvergne 2005; Elliott 2004). From these wor~s, we view 

a fie]d that is apparent]y diverse in terms of research themes, theoret1cal perspec­

tives and to a certain extent the researchers' geographical locations and institutional 

affiliations. As a byproduct of the field, GEP has grown and acquired a life of its 

own, perhaps more diverse and interdisciplinary than IR itself. The sub-field covers 

a variety of themes linked to state/political, economics/market, societal and eco­

Jogica] dynamics from the global to the local. Liberalism and liberal constructivism 

seem to domínate theoretically in such research (Stevis 2014). Environmental secur­

ity, in tum, is ·viewed largely through a realist lens, while critical environmental 

studies are rooted in eco-socialism, critica! and post-structural IR, and feminism, as 

wel1 as an emerging green política] theory (Eckersley 2010; Paterson 1996, 2014; 

Stevis 2014). Notwithstanding apparent diversity, a closer look reveals that liberal­

ism and liberal constructivism continue to prevail as theoretical frames and govern­

ance/institutions as the broad themes (Inoue and Moreira 2016; Stevis 2014). 

As an analytical framework, governance seems more suitable for assessing the role of 

non-state actors in the intemationa] system and, hence, more convergent with the idea of 

vertical dialogue. However, this tradition too suffers severa! limits. First, the very con­

cept of global govemance is somewhat vague (Finkelstein 1995), with which the research 

and analysis inspired in this concept can be quite heterogeneous. Second, part of the 

global govemance literature overlaps with liberal regime analysis in terms of their focus 

on the state and formal international regimes, aliliough other strands assess global envir­

o~ental politics beyond state/society, global/local and North/South dichotomies (De 

B°1:ca et al. 2014;, Okereke et al. 2009; Ostrom 2009; Rosenau 1995). In particular, the 

notlon of an earth s system of governance is a valuable tool. Biermann et al. (2009: 4) 

define earth system governance as: 

the inte1:elated and increasingly integrated system of formal and informal rules, 

rule-making systems, and actor-networks at all levéis of human society (:from loca] 

!º global) that are set up to steer societies towards preventing, mitigating and adapt-

mg to global and local environmental change and in part · 1 arth t tran 

formation, within the normative context of sus~ainabl d Ilcu ar, e sys em s-

. e eve opment. 

This body of literature produces a more com lex and l . . 

menta] governance (Eckersley 201 O) th P . ayered p1cture of global enVJron-

an conventJonal IR theories. 

The horizontal gap 

By conceiving knowledge exclusively in terms . . . . 

a modernist view of the world and so . 1 
of positive sc1ence - grounded in 

c1a processes - mainstream IR theories also Jack 



Socio-environmentalism 30 l the capacity to incorporate other worldviews 11 h call horizontal dialogue the ca . ti as we as ot er forms of knowledge. We types of knowledge and world ~::::s.º;h a ~onc~tual fr~mework to assimilate different . In • 
1 . ' at ts, dtfferent kinds of ontologies and epistem-olog1es. envtronmenta stud1es, the heritage of modern·ty • ti / . 

. • • th · . 1 rem orces a nature soc1ety 
dtVIston at constitutes an ep1stemological obstacle t · ·¡ • hr o ass1m1 atmg the challenges of the 
Ant opocene. 

Leis (1999) argues that modernity is unsustainable meani·ng th t thr tn· 
. 1 · 1 · . . , a an opocen sm, instrumenta rationa 1ty, modero duahttes the organi·zatt·on of kn l d · t d. · 1· , ow e ge m o 1sc1p mes and fields, and the consequent separation between nature and h · tt· th 

. . uman soc1e es are e roots that ~derhe the drivers of all the environmental problems we face. Toe domination of nature ts seen to emerge from the ways in which the relation between societies and nature has been constructed. The quest for eco-development, sustainable development, green economy, l?w carbon economy and other blueprints has not taken us much further, and the predommant development paradigm has remained largely unchanged. Leis (1999) claims that the means to overcome the crisis would be to go beyond modernity -a universal model of rationality, science and knowledge - by incorporating pre- and post-modern ways of thinking and finding solutions, as shown in the next section. According to the author, modernity has transpired on a material plane, entailing broad scientific and technological transformations and expansion of the market. Consciousness about the ecological limits of economic growth does not depend on the free market, but on the actions of environmentalism. The author calls this project realist-utopian because it can only take place through the bridging and approximation of opposite phenomena, or the harmonization of spiritual and material experiences, and reconciliation of the tran­scendent and immanent plans. 
In this vein, Leis (1999) argues that the society/nature, one of the main characteristics of Western culture in the modem era, has structured the ways in which societies have organized economies, political and social systems across the globe (see too Chapter 17). Socio-political life happens within nation-states with -their territories organized around the idea of national and subnational boundaries that do not coincide with ecosystems or river basins. Democracies are arranged around voters and candidates that represent only present generations, whereas future generations and nature ar~ not repres~nted. Econo~­ics is structured in markets, profits, production and cons~ption, and the idea _of e~plmt­ation of nature in the present, so that the pace of extracting resources ~d dtsposmg of solid liquid and gas residuals is much faster than nature's recovery capactty. Future gen­erati¿ns do not vote or consume. There are human rights, but_ ~o ri~hts of ~ature, although this has begun to change, as suggested by recent d~c1s1ons 1~ countnes as diverse as Colombia, India and New zealand that recognize the nghts of nvers and other natural bodies 

• · · 1 h I · • • · ral and Intemational Relations m part1cu ar, ave n sum the social sc1ences m gene , • f: ·1 "d 
b ' tri ultures and epistemolog1es that a1 to cons1 er een structured around anthropocen c c d oci·ety Moreover predomin-1 . . . 1 t · s between nature an s · , comp ex mteract1ons and mter-re a 1~~ . . t d t ignore other forms of know-t u, d . f (posittvist) sc1ence en o an vvestem mo ern views o ds H . tal dialogues could bring other 
l d . . t standar . onzon e ge that fatl to conform to 1 8 

. h to transcending anthropocentrism ld . d th debate w1t an eye wor v1ews and knowle ges to e . ' h ture/society divide. For example, in the d h d • d ·ty part1cularly t e na an t e uahsms of mo emi , . . t oach to human relations with nature . ffi rds a d1stmc appr context of India, the Tagore a O 
dem Western belief systems premised on the (Behera 2009). Behera argues that mo 



302 lnoue and Franchini ( b' t) are the basis for an instru-
b' t) and nature o ~ec 

separation between human ?e~gs (su_ ~ec 
2013

) too highlights other tradi~ons th~t revea} 
mental relationship of dommatton. Lmg ~ . She draws on Adva1ta momsm and 

Id b d dichotom1es. . 
ways of looking at the wor eyon . . tantly connected and mter-related (see 

Id pohttcs as cons 
Daoist dialectics to portray wor h these it is impossible to see North/South, 
too, Chapter 17). Through lenses suc. as o ~site poles. 
environment/development or nature/soc1ety as PP 

Filling the gaps 

Green politics, IR and socio-environmentalism 

• • • · IR' .e s on environmental regimes, Paterson ( 1996) 
In h1s cntique of mamstream s iocu ,, d' • h · 

d d I h t h Calls "green politics, a tra 1tton t at reJects the 
argues the nee to eve op w a e r f · d 
idea that the states-system and other structures of world po 1 tcs ca~ pr~vt e an 

· 1 · · A cordingly the author 1dentifies two 
adequate response to the env1ronmenta cns1s. c , ,, . 
sets of literature - "green political theory" and "global ecology - tha~ mtght nu~re 
a green position on IR and global poli~ics .. While the" ~s! body of hter,~ture reJects 
the anthropocentric worldview and h1ghhghts the hm1ts . to growth . argument, 
the second builds on green principles and provides an analys1s of the env1ronmental 
crisis rooted in development as its root cause and the need to protect and reclaim the 

"commons." 
Since the 2000s, a growing body of like-minded green IR theory has appeared. Eck­

ersley (2010) states that a green position has emerged that draws on more radical green 
discourses from outside the discipline of Intemational Relations and has helped expose 
what she calls the ecological blindness of IR theory. According to the author, green IR 
theory emerged primarily out of a critique of mainstream rationalist approaches (neoreal- . 
ism and neoliberalism), and has simultaneously drawn upon, and critically revised and 
extended, neo-Marxist-inspired Intemational Political Economy (IPE) and normative 
intemational relations theories of cosmopolitan orientation, bringing new discourses of 
ecological security, sustainable development (and reflexive modemization) and environ­
mental justice. 

Eckersl~y ~~0l_0) subdivides green IR theory into an IPE wing anda normative or "green 
cos~opohtan wm_g. Toe first offers an altemative analysis of global ecological problems to 
regune theory, while the second articulates new norms of environmental justice and green 
democracy at ali levels of govemance. She locates green IR theory th ·ti· 1/ truct-
. · 'd f th • . on e en ca cons 
tvtst s1 e o e rationahsm versus constructivism debate, arguing that: 

gree~ IR scfh?lars se~k to articulate the concems of many voices traditionally at the 
margms o mtemational relations r · fr . 
organizatt·ons gr ' ~gmg om envtronmental non-govemment 

, een consumers ecologi 1 • . 
political parties indigeno ' 

1 
ca scienttsts, ecological economists, green 

tems of global ~ade aid us pdedopbes, and broadly, all those seeking to transform pat-
' ' an e t to promote m . b 

ment in the North and South. ore sustama le pattems of develop-

(Eckersley 201 O: 265) 
In the next section, we suggest that th 
'd . . e concept of s · . 

s1 ered a continuatton and extension f th. . . ocio-env1ronmentalism can be con-
1 O IS tradttio ' 

P ace at the local level on all continents of the n, g1ven the struggles that are taking 
globe, no matter if North or South. 3 We 
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tum to the definition and discussion of this concept within the context of the Brazilian 

Amazon now. 

De.fining socio-environmentalism 

In Brazil, socio-environm~ntalism em~rged in the Amazon in the late 1980s and early 

1990s. The murder of ~hico Mendes m Acre in 1988, as he struggled to keep land, the 

forest and the way ?f hfe of rubb;r tappers, is identified by Hochstetler and Keck (2007) 

as a key source of its emergence. Mendes' death generated widespread discussion about 

the links between the livelihood struggles of traditional forest peoples and the protection 

of the Amazon. 
Socio-environmentalism encompasses three main ideas (Santilli 2005). First, a new 

development paradigm is needed that promotes the sustainability of ecological pro­

cesses, attention to species, ecosystems and ali processes involved in sustaining life 

on earth (for example, the hydrologic, geologic and climatic cycles). Second, the 

social and economic needs of the present generation must be attended while not com­

promising the ability of future generations to meet theirs (just social-economic sus­

tainability ). Accordingly, ideas of justice and faimess, such as reduction of poverty 

and social inequality, are intrinsic to socio-environmentalism. Third, cultural diversity 

should be promoted and valued, as well as the consolidation of the democratic pro­

cess, understood as broad social participation in managing the environment. Although 

this concept evolved in the Brazilian Amazon, it can be applied to the struggles for 

land, rivers, mountains, ways of living and knowing that do not separate society from 

nature. 
Santilli (2005) considers socio-environmentalism a Brazilian "invention," even 

though movements that link social and environmental struggles, including access to 

land (justice) and protection of forests ( or other natural resources) have taken place 

throughout the world. Indeed, Jacobs (2002: 59) asserts that grassroots organizations 

in many places have pursued an ecologically as well as socially just society. How­

ever, within the context of Brazil, socioambientalismo has acted as a political ploy 

to bring together social and environmental movements, organizations and local 

populations (traditional and indigenous peoples). According to Jacobs (2002: 

64-65), the specific framing of this concept between the late 1980s and early 1990s 

created shared awareness of the importance of both environmental preservation and 

social struggles. As the socio-environmental movement grew, activists, jurists and 

social scientists attempted to expand its meaning to encompass not only sustainabil­

ity, both ecological and social, both also justice, cultural diversity and participation. 

In addition to offering a broad framework within which to mobilize diverse con­

stituencies, socio-environmentalism was also a reaction to the predominant view 

that environmental concems were something foreign to Brazil. During the 1970s, 

for example, reactions to environmentalism were negative, as the military regime 

tended to dismiss environmental critiques as an intemational attempt to prevent 

Brazilian development or to threaten the country's ~º.;ereignt_Y in the Amaz~~ 

region, a reaction conceptualized as "Amazon paranoia by_ V10la_ and Franchm1 

(2018). This vision has experienced a comeback under the nght-wmg govemment 

of Jair Bolsonaro 
Mamirauá and ~ther experiences throughout the Brazilian ~mazon are expressions 

of socio-environmentalism. For instance, the rubber tappers m Acre, who took the 
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lead in establishing a link between their struggle and ecological concems, also spear­
headed the creation of a coalition to protect the Amazonian rainforest named "Forest 
Peoples Alliance," and that brought together both rubber tappers and indigenous 
groups. We will retum to this alliance soon. Toe Altamira Gathering, a five-day event 
in 1989 led by the Kayapo people against the projected Xingu Dam, similarly illus­
trates the struggle for territory combined with explicit environmental concems (Da 
Cunha and Almeida 2002). 

Clearly, similar developments throughout the world that link local populations to 
nature conservation illustrate how traditional and indigenous peoples often tum from cul­
prits (of environmental degradations) to victims (of land dispossession and inequality), 
and from victims to active protagonists of environmental politics (Bodmer et al. 1997; 
Burch et al. 2019; Jeanrenaud 2002). In the specific case of Brazil, until the 1980s the 
poor were largely seen as a source of pressure over natural resources. As the impacts of 
development projects were increasingly more visible, Da Cunha and Almeida (2002: 81) 
assert that it became partially accepted that the disadvantaged were not always the cul­
prits of environmental disaster, but rather victims of tragedies associated with ill­
conceived development -plans-that -disrupted lifestyles as well as water and forest envir­
onments. In the late l 980s, increasingly, traditional and indigenous peoples became more 
directly linked to environmental issues. The authors argue that such groups began to 
appear in public discourse on world environmental problems as legitimate stakeholders, 
and actors endowed with significant knowledge of the natural environment, with which 
they were converted into agents and authors of environmental protection measures (Da 
Cunha and Almeida 2002). 

Filling the vertical gap 

As mentioned previously, conventional IR theories are hard-pressed to address environ­
mental issues, mainly due to the sharp separation they establish between domestic and 
international politics, and state and non-state actors. Socio-environmentalism offers 
a more complex and layered picture, linking the global and the local by crossing state 
jurisdictional boundaries. In this sense, it dialogues with the idea of transnational govem­
ance that is part of the earth system govemance agenda. Empirically too, socio­
environmentalism operates as a transnational movement that has led to non-state forms 
of deterritorialized govemance by non-state and state actors. 

Toe notion of earth system govemance converges with socio-environmentalism in 
three other ways. First, it considers both natural and social factors in environmental stud­
ies. Similar to what Leis (1999) argues, the idea of earth system govemance is "as much 
about environmental parameters as about social practices and processes" (Biermann et al. 
2009: 22). Second, as a research program, earth system govemance transcends IR's trad­
itional focus on the state and regimes, since the problem is wider than "the regulation of 
global commons through global agreements and conventions" (23). Finally, as a research 
network, it integrates a variety of disciplinary knowledges: "the analysis of earth system 
governance thus covers the full range of social science disciplines across the scales, from 
anthropology to intemational law" (23). 

Socio-environmentalism also offers a more nuanced lens through which to discuss 
global environmental norms (Hochstetler and Keck 2007), as it attempts to bridge the 
social and environmental dimensions of political struggles that gained force with Brazil '.s 
democratization in the 1990s, and is grounded in local contexts and dynamics. In thtS 



· · · Socio-environmentalism 305 
sense, soc10-envtronmentahsm does not simply fl 

(F re ect a nonn d"ffu . 
global to the local rank et al. 2000) as we wi'll 1 s1on process from the 

' now see. 

cr0cio-environmentalism: principies and norms · 
~, m context 

Theories of intemational norms diffusion acc t e 
oun 1or the d f . 

protection measures over a comparatively short . d . sprea o env1ronmental 

kink 1998· Hochstetler and Keck 2007) H peno of ~tme (Finnemore and Sik-
' . . · owever, they tgno k d. . 

environmental poht1cs by failing to consider the 1 1 
re ey 1mens1ons of 

2007). The emergence of socio-environmentalism o~~ Bcont~lxt (flHochstetle~ and Keck 
th h h raz1 re ects particular local 

developments, even oug t e global environmental 
d · ti • movement of the 1980s and 

l990s acte to rem orce th1s process (Hochstetler and K k 2007. P'd . 
N . . ec , a ua 2002 San-

tilli 20?5). ot surpnsmgly, Hochstetler and Keck (2007) argue that more n~anced 

discu~s1o~s of global stmggle over no~s are needed, given that the process of norm 

diffus10n 1s much more complex than th1s body of literature assumes. 

Even though global environmental norms have tended to diffuse from North to 

South, they have been significantly modified in the different contexts where they 

"landed." In Brazil, social justice is a strong dimension of social movement activity, 

including environmental activism. Hence, as already argued, socio-environmentalism 

displays the underlying .assumption that one cannot separate ecological from social 

sustainability. In the Amazon, most of the struggles over land and natural resources 

involve protection of nature and a fight for justice and well-being of local popula­

tions. For instance, rubber tappers in Acre needed the conservation of the forest to 

keep their livelihoods while at the same time, they wanted access to land in oppos­

ition to farmers who were land grabbing and deforesting to establish cattle ranching 

or Iarge-scale agriculture. Thus, a transnational coalition emerged between them and 

Northem environmentalists in which social and ecological sustainability were intrinsic 

to shared struggle. 

Socio-environmenta/ism and transnational networks in the Amazon: global- local 

governance 

I dd·t· t d fi · norms socio-environmentalism has also established new 
n a 1 10n o re e nmg , · . · ¡ 

e f S · environmental movements and the resultmg transnationa 
1orms o govemance. oc10- • • ¡· d 

k h h h 1 d bul.ld have resulted in detemtona 1ze govemance 
networ s t ey ave e pe , 1 

1 d non governmental actors, and cross-sea e 
arrangements involving govemmenta an - f 1 ·urisdictions. In the Bra-
interactions from the global to loc~l levels? acros~ na ibontwa Jen indigenous and trad-

.1. . d wusly mteracttons e e 
z1 tan Amazon, as ment1one prev_ ' Ali' f Forest Peoples in 1989 (see 
. f 1 s 1 d . h at1on of the tance o 
1 tona groups resu _te m t e ere collaborations between indigenous people 

Box 16.2). Toe Alhance sought to support bb and timber dealers in Acre, and 

and rubber gatherers in conflict witb la~d gra ~rst. ns at a national level to claim 
1 . . b thetr organiza to . . d 

a so to enable coordmatlon etween h tr ditional populations' hvehhoo -
. Ali' fought for t e a e b t 

nghts and protections. The 1ance d d n conservation of the 1orest u 
both physical and cultural - which largely d~pen ef 

O 
tural resources (Santilli 2005). 

• d deplet1on o na · f 
was threatened by deforestat1on an 1 •tation were the constructlon o 

d f nature exp 01 h . . 
The drivers of this predatory mo e O • . and farming, and t e m1gratlon 

d b m for cattle ra1smg 
big highways, forest slash-an - u the Amazon region. 
of thousands of settlers and farmers to 
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BOX 16.2 PEOPLES OF THE FORESTS 

In Brazil, many indigenous peoples and traditional populations (local populations that base their way of life on the extraction of natural resources ~uch as rub~, chestnut, balata tree vegetable oils hunting and/or non-predatory fishmg and subs1stence agri­culture) h~ve become m~bilized since the late 198?s. They call th~mselves "forest 
peoples" because they need forests and rivers to survive,. and they claim to ~~w how to protect and use these sustainably. According to Ailton Krenak, an _md1genous Ieader, indigenous peoples are the original inhabitants of the forests, be 1_t the great forest, such as the Amazon, or other forests, because their ancestral culture 1s based on what nature offers them. However, other Brazilian populations that have built their economy and culture on natural extractivism and the exploitation of forest resources, 
have learned from indigenous practices. In the specific case of rubber tappers, such learning led toan alliance in defense ofthe forest (Cohn 2015). 

Toe Alliance of Forest Peoples was first established between indigenous peoples' organizations and the Rubber Tapper's National Council in the 1980s to defend the right to their lands and the protection of the forests on which they depend for their livelihoods. It was conceptualized by Chico Mendes and created under his leadership, along with K.renak and other figures. Toe Alliance was active during the l 990s and met again in September 2007 for the II National Meeting of the Peoples ofthe Forests, 21 years after the first meeting and in commemoration of the 20th anniversary of the death of Chico Mendes. 
More recently, in 2019, the campaign #PovosDaFloresta was launched by the Insti­tuto Socioambiental in partnership with indigenous peoples, extractivists, quilombo/as (descendants of slaves) and riverine populations. Toe campaign seelcs to support the struggle for the protection of the environment and the rights of indigenous and traditional populations. Toe #PovosDaFloresta is led by 25 leaders representing nine indigenous groups from the Amazon, quilombo/as from the Vale do Ribeira in the state of Sao Paulo, and women from Terra do ~eio in the state of Pará. Toe campaign upholds the diversity that characterizes the people who live and protect the forests, and also seeks to remind all Brazilians (if not the world) that the forests regulate the cli­mate, produce rain and harbar biodiversity, which is a potential source of new medi­cines and cures for many diseases. 

Toe Alliance also built coalitions with transnational networks (Keck and Sikkink 1998). Toe majority ~f ~cological partnerships started in the late 1980s and early 1990s (Lima 1999), c~nsoh~tmg around new theoretical concepts like conservation biology. Inoue (2007) Clt~s _ev1d~nce o_f an epistemic community centered on conservation biology, a global b1odivers1ty reg1me and local practices in Brazil. Two social movements subse­quently converged, including a grassroots movement to defend natural resources essential to ~azo~an livelihoods, and environmental NGOs (Lima 1999). In severa! cases, these soc10-environmental movements have d d · · · · . . succee e m puttíng pohtical pressure on govern-ments to legahze their proposals. 
Socio-environmental organizations have promoted · d · ·u·a . . . many programs, proJects an 101 -tlves m the Amazon, rooted m global principles such as b' d' · ti' and 10 1vers1ty conversa on 
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tainable use, but conceived across both global and local 1 . . 

s_us of biological diversity while promoting sustainable de val ues, mcludmg the protec­

t1on . 
ve opment (WWF-Brazil and 

ISER zoo¡). In th1s sense, such efforts can be considered th . . 

I 11 
. e result of mtemattonal 

nsnational and transgovemmenta co aboration among diºffi t . ' 

tra . 1 NGO b ·¡ eren actors rangmg from 

. t mational and nattona s, 1 ateral and multilateral coo ti' ' . 

in e h . . pera on agencies and gov-

....,tTlental organs, to researc ers and sc1enttsts, grassroots organi'zat· d 1 1 1 

e,,.... 
. . 1ons an oca popu a-

tI
. ns In sum, the emergence of soc10-env1ronmentalism as a di's d . h 

o • . . 
. course an practlce as 

been intnnsically related to processes of redefinmg norms and concepts as well as to the 

emergence of n~w. f~~s of govemance. These bring together state and non-state actors 

across national Junsd1ctlons from the global to the local. 

Filling the horizontal gap 

As mentioned earlier, mainstream IR environmental studies have also falien short of 

incorporating other worldviews and knowledge systems, what we referred to previously as 

the horizontal dialogue. Socio-environmentalism brings together principles related to eco­

Iogical, socio-economic sustainability, social justice and cultural diversity, and adheres to 

participatory approaches to decision-making. In doing so, the socio-environmental debates 

have brought to light issues related to worldviews, cultures and other forms of knowledge, 

thus moving beyond cognitive and epistemological dichotomies in IR, especialiy those of 

nature/society, global/local and even North/South. In this sense, socio-environmentalism 

can be considered a more robust lens to view struggles around the globe, in which the 

defense of land, rivers, living and non-living beings and ways of life, and social and envir­

onmental demands, are largely intertwined and inseparable. 

Socio-environmentalism and socio-biodiversity: beyond modemity? 

Historically, socio-environmentalism is part of a broader context of environmental thinking 

(Pádua 2002). Its critique of social exclusion and environmental degradation is neither 

European nor colonial and has largely developed out of questions regarding modemity. As 

a concept, socio-environmentalism can bridge the society/nature dichotomy and bring 

other forms of knowledge into the debate, given the participation of indigenous and trad­

itional peoples. Its origins in the convergence between social movements in the Amazon 

and intemational environmental NGOs also bridges the divide between North and South. 

During Brazil 's democratic transition, social movements began to demand more par­

tici~ation in development projects, while global conservationists also started to change 

the1r methods. The shift in global conservationism was based on an instrumental 

~ppr~ach to human populations, which were stilI seen as resource~ to achieve globaliy 

identified conservation objectives (Jeanrenaud, cited in lnoue and ~1ma 2~07). _In conse­

;uenc~, altemative perspectives started to emer~e in the 1990s. While not ignonng ~est-

rn s~~ence, these altematives proposed that sc1ence should not try to produc~ a smgle, 

defimtive set of objective laws about the environrnent, nor how to define env1ronme~tal 

problems and solutions. Two key results of this dialogue have been the deconstructio_n 

(or ~eglobalization) of existing ideas about nature, enviro~en~l _proble~s and thetr 

solu~ons, and the expansion of the number of participants !n de~1s1on-makmg, t~ereby 

makmg room for a wider range of values and interests, mcluding the promotlon of 

human rights. The strengthening of participatory approaches_ has led to the devel~pment 

of local definitions for environmental problems and soluttons, and the promotlon of 
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traditional knowledges and resource management for local needs (Inoue and Lima 2007). 
One example of such a local definition is socio-biodiversity, which expresses the idea 
that biodiversity emerges from the interaction between society and nature. 6 In this sense, 
socio-environmentalism has linked social-cultural diversity to biodiversity. 

The United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity speaks of indigenous popula­
tions and local communities but treats each monolithically, ignoring the enormous social 
diversity encompassed by each category. In contrast, the term "local communities" in 
Brazil refers to rubber tappers, extractivists, riverine peoples, seaside peoples, andiro­

beiras (andiroba collectors), fishers, coconut collectors (Bab~u coconut) and so on 
(Kaingang 2006). Indigenous populations in Brazil comprise a universe of 230 peoples 
with their own cultures, languages, social organizations and legal systems, as recognized 
by the Brazilian Federal Constitution. This represents an infinite socio-diversity that, in 
Kaingang's (2006) perspective, should not be conflated into a single concept. Socio­
diversity accounts for mega-biodiversity (Kaingang 2006), which is well captured by the 
aforementioned concept of socio-biodiversity. 

When addressing indigenous and traditional knowledge systems, socio-environmentalism 
also seelcs to value them on ·their- own terms. As a movement, it has asserted the importance 
of diverse knowledges and ways of being, and the participation of indigenous and traditional 
peoples in decision-making to shape environmental policies. Kaingang (2006) underscores 
the potential obstacles to such dialogues, given that indigenous knowledge is rooted primar­
ily in oral traditions, is changing and dynamic, and cannot be divided or "categorized." How­
ever, for Santos (2006), a common understanding between "traditional" and "modem" 
knowledge is possible because both kinds of knowledge maintain sorne type of conversation 
with nature, however distinct, in search for solutions to shared problems. So, the question is 
why only one kind of knowledge, rooted in Western modem rationality, has value? Toe prob­

lem lies in the incapacity to recognize the worth of other ways of knowing that may not be 

recognized as "scientific," but that nevertheless offer interesting insights into discussion of 

science and technology. Thus, bringing local traditional populations and indigenous peoples 

into the debate means recognizing that "science" may well be rooted in a variety of different 

knowledge systems and worldviews. 

Socio-environmentalism and modernity: a step beyond 

Recognizing the legitimacy of diverse worldviews and knowledge systems may also offer 

a means to overcome the growing distance between the magnitude of the envirorunental 

crisis in the Anthropocene and the concrete changes needed across the global to local levels. 

For instance, as suggested above, shamans and scientists both dialogue with nature, albeit in 

different ways (Santos 2006). However, in order to make effective use of distinct kinds of 

knowledge, we must first recogni:ze and transcend the power imbalances that exist in the 

relation between modem Western science and other knowledge systems. Doing so entails 

moving beyond modernity and its dichotomies (see Chapter 17). 

Given the centrality of cultural diversity and the participation of indigenous and trad­
itional peoples in environmental politics in Brazil, socio-environmentalism· can also con­

tribute to bridging the society/nature dichotomy and to bringing other forros of 

knowledge into the debate. We identify two dimensions in which socio-environmentalism 

encompasses other knowledge systems and other worldviews. One is more pragmatic and 
recognizes that local/traditi~na~ p~pulations and indigenous peoples hold practica! knoW­
ledge and construct local 1nstttut10ns that are ecologically more sustainable. The other 
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dimension values traditional and indigeno kn I d 

These are non-modem views ab t us ?w e_ ge and other worldviews per se. 
ou nature, social hfe th futu d 

simply different and should be valued as such. ' e re an so on that are 

In sum, socio-environmentalism represents a crif • . 

its attempt to go beyond dichotomies (nature/socie iq~ ~~he hm1ts of modemity through 

the way in which development . . d ty, o South, global/local), to change 
1s v1ewe and to pr t d' . . . 

d I 
. . orno e 1vers1ty m worldvtews and 

knowle ge systems. n th1s sense, 1t can contribute t th · h 1 
around the planet are more than d . o e v1ew t at ocal peoples' struggles 

l 1 
c. emands for nghts over land or natural "resources" but 

are a so strugg es 1or ways of knowing a d r · · • 
. . n 1vmg, m wh1ch nature and society are not sep-

arate but deeply mtertwmed. In IR, it may well be that soc· · tal' Id 
. 

10-env1ronmen 1sm cou more 

precisely be seen as ª plea to "move outside of the standpo· t II d b d · 
. . . . m s a owe y aca em1c 

practice and mStltutions as a prerequisite for building knowledge more meaningful and 

more relevant to make the world a better place" (Tickner and Blaney 2013: 15). 

Conclusion 

Toe idea of the Anthropocene alludes to a planet in which there is no "nature" in the 

sen~e of a pristine faraway place untouched by humans. As mentioned by Rudy and 

White (2013: 129), humans are now a geological force on the planet which has been 

transformed to such an extent that there is no nature that is in any way straightforwardly 

"natural." Accordingly, humanity has become the main driver for the equilibrium of the 

earth system, with which modemity's dichotomy between nature and society no Ionger 

makes any sense. Following Leis (1999), we argue that in order to truly incorporate the 

environmental challenge of the Anthropocene, the social sciences, including IR, need to 

change their modem premises and acknowledge that: the biosphere is the basis of social 

life and the human species is only one of many species that live interdependently there; 

social action frequently produces unexpected results on the environment; and as nature 

and its resources are finite, there are physical and biological limits for economic growth 

and human society expansion (Leis 1999: 92-93). 

Socio-environmentalism is a lens that can help us to go beyond modemity by providing 

a framework for new transnational or deterritorialized govemance arrangements that 

gather state and non-state actors from the global and local levels; and for local struggles 

for lands, rivers, living and non-living beings, ways of knowing and living, or the existence 

of many worlds (Escobar 2016; Inoue and Moreira 2016). In brief, it can contribute to 

greening IR by challenging Western modemity's assumption that human beings and soci­

eties can be considered apart from nature. As Leis (1999: 141) asserts, "the relation of 

society to nature cannot be transformed into something passive to be controlled by science; 

forgetting its wild, unpredictable, and non-rational side, and, as su~h, ~controllable." 

Today, the notions of planetary boundaries and the demands of ~ustamab1hty un~erscore 

the fact that seeking to "conquer" nature is obsolete. Instead, relattons between soc1ety and 

nature should be reconstructed and re-organized in the way we produce, consume and 

relate to each other as groups and individuals. Epist~mologicall~ and theoretically, this 

means looking for other ways of conceiving or broademng our notion of knowledge. 

As Tickner and Blaney (2012: 12) have argued, we should look for how concepts get 

rearticulated in different parts of the world as "eve~g gets inflected l_ocally." In a ~orld 

th t · · · t 1 di'stress there is a growmg need for effic1ent and eqmtable 

a Is m env1ronmen a , . . 

Th
. · th t challenge for 2 lst-century social sc1ence: the govemance of the 

responses. 1s IS e grea . . . 

Anthropocene. We have claimed throughout this chapter that Amazoruan soc10-
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environmentalism has evolved as a potential bridge between global and local governance 

as well as different worldviews. In the Amazon, socio-biodiversity has ena~led participatory 

approaches that seek local definitions for environmental problems and solutmns, and promo­

tion of the role of traditional knowledge and resource management for local needs (Jeanre­

naud 2002). At the local level, the programs, projects and initiatives led by a myriad of 

actors have evidenced this socio-environmental character and have the potential to contrib­

ute with innovative ways to re-construct relations between society and nature. 

In relation to earth system governance, such experiences can also be viewed as trans­

national and multi-actor ways to (re)construct govemance from local to global that go 

beyond the North-South divide that dominates the multilateral negotiation arenas and 

that has hampered advances among nation-states. As the global-local initiatives in the 

field have shown, there is room for learning and re-conceptualizing. Perhaps, also, there 

is room to bridge the gaps between traditional and contemporary knowledge systems. 

In sum, the vertical dialogue in socio-environmentalism is evidenced by an active and 

status quo defiant social movement that has resulted in new global-local govemance 

arrangements with different actors from global to local around norms that have been 

reframed locally. Toe horizontal dialogue in socio-environmentalism has brought to the 

floor the idea of constructing bridges and synergies between different epistemologies and 

worldviews. Moreover, socio-environmentalism has been conceptualized as a frame that 

brings together principies related to ecological, social-economic sustainability, social just­

ice and cultural diversity, implying participatory approaches to decision-making. Thus, 

socio-environmentalism is a concept intrinsically about nature and about society. As 

such, it can contribute to our search to move outside of the conventional standpoints to 

find altematives for meeting the challenges of the Anthropocene. 

Questions f or discussion 

1. Why is the Anthropocene a major challenge for global cooperation and the field of 

lntemational Relations? 
2. What are the vertical and horizontal dialogues that are neglected in contemporary IR 

regarding the environment? Which are the major shortcomings of traditional IR the­
ories in this regard? 

3. How do the dichotomies of modernity, particularly the dualism of the nature-society 

divide, underlie many of the global environmental problems that humanity face? 

4. What are the three major ideas encompassed by the concept and practice of socio­
environmentalism? 

5 · Why is the Amazon region a key locus to assess the relevance of socio-environmentalisrn 
as a concept and practice? · 

6. How can the c~ncept ~f socio-environmentalism help in the construction of a green IR? 

7. Ho': does soc1~-envrronmen_talism as a concept and a practice contribute to fill the 

vertical and honzontal gaps m IR regarding the environment? 

Notes 

1 According to Rockstrom et al. (2009: 2), "the Earth has thropocene, 
where humans constitute the dom· t dri entered a new epoch, the An - . r 

man ver of change to the Earth S te " d could "tngge 
abrupt or irreversible environmental changes that Id b . ys m an · hic for 
human well-being." wou e deletenous or even catastrop 
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. 1 

s re1er to the · 1. . 
socia realm to guide th • b . me matton of most t · .. 
to no regard fo th eu ehav1or towards the ma . . ~ ors ~ ~e . pohtical, economic and 

3 For example, s~ ~ee~:~%bers of their society, both ~~:~~::J~~dIVIdual interest, with Jittle 

Nations S protect the Peace VaIJe b th re. 

4 
. · ~ www.amnesty.ca/get-involved/take-acti Y Y ~ West Moberly and Prophet River First 

Bes1des Chico Mendes' murder H h on-now/s1te-c-bc-govemment-must-d ºgbt thin 
th f . ' oc stetler and Keck (2007) o-n - g. 

~. emerg_ence o . soc10-environmentalism in . . off~ two other explanations for 

m1htary d1ctatorsh1p; and the preparat Braz1J. the democratic transition and the end of 

onment and Development in 1992 th ~1, process for the United Nations Conference on Envir­

organizations, urban and rural trad~ ª. rought togetber environmental organizations women 's 

5 Traditional communities and people umons, ªnd ~ther social movements. ' 

ally differentiated and that self-iden~ifyare, accohrd10g Brazilian legislation, groups that are cultur-

. · d as suc Such groups f h · 
orgamzatton an occupy and use territ d · prac ice t e1r own ways of social 

social, religious, economic and ances~1 an :~I resources as a condition for their cultural, 

and practices that are generated and tra: r~:r d ~ction . . ~ey also use knowledge, innovations 

ary 7, 2007). Indigenous people by .;:1 e Y ~~dition (Art 3rd of Decree 6040 of Febru­

icas named as such because th ' 
1 

c~n t, ~re ongmal or native populations from the Amer-

6 Mo;e recent debates around th e co omzers beheved they had landed in India. 

nobiologists introduced thº e world ?ave ~ocused on the idea of "biocultural diversity." Eth­

to cultural and r . f dI~fticoncept to mextncably link the variations within ecological systems 
mguis IC 1 erences (Martin et al. 2012). 
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·lnoue, Cristina Yurnie Aoki (2018) "Worlding the Study of Global Environmental Politics: lndigen­

ous Voices from the Amazon," Global Environmental Politics 18(4): 25-42. doi:https://doi.org/ 
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