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Introduction

December 22, 2018 was the 30th anni

versary of the murder of Chj ,
around the world as one of the great, o Mendes, ree,

; est defenders of the Brazilian Amazon f;
Is less knovs.m is that Mendes was also a rural workers’ leader, and one of the(;::;tﬁw}m
in the creation of the National Council of Rubber Tappers (CNS) in 1985, | -

: : . n his eff;
to satisfy both environmental and social goals — thus reflecting the convictj o

s . on that ryry)
communities were people of the forest with rights to the land and the o

) g . ) Pportunity to
improve their 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,
international 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 Mamiraua Institute (IDSM) in 1999 and the first sustainable development reserve of
the same name. Both Chico Mendes and Mamirau4 can be seen as instances of socio-
environmentalism, a largely Brazilian enterprise that might contribute to “grecning”
International Relations (IR) (see Box 16.1)

—
BOX 16.1 THE MAMIRAUA RESERVE

The creation of Mamiraud Sustainable Development Reserve (RPS) in 1991t
stemmed from the work of a coalition drawing together the conservation movieme:e
(conservation biology) and local communities (Movimentf) de Preser\;cl.‘(;:;;ver_
Lagos) (Inoue and Lima 2007). The project aimed at .inte’gratmg resgint:}:us;ainable
sity conservation and sustainable development. Marmr.aua was the firs o e
development reserve established in Brazil. It was cpns1dered innovative o o tha
of its creation not only because it recognized the rights of the locaill It)}?p  orsti
remained within and around it, but also due to their role as actors in the €

i entation of its management plan. . .
an(rivilammpilrzl:é Sustainable Development Reserve and Institute’s emstenct?arliol:i‘eill’t
the result of a transnational network of primz?tol.ogist.s and other ngme eed 10 |
researchers that shared similar views about biodiversity con§ewatlon ;:; L e 4
include local populations in the process. The network contributed to




cting financial s . ; :
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o0 ading human populations in . M€ the pro. %% and generat
,ﬂcludlng.th enviml;olgema;ms N Protect ar: Project yp dmomde:hahng acceptance
ques Wi Protection, it v > 21 of balangir <. difficulties of
PProacheg a0 'MNovative i, o, andard of living

i
come top-down and fenced-off .
Mamiraud illustrates the proguycy iodiy, IS attempts to gyer.
ve ersl_ conservation, Ver:

. -a] sustainability, social justj Crgen
logical Ly, Social justice ang e of dive
aging local participation in de°i8i0n~mz‘lili ldiversity, al: th Yalu% related to eco-
makes sense not only on the grounds 2. Locy OWnerch: € Importance of encour-

oom,mmiti&s have of flora and faun of faimcss ership of Conservation ¢ fForts

ok ) an i
itional and 1nd1gen0us_ Populations haye 1., SUStainable c;znanmderable knowledge that
for centuries, and their knowledges USINg nayrg] .. eoment and use, Trad.

. and w ) TeSOurces ; .
with regards to the society/nature divige, aﬁﬁvmof DEIg are i 1 g, e Y

reality beyond Western rationality (Narby 1900, 1 perceive n0n-fii0h0t.omous
e Y 75%; Ramog 2013; see toooﬂlCher dimensions of
) A 1 7)

cudden or irreparable environmental chang

sphere have : .
P es that can | © potential to trigger
carth (Rockstrom et al. 2009; Steffen et 5] 2015). As a:v?el;mand non-human lives on

all environmental problems demand greater cooerat: € Anthropocene,' alm
peratio ot et 0st
and the Iragcd.y of the commons (Hardin 1968). Mor:o?,?rof;gmswwm?s to avoid free-riding
countries are likely to be the most affected. >~ POOT In emerging and poor
The magnitude of the socio-ecological crisis and the
(from the global to the local) to address it highlight the e changes needed atallvel

¥, . i inadequacies of prevaili :
policies and ultimately, IR theories. Globally, both individuals and socil sructns -
within short-term and egotistical considerations® that are largely encouraged by almgztltﬁ

development @odels a.nd political r.egimes — 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 socio-
environmentalism can nurture green IR thinking by highlighting two movements — or dia-
i ' hes. We call the first movement
logues — that are neglected in conventional IR approaches A gt oL 10
a vertical dialogue. It rearticulates different levels of analysis and scales,

i ' As we show
trans 1 i the public and the private.
coppaly, e P e asts at fhe global level of governance can be

empirically, there are cases in which developmen . e uleg dogal
helpful fo)rl geographically located Smio'pOliﬁ.cal Stmc@es.’lgl?eﬂl:isatsn?az’é stori is a good
antithesis has to be abandoned as an 2 Pinl'l -assumT%t;o:e.cond movement consists Of_hor'\—
example (see Box 16.1 and subsequent discussion) between different epistem-

. : d synergies . .
zontal dialogue. It suggests constructing dlalog::s ;I;yozcrll cognitive and ep\stemo\cgg‘\ct\
ologies and worldviews. We need ::;iety global-local and even North-South, t0

dichotomies, especially those of nat;“:: and struggles that are taking place around the
e

understand socio-environmental prob odemity.
nd m
Planet. To do so, we ultimately need 10 &° beyo



wledge -p?radigms seck 1o g
and spmtual traditions (D,a erc()]ne
Complexity’ tr:rnat o the SC1 €S, and 10 integrate reason, sensation, emgy;

is 199 erceive, know and understap, dlon ang

vanchini | 4 holistic kno

borders 3t 2" 998; LTS B which We P :
et a.l..l s, different W2 Leis . Marouse 1975). Moreover, locy Teal;
intuition; orkheime riginal peoples, practice knowledge(s) of am;)pu}a~

I'e a\

o & . indi ichotomy of rational;
) jly indigeno® rranscend the dic y ationalismy,
tions, especta i'ure” that custo™ Y 1999; Ramos 2013; Santos 2006). Tmsa:}? the
owledges as @ general framework for ¥ ey
bridge existing gaps between differen; k?ng
ow-

natization of the way in which conyeng, ;
: t (or not). We focus on three relevy E
€ Nt trag;
dealt with .the . . alism and global governance. We argu:il(lh'
roaches exhibit serious deficits most;lt
? y

. L) 'n

gor:s;;r;cludl gT ion, all three app .
mlafed w0 their well-known state-centrism. However, literature on governance, rooteg
s liberal institutional tradition, has been able to integrate different leyg

Latfgztﬂ;/l;:ist,h;ecoming a strong conf:eptual .framework to assess global environmeng
politics that transcend simplistic dichotomies .such as g10ba1/loca1. apd North/Sout;
Regarding horizontal integration, however, neither theory foers §1gn1ﬁcant progress
Both realism and liberal institutionalism are almost ontologically incapable of assimi-
Jating non-modern worldviews due to their rationalist structure of agent incentives,
onstructivist with regards to social pro-

incorporating other forms of knowledge, but

The governance approach, which is more C
cesses, 18 epistemologically capable of
e so. The furthest this literature has gone is
e — that continues to operate

as far as we know, it has not yet don
a multi-disciplinary approach — earth system governanc

under a modernist umbrella.
Following our discussion of the theoretical literature, we explore s0ci0-

environmentalism as a potential contribution to “green” IR. We not only define this cor
cept but show how it entails dialogues among different actors, as well as between dis
:llictﬁ:;’gr(l:licvllz;; a:"ihuS,l ;el argue that §oc:1o-environmehtalism contributes to greeni®
mainstream TR theor(i)ensa we altlon.s by bridging the vertical and horizontal gaps found 7
it Tt il s ea ;o illustrate the concept with a brief description of the P
£ e o :rrrll of the Mamiraua Sustainable Development ReserVe lodtp
onmental politics as this azonas. We focus on the Amazon as 2 locus of globe! @

region exemplifies some of the contradictions of moder®

namely, multipl _
pl€ governance experiments conducted in the Amazon since the 1980

underscore the n
eed for epistemologi how
0 . R .
we conduct social life i logical changes in how we conceive of reality and "

- n
dichotomy. such a way that we might overcome the S0

IR I
literature ang the environment

The verticql gap

In spite of the j
L aﬂd

. b3 - mpresS'
policies in th Ive growth in ;

el In i : . . yist?

ast decades, enyir, nternational environmental treatics: Ziit;nal Rcll«::

. tt‘

1

: Onmen VORI =
2 environmeny] tal politics is still marginal in Intern o
Problems have never been a main conc
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Eckersley 2010; Green and Hale 2017; Pereira 2017). Besides this disinterest,
conventional IR Fheories do not consider propgrly the-diversity of actors, levels of ana-
lysis and scales m_globa.l env1rqnmenta1 affglrs, leading to a vacuum that we call the
wyertical gap.” Vef-tlcal dialogue is the capacity of a theoretical framework to apprehend
intemational relatloqs as 2.1 complex sc_)mal ﬁeld that integrates different actors with
o wide definition of ideas, interests and incentive structures. Those agents are located on
a double continuum: from l(_)ca! to glol_aal and from public to private. They are also
involved 1n causal and_ constltut.lve_ relations among themselves, and between them and
gocial structures. In this sense, individual citizens, nation-states, NGOs, epistemic com-
munities and others, are capable of shaping the social outcome at the international level,
depending of course, or.l their agency level (Biermann et al. 2009).

The absence of vertical dialogue has been especially intense in the realist tradition.
Accordingly, many scholars (Haas 1992; Keck and Sikkink 1998; Keohane and Nye
2011) 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 international system is conflict between states arising from anarchy
(see Chapters 5, 7 and 8). Consequently, even international regimes — which have been
the main instrument of environmental international 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 international agenda. Accordingly, from the 1970s onward
a sub-field concerned with environmental cooperation emerged. Since then, the role
of regimes within institutional liberalism has been the predominant analytical lens
for studying international environmental issues. However, this tradition too contains
important shortcomings in terms of vertical integration (Eckersley 2010; Okereke
et al. 2009; Paterson 1996). For example, the concept of international regime has
been related to interstate relations and to national responses to a set of principles,
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 international problems.

It is important to notice that, even though environmental concerns 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, International Environment Agreements and the recently launched Earth System
Governance, as well as several student and professor handbooks (Betsill et al. 2014;
Chasek et al. 2013; Dauvergne 2005; Elliott 2004; Stevis 2014). _ ‘ -

T_he GEP research agenda covers myriad topics and perspectlve_s, including g!obal
nvironmental change and governance (multilevel transnational, .pm_/ate);. the natlorgal
and the local within a global perspective (e.g., how global norms 1mp1nge/1mpac.:t or dif-
fuse to the local level (Acharya and Buzan 2009; Frank et al. 2000); global CHEONRC s
al change and security; and how global economic processes (production and
consurnption) relate to environmental change (Conca and Dabelko 2014; Park et al.

discipline (



nmental politics comparatively

2012). MoreoVver, awareness that we have
, has also fostered innovative reflection

ly edited book on this subject (Nichol-
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2008). There is also an emerging attempt t
(Franchini 2016; Steinberg and VanDeveer
entered a new geological epoch, the Anthropocene
on the new earth politics, as suggested by a recent
son and Jinnah 2016).
Many scholars have looked at glo Bicd soid)
with an eye to tracing its trajectory tevis > !
ersley 201yO; Patersong2014) ind themes and research agenda (Betsill et al. 20-14;
Chasek et al. 2013; Dauvergne 2005; Elliott 2004). From these WOY!CS, we view
f research themes, theoretical perspec-

a field that is apparently diverse in terms O ' al pers
tives and to a certain extent the researchers’ geographical locatlons.and lnS.tltut10r{a]
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 s1.1b-ﬁeld covers
a variety of themes linked to state/political, economics/market, societal and eco-

d liberal constructivism

logical dynamics from the glo i
seem to dominate theoretically in such res vis 2014). Environmental secur-
ity, in turn, is viewed largely through a rea
studies are rooted in eco-socialism, critical and pos

well as an emerging green political theory (Eckers .
Stevis 2014). Notwithstanding apparent diversity, 2 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 international system and, hence, more convergent with the idea of
vertical dialogue. However, this tradition too suffers several limits. First, the very con-
cept of global governance is somewhat vague (Finkelstein 1995), with which the research

Second, part of the

and analysis inspired in this concept can be quite heterogeneous.
ture overlaps with liberal regime analysis in terms of their focus

global governance litera

on the state and formal international regimes, although other strands assess global envir-
onmental politics beyond state/society, global/local and North/South dichotomies (De
Birca et al. 2014; Okereke et al. 2009; Ostrom 2009; Rosenau 1995). In particular, the
notion of an earth’s system of governance is a valuable tool. Biermann et al. (2009: 4)

define earth system governance as.

o look at enviro

ental politics as 2 sub-field of IR

bal environm i
theoretical underpinnings (Eck-

t-structural IR, and feminism, as
ley 2010; Paterson 1996, 2014;

the interrelated and increasingly integrated system of formal and informal rules,
an society (from local

rule-making systems, and actor-networks at all levels of hum
to global) that are set up to steer societies towards preventing, mitigating and adapt-

ing to .global. agd local environmental change, and in particular, earth system trans-
formation, within the normative context of sustainable development.
This body of literature produces a more com ' i
plex and layered picture of global environ-
mental governance (Eckersley 2010) than conventional Hgtheorli)es oo e

The horizontal gap

By conceiving knowledge exclusively in terms of positive scienc

ist vi . e _ grounded in
a modernist view of the world and social processes — mainstream IR theorigers also lack



scendent and immanent plans.

In this vein, Leis (1999) argues that the society/nature, one of the main characteristics
of We

stern culture in the modern 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 are not represented. Econom-

ICs 1s structured in markets, profits, production and consumption, and the idea of exploit-
ation of nature in the present, so that the pace of extracting resources ar}d disposing of
solid, liquid and gas residuals is much faster than nature’s recovery capacity. Future gen-
erations do not vote or consume. There are human rights, but no rights of nature,
although this has begun to change, as suggested by recent dgcisions ip countries as
diverse as Colombia, India and New Zealand that recognize the rights of rivers and other
natural bodies. . , _
In sum, the social sciences in general, and Internatiqnal Relat.lons in pa‘rtlcular, h.ave
€en structured around anthropocentric cultures and eplstemolc?gneS that fail to consu?er
complex interactions and inter-relations between nature and .SOCICty. Moreover, predomin-
ant Western modern views of (positivist) science tf:nd to ignore other forms _of know-
ledge that fail to conform to its standards. Horizontal d1a10gue§ could bring ot'her
Worldviews and knowledges to the debate, with an eye to trans?":gdmlg anthfopolcelfmtsllln
- and the dualisms of modernity, particularly .the Bature/sogiety divids. 10; examptﬁ, e
context of India, the Tagore affords a distinct approach to lfxuma? TEest ;)ns ind nat‘t‘;e
(Behera 2009). Behera argues that modern Western belief systems premised on the



302 Inoue and Franchini and nature (object) are the basis for an instry-

SRR traditions that reveal

mental relationship of domination. Ling (2013) too héihhgrh::v :tgflf Adtyiia, mioNisas gud

s of looking at the world beyond dichotome® le nnected and inter-related (see

Biaties lectics to portray world politics as constafnt.y (.:0 ble to see North/South

?aolzhdlate: tllc ;) o"[‘lt)lrough lenses such as these, it is 1mpoSsl e uth,
0o, Chapte A

i ite poles.
environment/development or nature/society as opposite P

separation between human beings (subject)

Filling the gaps

Green politics, IR and socio-environmentalism

In his critique of mainstream IR’s focus on environ;r}cn‘i?l reg1:1r}§s, Pa}tltersor.l (1996)
% olitics,” a tradition that rejects the
argues the need to develop what he calls “green p ) o 5
i - d other structures of world politics can provide an
ey Tt stalegyaiit S0 - Accordingly, the author identifies two
adequate response to the environmental crisis. ACCO gly, the Bt ekt
sets of literature — “green political theory” and ‘fglobal ecology” —t at mg nu@re
a green position on IR and global politics. While the ‘ﬁrsF body of 11ter’a,1ture rejects
the anthropocentric worldview and highlights the “limits .to growth .argument,
the second builds on green principles and provides an analysis of the env1rom.nental
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 International 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 International Political Economy (IPE) and normative
international relations theories of cosmopolitan orientation, bringing new discourses of
ecological security, sustainable development (and reflexive modemization) and environ-
mental justice.

Eckersl.ey (20 1.0) subdivides green IR theory into an IPE wing and a normative or “green
cosplopohtan” wing, The first offers an alternative analysis of global ecological problems to
regime theory, while the second articulates new norms of environmental justice and green

fie-moc_:racy at all lejvels of governance. She locates green IR theory on the critical/construct-
vist side of the rationalism versus constructivism debate, arguing that:

ﬁ,reen‘ IR sc;h91ars segk to arti01.11ate the concerns of many voices traditionally at the
Or;rail;saﬁznsmtemauonal relations, ranging from environmental non-government
» green consumers, ecological scientists, ecological economists, green

political parties, indigenous peoples, and b -
terns of global trade, aid, and debt ;o poscss all ihse secking to transform pal-

ment in the North and South, promote more sustainable patterns of develop-

(Eckersley 2010: 265)
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turn to the definition and discussion of this concept within the context of the Brazilian
Amazon now.

Defining socio-environmentalism

In Brazil, socio-environmentalism emerged in the Amazon in the late 1980s and early
1990s. The murder of Chico Mendes in Acre in 1988, as he struggled to keep land, the
forest and the way of life of rubber 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 all 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 fairness, 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

stituencies, socio-environmentalism was also a re _ :
that environmental concerns 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 international attempt to prevent
Brazilian development or to threaten the country’s s.overeignt'y in the Amaz-or.l
region, a reaction conceptualized as “Amazon paranoia” by' Vlola. and Franchini
(2018). This vision has experienced a comeback under the right-wing government

of Jair Bolsonaro.
Mamiraua and other experiences
of socio-environmentalism. For instance,

which to mobilize diverse con-
action to the predominant view

throughout the Brazilian Amazon are expressions
the rubber tappers in Acre, who took the
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lead in establishing a link between their struggle and ecological concerns, 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 indigenoyg
groups. We will return to this alliance soon. The Altamira Gathering, a five-day event
in 1989 led by the Kayapo people against the projected Xingu Dam, similarly illyg.
trates the struggle for territory combined with explicit environmental concerns (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 turn from cy]-
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 1980s, 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 govern-
ance that is part of the earth system governance agenda. Empirically too, socio-
environmentalism operates as a transnational movement that has led to non-state forms
of deterritorialized governance by non-state and state actors.

The notion of earth system governance 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 governance is “as much
about environmental parameters as about social practices and processes” (Biermann et al.
2009: 22). Second, as a research program, earth system governance 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 international 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 BraZiITS
democratization in the 1990s, and is grounded in local contexts and dynamics. In this



sense, socio-environmentalism does not simp
global to the local (Frank et al. 2000), as we

2007). The emergence of socio-environmentalism in

ents, even thou .

developn;ed Rt tg}:l the global environmenta] movement of the 1980s and
1990s ac ; 15 process (Hochstetler and Keck 2007: Pad .
tilli 2005). Not surprisingly, Hochstetler and Keck (2007) ar ’th 4dua 2002; San-
discussions of global struggle over norms are needed given ﬂ?;teth e nt;anced
diffusion is much more complex than this body of lit;:rature assume: PR e

Even though global CI{VITQHmental norms have tended to diffuse from North to
South, they have_ been significantly modified in the different contexts where they
“landed.” In Brale, social justice is a strong dimension of social movement activity.
including environmental activism. Hence, as already argued, socio—environmentalisn;
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 large-scale agriculture. Thus, a transnational coalition emerged between them and
Northern environmentalists in which social and ecological sustainability were intrinsic

to shared struggle.

Brazil reflects particular local

Socio-environmentalism and transnational networks in the Amazon: global-local

governance
environmentalism has also established new

forms of governance. Socio-environmental movements. and the .res.ult‘ing transnational
networks they have helped build, have resulted in deterritorialized governamie
arrangements involving governmental and non-govermpenta! actors, and Icrc;lsls-s];a e
interactions from the global to local levels, across national Jurls'dlc.tlons. n ;trrz-
zilian Amazon, as mentioned previously, interactions between lndlgfnm:ls ?;189 (:e‘;
itional groups® resulted in the creation of the Alhance. of Forest Peque;s el:ous i
Box 16.2). The Alliance sought to support collaborations .belt)wee(;le ;11(13 1rsgin Acrg .
and rubber gatherers in conflict with land grabbers and tim erational teve] 5 Gl
also to enable coordination between their organizations at la (r)l e g Tiveliiood —
rights and protections. The Alliance fought for the tradmogis :w;;tion et
both physical and cultural — which largely d?Pended all Cal S ources (Santilli 2005).
was threatened by deforestation and depletion of nf‘tutli.on were the construction of
The drivers of this predatory mode of n2tee f”."?loltand farming, and the migration
big highways, forest slash-and-burn for cattle raising a

on region.
of thousands of settlers and farmers t0 the Amaz g

In addition to redefining norms, SocCio-
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BOX 16.2 PEOPLES OF THE FORESTS

In Brazil, many indigenous peoples and traditional populations (local pgpbl;lratlons that
base their way of life on the extraction of natural resources §uch as rubber, chestnu‘t,
balata tree, vegetable oils, hunting and/or non-predatory fishing and s“bS'Stencf agri-
culture) have become mobilized since the late 1980s. They call themselves “forest
peoples” because they need forests and rivers to survwe,‘and they claim to _kngw how
to protect and use these sustainably. According to Ailton Krenak, an .mdlgenous
leader, 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 is 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 leamed from indigenous practices. In the specific case of rubber tappers, such
learning led to an alliance in defense of the forest (Cohn 2015).

The 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 Krenak and other figures. The Alliance was active during the 1990s and
met again in September 2007 for the II National Meeting of the Peoples of the 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 Insti-
tuto Socioambiental in partnership with indigenous  peoples, extractivists,
quilombolas (descendants of slaves) and riverine populations. The campaign seeks to
support the struggle for the protection of the environment and the rights of indigenous
and traditional populations. The #PovosDaFloresta is led by 25 leaders representing
nine indigenous groups from the Amazon, quilombolas from the Vale do Ribeira in the
state of S3o Paulo, and women from Terra do Meio in the state of Par. The 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 cli-

mate, produce rain and harbor biodiversity, which is a potential source of new medi-
cines and cures for many diseases.

: _ © Succeeded in putting political pressure on govern-
ments to legalize their proposals.

Socio-environmental organizations have : initi
i Promoted many programs, proiects and initia-
tives in the Amazon, root ¥ PIOEREIE, proj

ed in global principles such as biodiversity conversation and
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le use, but‘conc.eived across both global and local values, including th
tion of biological c!lversuy while promoting sustainable developm’ent (WangF-B:agiIiofncc;
[SER 2001)- In this sense, such efforts can be considered the result of internation 1

. and transgovernmental collaboration among different actors ma ;)_r al,
al and national NGOs, bilateral and multilateral cooperation a e;l;?:sglngd om
ans, to researchers and‘scientists, grassroots organizations agnd localano gu(;::
he emergence of socio-environmentalism as a discourse and pracgcg has
ptrinsically related to processes of redefining norms and concepts as well as to the
f new forms of governance. These bring together state and non-state actors

| jurisdictions from the global to the local.

Sustainab

internation
mmental org

tions- In sum, t

been 1
emergence ©
across nationd

the horizontal gap
d earlier, mainstream IR environmental studies have also fallen short of

;ncorporating other worldviews and knowledge systems, what we referred to previously as
the horizontal dialogue. Socio-environmentalism brings together principles related to eco-
Jogical, socio-economic sustainability, social justice and cultural diversity, and adheres to
participatory approaches to decision-making. In doing so, the socio-environmental debates

ight issues related to worldviews, cultures and other forms of knowledge,

have brought to 1
thus moving beyond cognitive and epistemological dichotomies in IR, especially 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.

Filling
As mentione

and socio-biodiversity: beyond modernity?

er context of environmental thinking

(Padua 2002). Its critique of social exclusion and environmental degradation is neither
questions regarding modernity. As

European nor colonial and has largely developed out of
ciety/nature dichotomy and bring

a concept, socio-environmentalism can bridge the so
bate, given the participation of indigenous and trad-

other forms of knowledge into the de

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

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

. During Brazil’s democratic transition, social movements began to demand more par-

ticipation in development projects, while global conservationists also started to change

their methods. The shift in global conservationism Wwas based on an instrumental
o achieve globally

approach to human populations, which were still seen as resources t
n Inoue and Lima 2007). In conse-

identified conservation objectives (Jeanrenaud, cited i ‘ 7).
quence, alternative perspectives started to emerge in the 1990s. While not ignoring West-
¢ should not try to produce a single,

°m science, these alternatives proposed that scienc :
definitive set of objective laws about the environment, nor how to define envnronmer}tal
ts of this dialogue have been the deconstruction

nmental problems and their

problems and solutions. Two key resu
(or deglobalization) of existing ideas about nature, enviro ; .

solutions, and the expansion of the number of participants in decision-making, tl_1ereby
making room for a wider range of values and interests, including the promotion of
human rights. The strengthening of participatory approaches has led to the development
of local definitions for environmental problems and solutions, and the promotion of

Socio-environmentalism

Historically, socio—environmentalism is part of a broad
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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 ideq
that biodiversity emerges from the interaction between society and nature.® In this sense,
socio-environmentalism has linked social-cultural diversity to biodiversity.

The United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity speaks of indigenous popu]a-
tions and local communities but treats each monolithically, ignoring the enormous socia]
diversity encompassed by each category. In contrast, the term “local communities” ip
Brazil refers to rubber tappers, extractivists, riverine peoples, seaside peoples, andiro-
beiras (andiroba collectors), fishers, coconut collectors (Babagu coconut) and so op
(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 seeks 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 “modern”
knowledge is possible because both kinds of knowledge maintain some 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 modern rationality, has value? The 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 environmental
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 recognize and transcend the power imbalances that exist in the
relation between modern Western science and other knowledge systems. Doing so entails
moving beyond modemity 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 forms 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/traditional populations and indigenous peoples hold practical know-
ledge and construct local institutions that are ecologically more sustainable. The other
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dimension values traditional and indi
e, e TN Vi agoilntdlng:tﬁggs Sl;r;(i);,;rlci:‘(;‘ge and other worldviews per se.
simply different and should be valued as suc,h ife; b (ufneel nl, 60r e At GO
In sum, socio-environmentalism repre e P :
its attemp't to go beyond dichotomies [zn:tirrlzs/s?);:g?lﬁ ofht/}é(:)lllltlt?ltslgé ;/?derlmti( th;ough
the way in which devel('meent is viewed and to promote dive;sgity in 3/2?121’ o angg
knowledge systems. In this sense, it can contribute to the view that local peo les"nset:"vuS a1n
around the planet are more than demands for rights over land or naturzﬁ “ﬁesourcesggbii
are also struggles for ways of knowing and living, in which nature and society are not sep-
arate put deeply intertwined. In IR, it may well be that socio-environmentalism could molr)e
precl§ely be seen as a plea to “move outside of the standpoints allowed by academic
practice and institutions as a prerequisite for building knowledge more meaningful and
more relevant to make the world a better place” (Tickner and Blaney 2013: 15). ¢

Conclusion

The idea of t1'1e .Anthropocene alludes to a planet in which there is no “nature
sense 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 suc_:h an extent that there is no nature that is in any way straightforwardly
«patural.” Accordingly, humanity has become the main driver for the equilibrium of the
earth system, with which modemnity’s dichotomy between nature and society no longer
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 modern 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 modernity by providing
a framework for new transnational or deterritorialized governance 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 modernity’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 such, uncontrollable.”
Today, the notions of planetary bo ands of sustainability underscore

undaries and the dem
the fact that seeking to “conqu d, relations between society and

er’” nature is obsolete. Instea
nature should be reconstructed and re-organized in the way we produce, consume and
relate to each other as groups and in

dividuals. Epistemologica]ly and theoretically, this
means looking for other ways of conceiving or broadening 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 “everyﬂ.'ling gets inflected l.ocally.” Ina V.vorld
that is in environmental diStress, there is a growing need for efficient and equitable
llenge for 21st-century socia

responses. This is the great cha _ I science: the governance of the
Anthropocene. We have claimed throughout this chapter that Amazoman SOCIO-

” in the
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environmentalism has evolved as a potential bridge between g.lobal and local governance,
as well as different worldviews. In the Amazon, socio-biodiversity has enal?led participatory
approaches that seek local definitions for environmental problems and solutions, and promg.
tion of the role of traditional knowledge and resource managfffi_l?nt_ 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 contri.
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 trang.
national and multi-actor ways to (re)construct governance from local to global that g0
beyond the North-South divide that dominates the multilateral negotiation arenas apq
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 governance
arrangements with different actors from global to local around norms that have been
reframed locally. The 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 principles 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 alternatives for meeting the challenges of the Anthropocene.

Questions for discussion

1. Why is the Anthropocene a major challenge for global cooperation and the field of
International 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-environmentalism
as a concept and practice?

6. How can the concept pf socio-environmentalism help in the construction of a green IR?

7. How does socio-environmentalism as a concept and a practice contribute to fill the
vertical and horizontal gaps in IR regarding the environment?

Notes

1 According to Rockstrom et al. (2009: 2),
where humans constitute the dominant

abrupt or irreversible environmental ¢
human well-being.”

“the Earth has entered a new epoch, the Anthropocen®
driver of change to the Earth System” and could “tr1EE e:
hanges that would be deleterious or even catastrophic 0
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. Cier : : .
social realm to guide thej to the inclination of most actors in the political, economic and

military dictatorship; and the
> € preparatory process f
onment and Development in 1992, that brgught iog?arthﬂel:3 eU
5 '(;'rg?ir'ltl'z ?:ltl(l)ns, urban'a'nd rural trade unions, and other social movements
raditional communities and peoples are, according Brazilian legislation
ally differentiated and that self-identify as such. § 1an legislation, groups that are cultur-
organization and occupy and use terri ch. Such groups practice their own ways of social
social, religious, economic and erritory and natural resources as a condition for their cultural,
d ;actices th;1t C and ancestral reproduction. They also use knowledge, innovations
- ;) 2007). Indi are generated and transmitted by tradition (Art 3rd of Decree 6040 of Febru-
. d)- lglf nous people, by C(_)ntrast, are original or native populations from the Amer-
icas, named as such because the colonizers believed they had landed in India.
6 More recent debates around the world have focused on the idea of “biocultural diversity.” Eth-
nobiologists 1ntr9duc?eq thl§ concept to inextricably link the variations within ecological systems
to cultural and linguistic differences (Martin et al. 2012).

m.ted Nations Conference on Envir-
nvironmental organizations, women’s
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