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Abstract: 
Amongst geologists there is a growing consent that we have entered a new geological epoch of the 
Anthropocene. Humans are irreversibly altering the earth’s ecosystems and our footprint will leave geological 
traces that might last for millions of years. Anthropogenic climate change, mass production of waste or 
biodiversity loss are manifestations of a „metabolic rift“ that characterizes global carboniferous capitalism. 
Capitalisms metabolic rift is intrinsically linked to international politics. It is the dark side of a global economic 
model that rests upon the large-scale exploitation of fossil fuels resources and which is sustained, amongst 
others, by global economic, development or security governance. At the same time, it should be clear that the 
identification and definition of the Anthropocene itself is not a neutral but an inherently political process. The 
heated debate about the start-date of the Anthropocene epoch (was it the industrial revolution, the beginning 
of large-scale agriculture, or the economic growth period after WWII?) clearly proves this. The Anthropocene 
is not simply discovered but actually performed through hybrid networks of different techno-scientific, 
aesthetic and political practices. 
On the other hand, the Anthropocene also affects international politics at a fundamental level by changing the 
very conditions in which international relations take place. Processes like changing climate patterns, large-
scale migration, species extinction and shifting international power relations could change international politics 
considerably. One might even speak of an emerging „Anthropocene geopolitics“ (Dalby 2013). The workshop 
will further explore this new form of geopolitics by tracing newly emerging political assemblages and by 
debating what post-human international relations could look like.  
Finally, the Anthropocene offers a possibility to rethink theories of (international) politics. As Bruno Latour 
recently argued it might „direct our attention toward the end of what Whitehead (Whitehead 1920) called “the 
bifurcation of nature,” or the final rejection of the separation between Nature and Human that has paralyzed 
science and politics since the dawn of modernism“ (Latour 2015). Accepting the notion of the Anthropocene 
might help overcoming the artificial boundary between the natural and the social worlds that has haunted 
modern political thought and thereby pave the way for a new global ethics.  
 
The proposed workshop will address these multiple imbrications between the Anthropocene and international 
politics from a variety of conceptual angles. It decidedly seeks to transcend the established disciplinary 
boundaries of IR and invites empirical, theoretical as well as aesthetic approaches that address one or several 
of the following questions: 
• How is anthropogenic climate change performed by techno-scientific, aesthetic and political practices? 
• How does international politics change in the age of the Anthropocene? Is there a new form of 

Anthropocene geopolitics? 
• How does international politics deal with mass extinction and finitude? 
• What is the critical potential of concepts like posthuman international relations? 
• Which discourses of the Anthropocene exist and what is their political impact? 
• How does the insight that we are living in the Anthropocene change theories of (international) politics? 
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Workshop Program 
 
Wednesday, 6 April 2016, 14:00 – 15:30  
Making sense of the Anthropocene  
 
The social values of stratigraphy: An investigation into 
the role of stratigraphy as scientific arbiter of the 
Anthropocene 
Discussant: Richard Lane 
 

 
Lundershausen, 
Johannes 

 
University of Tuebingen, 
Germany 

Modeling the Anthropocene? The governance of non-
linearity 
Discussant: Eva Lövbrand 
 

Mayer, Maximilian; 
Unverzagt, Krystin 
 

Tongji University; 
University College London 
 

Politics of Expertise in the Anthropocene 
Discussant:  Andrea Brock 
 
 

Beck, Silke 
 

UFZ Leipzig, Germany 
 

18:00-20:00 General reception 
 
20:00 Workshop dinner  
  
 
Thursday, 7 April 2016, 09:00 – 10:30 
The Anthropocene and Political Theory 
 
Learning How to Live in the Anthropocene: The End 
of the Nature/Culture Divide 
Discussant: Delf Rothe 
 

Chandler, David 
 

University of Westminster 
United Kingdom 

Anthropocene as a novel imagery: Potentials for anti-
essentialist ontology 
Discussant: Rory Rowan 
 

Mert, Ayşem; 
Deibel, Eric 
 

Independent Researcher,  
Netherlands, The 

The anthropocene and the weird ecology of Cthulhu 
capitalism 
Discussant: Philip Conway 
 
 
 

Lane, Richard 
 

University of Sussex, United 
Kingdom 

Thursday, 7 April 2016, 11:00 – 12:30 
The Anthropocene and International Relations  
 
Planet Politics: A Manifesto for the End of IR 
Discussant: Peter Dauvergene  
 

 
Burke, Anthony; 
Dalby, Simon 
Mitchell, Audra; 
Fishel, Stefanie;  

 
UNSW Australia, Australia; 
Balsillie  
School of International 
Studies;  
University of Alabama 
 



 

Extinction, the Anthropocene and IR  
Discussant: Rens van Munster 
 

Mitchell, Audra 
 

Balsillie School of 
International Affairs, Canada 
 

Living with others and objects: Intersubstantial 
relations in the Anthropocene 
Discussant: David Chandler 

Corry, Olaf 
 

University of Copenhagen, 
Denmark 

 
 
Thursday, 7 April 2016, 14:00 – 15:30 
Governing (more-than-)environmental problems I 
 
Environmentalism in the Anthropocene 
Discussant: Silke Beck 

 
Dauvergne, Peter 
 

 
University of British Columbia, 
Canada 
 

The Polar Regions in the Anthropocene: 
“Barometers” for Climate- and Political Change? 
Discussant: Maximilian Mayer 
 

Wehrmann, 
Dorothea 
 

Bielefeld University, Germany 

(Re-)Politicising Water in the Anthropocene 
Discussant: Cristina Espinosa 
 

Meisch, Simon P. 
 

University of Tuebingen, 
Germany 

 
Thursday, 7 April 2016, 16:00 – open end 
Cocktail hour/	Salon Philosophique 
 
Group discussions 
Input by Delf Rothe 
 
Friday, 8 April 2016, 09:00 – 10:30 
Governing (more-than-)environmental problems II 
 
Environmental Politics after Nature: Figuring and 
Narrating the Anthropocene 
Discussant: Jonannes Lundershausen 
 

 
Lövbrand, Eva 

 
Linköping University, Sweden 

Neoliberal conservation in the Anthropocene – the 
“net” in no net loss of biodiversity 
Discussant: Dorothea Wehrmann 
 

Brock, Andrea 
Christiane 
 

University of Sussex, United 
Kingdom 

Rights of nature and the fluid meanings of the 
Anthropocene 
Discussant: Ayşem Mert 

Espinosa, Cristina; 
Pregernig, Michael; 
Rothstein, Or 
 

University of Freiburg, 
Germany 

 
Friday, 8 April 2016, 11:00 – 12:30 
Anthropocene geopolitics and global security I 
 
The Promise of Prometheus 3.0: Anthropological 
Geopolitics of Renewable Energy 
Discussant: Anthony Burke 

 
Lederer, Markus 
 

 
WWU Münster, Germany 



 

 
An historical ontology of environmental geopolitics: 
Towards a redistribution of agencies 
Discussant: Audra Mitchell 
 

Conway, Philip 
Russell 
 

Aberystwyth University 
United Kingdom 

The Power of Security in the Anthropocene 
Discussant: Jürgen Scheffran 
 
 

von Lucke, 
Franziskus 
 

University of Tuebingen, 
Germany 

Friday, 8 April 2016, 14:00 – 15:30 
Anthropocene geopolitics and global security II 
 
Governing the Earth: The Anthropocene, Geopolitics 
& Planetary Governmentality 
Discussant: Simon Meisch 
 

 
Rowan, Rory Henry 
 

 
University of Zurich, 
Switzerland 

Climate Engineering and the Limits of the 
Anthropocene: Implications for International Politics 
Discussant: Markus Lederer 

Scheffran, Juergen 
 

Universität Hamburg, 
Germany 

   
The Anthropocene and the Nuclear Condition 
Discussant: Olaf Corry 
 
 

van Munster, Rens; 
Sylvest, Casper 
 

DIIS, Denmark;SDU, 
Denmark 

Friday, 8 April 2016, 16:00 – 17:30 
Wrap-up and concluding discussion 
 
Input by Delf Rothe 
 

  

   

 
  



 

Abstracts 
 
MODELING THE ANTHROPOCENE? THE GOVERNANCE OF NON-LINEARITY 
 
Modeling is getting ever more important as technique that shapes our expectations about the future of planet 
earth and transformations of societies. The globalization of our gaze itself and the recognition that we live in 
interconnected and highly linked ecosystems (GAIA) is based to a large degree on our epistemic ability to 
model. While the notion of the Anthropocene has become the synonym for the planetary (and largely negative) 
impact of humans, modeling is a powerful and inevitable response to understand the socio-natura  
interactions and evolving trends. However, it is also highly problematic. Not just because the move to 
parameterize and calculate distorts complex natural and social realities – a classical move underpinning 
rational government/the modern state. But more specifically, it is non-linearity and surprises in human 
societies, in short social and economic complexity, that makes modeling troublesome. So, what is needed is 
a profound understanding of modeling? Based on which insights can we offer ways to both critique and 
improve it? While STS scholars have already suggested how modeling practice can be improved (although 
not necessarily always connected to democracy), we want to suggest how policy can be improved to provide 
the conditions for the democratic exploration of climate futures. We argue that climate models (or rather, 
social science assumptions in models) can become tools for the common good only if politics also changes 
accordingly. 
 
NEOLIBERAL CONSERVATION IN THE ANTHROPOCENE – THE “NET” IN NO NET LOSS 
OF BIODIVERSITY 
 
Discourses around the ’Anthropocene’ and ‘planetary boundaries’ have been gaining traction in the social 
sciences and popular writing. While problematic for various reasons (depoliticising tendencies, hiding 
inequalities and injustices), I argue they are symptomatic for a wider shift in the way nature is conceptualised 
and governed in neoliberal conservation. Critics have analysed the emphasis on commodification and 
financialisation in neoliberal environmental governance; the construction of markets, underlying issues of 
equivalence and commensurability, and local impacts. However, many of these instruments, while labelled, 
sold and theorised as market-instruments, don’t resemble textbookmarket instruments in practise. By 
reviewing different strands of political economy/ecology literature relevant to biodiversity offsetting, I suggest 
that, firstly, if we reconceptualise markets as ways of managing, disciplining and controlling nature (including 
people), we can focus on the underlying belief in, and reliance on, offsetting and restoration: the “net” in “no 
net loss” of biodiversity policies. Secondly, rather than overemphasizing the “market-bit”, I suggest that 
offsetting instruments need to be understood as mechanisms designed to make conservation flexible and to 
manage nature while allowing for continued economic development. Thirdly, I argue that we need a better 
understanding of the role and effects of science concepts (such as the Anthropocene) which legitimise a 
particular kind of de-politicising managerialism and topdown global governance in which offsetting can serve 
as rationalising technique for enabling business-as usual. Such an analysis avoids reifying and naturalising the 
“market”, and can draw attention to existing and future inequalities and injustices, opening up spaces of 
resistance and contestation. 
 
PLANET POLITICS: A MANIFESTO FOR THE END OF IR 
 
In June 2015, the G7 made an announcement that they would aim to phase out the use of fossil fuels by the 
end of the 21st-century and limit global warming to 2°C. This occurred as the planet passed 400 ppm of 
atmospheric CO2, as scientists were urging world leaders to limit warming to 1°C (or 350 ppm), and 
international society was yet to conclude a binding climate treaty to prevent such a future. Such a 
simulacral pledge to ‘decarbonise the planet’ had come far too late. This paper considers a double failure of 
international relations: of itsi institutional architecture and political ontology, and of its disciplinary paradigm. As 



 

the implications of the Anthropocene and a potential ‘sixth extinction’ become clearer, there is a terrible 
disjunction between the intellectual and political institutions of international relations, and the scope, scale and 
source of the globe’s gravest security and ecological challenges. We argue for a new paradigm, ‘Planet 
Politics’, that would consider the interactions of capitalism, ecosystems, communities, governments, and the 
biosphere in the production and potential solution of the most serious global challenges. This would imply 
alternative intellectual sources—new materialist, feminist, cosmopolitan and post-human —and an openness 
to profound institutional transformation, such as the recognition of ecosystems and nonhuman animals in 
international law, more stringent control and regulation of destructive human activities, and new multilayered 
and participatory forms of governance. 
 
POLITICS OF EXPERTISE IN THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
This contribution explores the epistemic and political authority as performed by leading scientists such as Paul 
Crutzen and Johan Rockstroem. Even if they claim to be neutral and non-prescriptive, they act as a politically 
powerful ‘non-state’ player in global politics. The paper addresses the question whether there is a “power 
grab” by experts taking over the role as the global referee on the planetary playing field? The paper therefore 
uses the concept of "boundary work" and asks whether, how and why the boundaries between science and 
policy are defined and the science-society contract and its institutional arrangements are reconfigured in the 
light of the Anthropocene narrative. 
 
AN HISTORICAL ONTOLOGY OF ENVIRONMENTAL GEOPOLITICS: TOWARDS A 
REDISTRIBUTION OF AGENCIES 
 
In a recent intervention published in The Anthropocene Review, the philosopher Clive Hamilton accused two 
geographers, Simon Lewis and Mark Maslin, of thoroughly misunderstanding the epochal shift in geo-
ontology signified by the Anthropocene. "The global environment," he fumed, "is not the Earth System." In 
their reply, Lewis and Maslin forcefully insisted that they understood this paradigm shift perfectly well. Indeed, 
their propositions were in fact premised upon it. I wish to ask: what is environment and what is its politics? If 
"environment" is not something ahistorical, universal, or all-encompassing – synonymous with the Earth as 
such (and eternally so) –, what can it mean to study something called "environmental geopolitics" today? This 
is a question that can only be answered historically. More specifically, it requires the construction of an 
historical ontology – a term that is taken to signify not an investigation into the conditions of possibility of 
subject-formation, in the manner of Foucault or Hacking, but into the conditions of possibility of the division 
and apportionment of the planet – of geodesy and geopolitics. Environment, I believe, has played a variety of 
crucial roles in the modern imagination of the Earth as an entity fit for habitation and exploitation. Leading 
towards a reconsideration of determinism and possibilism, this paper will present an outline of this project in 
its early stages. 
 
RIGHTS OF NATURE AND THE FLUID MEANINGS OF THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
This article critically reconstructs the coupling and intersection of two contemporary environmental 
discourses: Anthropocene and rights of nature. The Anthropocene is a term proposed to denote a new 
epoch. The ecologist E. Stoermer is considered as responsible for coining this term in the 1980s, and in the 
last decade and a half, the Nobel price winning atmospheric chemist P. Crutzen has propagated it. 
Combining the ancient Greek roots ‘Anthropos’ (human) and ‘Cene’ (new) , the term Anthropocene stresses 
that impact of human activities on the planet, arguing that these can be measured at a geological scale. Since 
its appearance, the Anthropocene has had a remarkable trajectory and has been taken up in multiple 
contemporary environmental debates. Alongside, critical scholars have argued that the Anthropocene should 
be approached with caution because it prescribes technical and managerial interventions to address the 
denounced planetary crisis while concealing questions of power, politics and environmental justice. Yet the 
Anthropocene has also caught on with discourses in which technical and managerial interventions are 
blatantly opposed and the enactment of normative frameworks anchored in post-humanist understandings of 



 

justice and ethics are advocated. Rights of nature are an example of such discourse and principally pursue 
the re-definition of ecosystems as subjects with legally enforceable rights as means to face the denounced 
planetary crisis. Applying theoretical and methodological insights from discourse analysis, this contribution 
examines how the Anthropocene, appearing to convey scientific facticity, does not entail a fixed and solid 
meaning, but is open to political appropriation and resignification instead. 
 
THE ANTHROPOCENE AND THE NUCLEAR CONDITION  
 
The anthropocene is the latest expression of globality that stresses the multiple, even conflicting, ways in 
which planet Earth has been imagined, realized, visualized or achieved concrete material expression. This 
paper examines the historical and cultural practices through which this ‘wholeness’ arises by zooming in on 
the early nuclear age and the centrality of nuclear weapons for bringing about a planetary awareness 
expressed in the notion of the Anthropocene. It argues that current IR can find inspiration and an overlooked 
historical legacy in the writings of what we elsewhere have dubbed 'nuclear realism' (van munster and Sylvest, 
2014, 2016) - a progressive form of realism that presents a profound analysis of modern technology as a 
powerful, world-changing force, which, if left unchecked and uncontrolled, would empty human life of higher 
purpose and, ultimately, destroy human civilization, either literally – something that was not unlikely – or 
spiritually. We suggest that nuclear realists were instrumental in furthering a proto-environmentalist vision that 
foreshadowed the Anthropocene as a condition of modern life.In examining how the nexus between 
Anthropocene globality, technology and proto-environmentalism emerged as a distinctive feature in nuclear 
realist thinking, this paper contributes to recent research into the rise of the global, the current interest in post-
war technology critique, as well as studies on the sources of modern environmentalism. 
 
THE ANTHROPOCENE AND THE WEIRD ECOLOGY OF CTHULHU CAPITALISM 
 
The concept of the anthropocene, blurted into existence by Paul Crutzen in a moment of sheer frustration at a 
meeting in Mexico (Hamilton 2014), is commonly taken as a post hoc naming of a profound transformation in 
human-nature relations (Crutzen 2002). But the Anthropocene should not be seen as simply a stratigraphic 
rupture. Instead, it represents an ontological rupture. By highlighting the fundamental interrelation of human 
and non-human histories (Barry et al. 2013), the anthropocene undermines the very basis for a separable and 
settled human – the anthropos - divorced from nature. This ‘decentering of humankind’ (Clark 2014) requires 
that attempts to interrogate the international politics driving the development of the new epoch, as well as 
developed in and through it, recognise the fundamental relationality of society and nature, global political 
economy and environment. In this paper I will develop a ‘weird ecology’ as a means to grasp this relationality. 
This conceptual development is prefaced upon a reading of Latour’s principle of irreducibility through the 
monstrous lens of H.P. Lovecraft’s ‘weird fiction’. Through this I hope to shed a dark light on the Cthulhu 
capitalism of the anthropocene. As Michel Houllebecq noted, great Cthulhu may be monstrous, but it is 
‘rigorously material’ (Houllebcq 2005). As such, this paper will focus particularly on the mid-20th century 
‘great acceleration’ and its relation to Cthulhu capitalism through the construction of the economy, the 
environment and the energy system as seemingly discrete objects of politics through the development of a 
series of economic technologies and techniques. 
 
THE POLAR REGIONS IN THE ANTHROPOCENE: “BAROMETERS” FOR CLIMATE- AND 
POLITICAL CHANGE? 
 
Rapidly melting sea ice and the thereto related access to formerly ice-covered petroleum reserves and 
shipping straits place the polar regions at the nexus of (geo-)political discourses and the Anthropocene. 
Against this background, various studies across the distinct fields in social sciences have focused on polar 
politics but mostly neglected the growing significance of non-state actors in policy-formulation processes. 
This paper shows how state actors who formerly shaped and still dominate polar politics increasingly rely on 
the expertise, knowledge and financial resources of non-state actors (NGOs and rightsholder groups) in order 
to meet the complex multi-level challenges arising from environmental change in both polar regions. Drawing 



 

from empirical findings from the Arctic and the Antarctic, this paper examines the formation of new alliances 
and forums in both regions, outlines interrelationships of distinct actor groups in and between the Arctic and 
the Antarctic, and illustrates how particularly through the inclusion of non-state actors in polar governance 
political constellations have changed. Thereby, this paper argues that the polar regions (also known as 
“Climate Change Barometers” due to their vulnerability to environmental change) already indicate how 
international power relations are changing in the Anthropocene. 
 
THE POWER OF SECURITY IN THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
Since the realisation that anthropogenic climate change is real and will have tangible effects on human 
societies it has been represented in a number of different ways, be it as scientific model, as environmental 
concern or as economic problem. Another way to cope with this archetypical example of the Anthropocene 
and to make it accessible as political issue has been the representation as a security threat. Thus, climate 
change has been linked to violent conflict and to the security of whole states, to the wellbeing of individuals 
and to a gradual increase of the overall risk for certain areas or parts of the global population. The aim of this 
paper is to explore the political effects of such different constructions of climate change as security issue. 
Resting on a Foucauldian governmentality reading, it particularly inquires into how discourses of climate 
security are embedded in relations of power and exert power themselves in different ways. Empirically 
drawing on examples from US, German and Mexican climate security debates the paper shows the very 
distinct climate security discourses that governments, NGOs, think tanks and scientific institutions put forward  
o represent climate change in the political debate. Each of these distinct representations contributes to 
rendering climate change governable from a certain perspective and thus can legitimate quite different political 
consequences that also bring about distinct normative questions. 
 
THE PROMISE OF PROMETHEUS 3.0: ANTHROPOLOGICAL GEOPOLITICS OF 
RENEWABLE ENERGY 
 
Simon Dalby has most fervently argued to reframe various current security challenges as „anthropogenic 
geopolitics“. The proposed paper will take up Dalby’s call and develop it in two directions. Theoretically, the 
paper will take up classical as well as new readings of geopolitics and ask what they can contribute to an 
understanding of a world that is undergoing climate change. It is becoming evident that through the effects of 
climate change we are reframing the geopolitical boundaries of global politics. In other words, we now shape 
the independent variable geography that played such a deterministic role in older geopolitical thought. 
Furthermore, and taking up more critical geopolitical perspectives this implies that identity construction that 
take up spatial elements are also being reframed. We are thus no longer imagining to life in the “West” or in 
“civilizations” but also in the "Anthropocene". Empirically, these “classical” as well as “critical” geopolitical 
frames are used for an analysis of the current boom of renewable energies. The paper thus takes up a 
beginning discussion of analyzing the geographic determinants of the new energy revolution (territorial 
implications of the installation or RE facilities, of new grid systems, of new mining sites of rare earth minerals 
etc.) as well as an analysis of the current discursive hype of renewable energy (promise of apolitical, 
decentralized and democratized energy production, transmission and use). The paper thus is a critical – 
although normatively favorable – reading of the promise of Prometheus that renewable energy will change 
global politics. 
 
 
THE SOCIAL VALUES OF STRATIGRAPHY: AN INVESTIGATION INTO THE ROLE OF 
STRATIGRAPHY AS SCIENTIFIC ARBITER OF THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
The Anthropocene has been defined in a variety of ways but its etymology refers to a period in Earth history in 
which humanity’s aggregate influence on the Earth system has become so large that it leaves a distinct 
geological trace. It is by way of this definition that the discipline of stratigraphy has become a major 
contributor to Anthropocene debates. Although its concern with stratigraphic markers is rather narrow 



 

compared to the broader Anthropocene discourse, the implications of the pending disciplinary decision on the 
starting date of the Anthropocene may set a baseline for acceptable environmental change and thus have 
wider political impact. 
This paper examines the options available to stratigraphers and, in particularly, evaluates the extent to which 
normative considerations are included in the stratigraphic discourse about the Anthropocene. Whereas this 
preparedness of stratigraphy to act as the scientific arbiter of the Anthropocene is the focus of this study, I will 
also touch upon the ability of established stratigraphic methods to assess the Anthropocene. For,reflections 
on the latter are much more advanced in the stratigraphic literature and they promise a starting point for an 
investigation of the social values included in stratigraphic practice. A longstanding debate within the 
philosophy of science about the interactions between epistemic and social values will be drawn upon to 
investigate these possible connections. Empirically, this study focuses on the Anthropocene Working Group 
(AWG), an interdisciplinary group charged with making a recommendation about the official status of the 
Anthropocene by 2016. 
 
(RE-)POLITICISING WATER IN THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
We are living in the Anthropocene – or so we are repeatedly told. Humans are seen as a global force so great 
that they give name to a geological era. The Anthropocene concept has been challenged by critical social 
sciences and epistemology (Lövbrand et al. 2015, Dalby 2013). This paper builds on their criticism. By dealing 
with the issue of water in the Anthropocene, it will demonstrate how water governance (e.g. Rockström et al 
2014) is framed by the post-natural, post-social and post-political narrative the Anthropocene literature is 
rightly criticised for. While the paper critically reflects governance models and the role of science within them, 
it also suggests how the Anthropocene image might help to advance the idea that we live in ‘produced 
environments’ consisting of social and ecological processes alike (Swyngedouw 2009). With this, so the 
argument of the paper, water politics can be repolitised and opened up to normative discourses on a just 
distribution of water.  

• Dalby, S. (2013): Biopolitics and climate security in the Anthropocene. In Geoforum 49: 184-192.  
• Lövbrand, Eva et al. (2015): Who speaks for the future of Earth? How critical social science can 

extend the conversation on the Anthropocene. In Global Environmental Change 32: 211-218. 
• Rockström, J. et al. (2014): The unfolding water drama in the Anthropocene: towards a resilience-

based perspective on water for global sustainability. In Ecohydrology 7: 1249-1261. 
• Swyngedouw, E. (2013): The Political Economy and Political Ecology of the Hydro-Social Cycle. In 

Journal of Contemporary Water Research and Education 142: 56-60. 
 
ANTHROPOCENE AS A NOVEL IMAGERY: POTENTIALS FOR ANTI-ESSENTIALIST 
ONTOLOGY 
 
As a newly emerging concept, the definitions of Anthropocene often differ from one con/text to the next. 
Positivist and post-positivist narrations of Anthropocene (be it from the natural or social science disciplines) 
define it as the human capacity to influence the environment at a planetary-scale. Critical approaches 
emphasize the reciprocal nature of the transformation naturecultures are going through, suggesting that “the 
earth’s future being is being transformed through a living process of inter-being” (Castree et al. 2010). As a 
result, Anthropocene is welcomed as a possibility to rethink modernist ontologies, and might “direct our 
attention toward the end of what Whitehead (1920) called the bifurcation of nature, or the final rejection of the 
separation between Nature and Human that has paralyzed science and politics since the dawn of modernism” 
(Latour 2015). These two approaches to/definitions of the term operationalizes different histories, and hope for 
different transformations. This article aims to investigate the potentials of these emergent definitions to 
confluence in an anti-essentialist ontology: It begins with the existing anti-essentialist positions in IR theory, 
starting with the feminist theorists such as Donna Haraway, Marilyn Strathern, and Val Plumwood and 
continues with the post-structuralist political theory of Arturo Escobar, International Ecopolitical Theory of Éric 
Laferrière and Peter J. Stoett and others. It then focuses on the potential of such critical approaches to solve 
some of the underlying paradoxes of the post-/positivist examinations of Anthropocene in the IR discipline. 



 

 
CLIMATE ENGINEERING AND THE LIMITS OF THE ANTHROPOCENE: IMPLICATIONS 
FOR INTERNATIONAL POLITICS 
 
The report to the Club of Rome on "The Limits to Growth" four decades ago pushed for an understanding of 
the world as a complex dynamic system where natural boundaries are violated by uncontrolled human 
intervention. More recently the concept of the Anthropocene assumes that humans have become a decisive 
force transforming the earth system and leading to various consequences such as climate change, land 
degradation, resource scarcity and biodiversity loss. The underlying constructions of human-environment 
interactions raise fundamental questions for international politics. Can nature be controlled and regulated on a 
global scale? Are human interventions a disturbing or regulating global force? Will human interventions avoid 
emerging disasters or create new ones? How do multiple boundaries of these interventions combine, such as 
finite resources and limits to growth; ethical, social, political and legal constraints; limits of scientific knowledge 
and understanding? A critical case of human intervention is the intentional manipulation of the climate system. 
Some stakeholders consider climate engineering as a “global last resort” to counter catastrophic climate 
change. While related research is attracting resources and interests, there is a lack of understanding of the 
consequences for international relations, including security dimensions. Concerns about climate engineering 
could provoke responses of governments as well as citizens, potentially leading to complex multilevel relations 
and conflicts with geostrategic implications. This contribution identifies knowledge gaps and research 
questions, and provides a mapping of the emerging international political landscape of climate engineering 
limitations within the Anthropocene framework. 
 
DELIBERATING IN THE ANTHROPOCENE: SIGNS AND SOURCES OF ECOSYSTEMIC 
REFLEXIVITY IN INTERNATIONAL POLITICS 
 
John Dryzek has argued that in the Anthropocene political institutions need to cultivate “ecosystemic 
reflexivity”, which involves “listening more effectively to an active Earth system, capacity to reconsider core 
values such as justice in this light, and ability to seek, receive and respond to early warnings about potential 
ecological state shifts” (Dryzek 2014). But what would ecosystemic reflexivity look like in the practice of 
international politics and how could it could be cultivated? In this paper we identify a preliminary array of signs 
and sources of ecosystemic reflexivity, drawing on findings from research on reflexive governance and 
resilience theory. We outline a typology of signs of reflexivity encompassing: (i) recognition of an institution’s 
ecosystemic impacts; (ii) monitoring of impacts; (iii) review of core values and mandates; (iv) learning; and (v) 
response through transforming or adapting policies and practices. We then employ theories of deliberative 
systems to map the roles of different sites (e.g. public or empowered space) and forms of deliberation as 
potential sources of reflexivity. Finally, we outline how this framework may be applied to analysis of the global 
climate change regime. We argue that, despite its weak environmental effectiveness, recent innovations 
demonstrate limited signs of reflexivity that could generate more systemic change, including (i) more robust 
mechanisms for periodic review of and accountability for national contributions; (ii) the expanded remit of the 
regime to encompass loss and damage; and (iii) increasing recognition of the need to phase out (rather than 
merely reduce) fossil fuels. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLITICS AFTER NATURE: FIGURING AND NARRATING THE 
ANTHROPOCENE 
 
In recent years leading environmental scientists have told us that we live in an unprecedented time called ‘the 
Anthropocene’. The Anthropocene concept was coined by the chemist and Nobel Laureate Paul Crutzen and 
biologist Eugene Stoermer at the turn of the new millennium to describe a new geological era fully dominated 
by human activity. Since then it has taken root in academic and popular discourse and triggered a lively 
debate about the state and trajectory of the hybrid world that we now inhabit. In this paper I critically explore 
how the figure of the Anthropocene is interpreted and narrated in three parallel literatures that have made 
important interventions into this debate; 1) global change research, 2) political ecology and 3) post-human 



 

gender studies. I identify and compare three distinct narratives – ‘the end of Nature’, ‘the end of politics’ and 
‘the end of human exceptionalism’ – that all offer competing diagnoses of the nature of nature in a time of 
environmental concern, the source of human agency and responsibility, and ultimately, the purpose and 
trajectory of environmental politics. By foregrounding the different worlds invoked by the Anthropocene 
concept, the paper illustrates the multiple forms that environmental politics may take after Nature. 
 
ENVIRONMENTALISM IN THE ANTHROPOCENE 
 
This essay/contribution will reflect on the findings in my forthcoming book with MIT Press (scheduled for 
publication in September 2016) on the shifting nature of global environmentalism as a movement and 
philosophy. In particular, I will critically assess the consequences of the increasing influence of corporations, 
eco-consumerism, market mechanisms, and the compromise of "sustainable development" on the power of 
multinational NGOs and international environmental campaigns (e.g., rainforest activism) to advance global 
sustainability in the Anthropocene epoch. 
 
EXTINCTION, THE ANTHROPOCENE AND IR  
 
The accelerating global extinction crisis has been identified by the ICS as one of the most salient markers of 
the ‘Anthropocene’ epoch – that is, as a sign of profound change in the conditions of Earthly life. This, in turn, 
has radical consequences for IR: the possibility of a mass extinction event directly threatens the possibilities of 
survival and security that are central to the discipline. However, as a discipline, IR is profoundly inarticulate in 
the face of mass extinction – it has failed to recognize this phenomenon as its fundamental boundary 
condition. From notions of ‘nuclear winter’ and ‘omnicide’ to contemporary discourses on catastrophe, IR 
thought has treated extinction as a superlative of death. This is a profound category mistake: extinction needs 
to be understood not in the ontic terms of life and death, but rather in the ontological context of be(com)ing 
and negation. Drawing on the work of theorists of the ‘inhuman’ such as Quentin Meillassoux, Claire 
Colebrook, Ray Brassier, Jean-Francois Lyotard and Nigel Clark, this paper asks what IR might look like if it 
were to respond seriously to mass extinction. It does not promote misanthropy or purely negative forms of 
nihilism, but rather a form of cosmopolitics attuned to the conditions of the Anthropocene. Rather than 
capitulating to narratives of tragedy, this cosmopolitics would make it possible to think beyond categories 
such as race, gender and species, to embrace an ethics of gratitude and to welcome the possibility of new 
worlds, even in the face of finitude. 
 
GOVERNING THE EARTH: THE ANTHROPOCENE, GEOPOLITICS & PLANETARY 
GOVERNMENTALITY 
 
This paper critically examines the geopolitical implications of the Anthropocene, the so-called ‘geological age 
of Man’, by considering how it is being mobilized as a framing device for new models of planetary governance 
emerging from the Earth System Governance Project and the related discussion of ‘planetary boundaries’ 
originating from the Stockholm Resilience Centre. On the one hand, the paper examines these new 
discourses in relation to the development of earth systems science, the dominant epistemological framework 
for understanding the complex nature of the Earth’s inter-related social and bio-geophysical processes that 
has developed over recent decades in synch with the increasing capacity to collect and model data. On the 
other hand, they are examined in relation to new conceptions of governance that have emerged in recent 
decades which emphasize the management of risk, complexity and uncertainty rather than inflexible planning 
as the goal of government, and which have adopted the concept of resilience from the natural sciences as a 
framework within which to think social stability in an uncertain future. It argues that in bringing these two lines 
of thought together earth system governance seeks to make the Earth itself the object of an unprecedented 
form of planetary governmentality. However, the paper concludes that it is not enough to simply assume that 
the challenges such normative frameworks seek to account for can be dissolved in familiar critical gestures. 
Rather the implications of the planet taking shape as a dynamic agent within the political rather than simply its 
stage must be faced. 



 

 
 
LEARNING HOW TO LIVE IN THE ANTHROPOCENE: THE END OF THE 
NATURE/CULTURE DIVIDE 
 
This paper seeks to explore how the anthropocene meme enables us to imagine the end of the nature/culture 
or subject/object divide. It seeks to analyse how 'nature' or 'objects' acquire a socio-political power of 
governance. Disasters are generically used as a simple example as (in their diverse forms) they are becoming 
increasingly central to the political imagination of the anthropocene. Thus, Bruno Latour argues that we 
should 'love' or include our 'monsters' and from the late Ulrich Beck's views of 'emancipatory catastrophism' 
to the UN Post-2015 Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction, disasters are becoming a subject of ethico-
political reflexivity. Disasters are no longer excluded from politics and seen as external or natural events but 
are instead seen as enabling our self-understanding of our material embeddedness within the world. 
The United Nations, for example, is forwarding a new paradigm suggesting that disaster risk should be 
embedded within everyday governance and development processes and managed through taking 
responsibility for social and environmental outcomes. In this way, disasters – as outcomes of socio-material 
processes - enable self-learning, reflection and potentially emancipatory outcomes. This paper seeks to 
discuss how disasters have overcome the nature/culture divide and what is at stake in learning how to live in 
the anthropocene by 'loving' them and learning with them. 
 
LIVING WITH OTHERS AND OBJECTS: INTERSUBSTANTIAL RELATIONS IN THE 
ANTHROPOCENE 
 
Some commentators have suggested that the Anthropocene radically challenges political science and IR as a 
discipline by signaling an increasing interdependence between parts of the globe and between generations 
(Biermann 2014). However, this understanding of the politics of the Anthropocene merely involves 
accentuating existing tendencies, most of which can easily be absorbed in IRs existing treatment of diverse 
non-state factors (essentially an extension of the globalization debate). However, if the Anthropocene is 
understood essentially as a ‘Gaiacene’ where earth systems rather than ‘humanity’ takes over, this poses a 
fundamental challenge to IR as well as other social sciences. This is because, with this, non-social explanatory 
factors and objects rather than subjects need to be factored in to understandings and studies of the 
international. If the fundamental of ‘the international’ was the simple but surprisingly consequential fact that 
humanity lives together in more than one political community each of which has to take the others into 
account, the fundamental of Anthropocene relations is that each of these human communities also has to 
take heed of dynamic Earth systems and other objects with their own dynamics. The ‘Other’ is no longer 
necessarily a subject, which requires a theorization of object-oriented international relations or (perhaps) 
‘intersubstantial relations’. 


