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Overview
Humans are transforming the Earth at an increasingly rapid rate, so much so that
many scientists believe that the planet has entered a new epoch: the Anthropocene.
This new epoch has emerged from an unprecedented acceleration in material
consumption and production. This ‘Great Acceleration’ in turn has driven widespread
ecological degradation – ranging from climate change to biodiversity loss and ozone
layer depletion – thus heightening the risk of catastrophic instability in the Earth’s
regulatory systems.
Initial enthusiasm about the Anthropocene within the social sciences and humanities
has generated a range of provocative ideas and critiques. This now needs to be
complemented by a phase of consolidation in order to deepen understanding of how
the idea of the Anthropocene can inform – and potentially transform – longstanding
debates about political theory and practice.
This two-day international conference at the University of Canberra aims to produce
new insights on questions such as:
•
How does the Anthropocene magnify, diminish or transform core challenges
for governance, such as securing democratic legitimacy, justice and sustainable
development?
•
What sorts of barriers – whether institutional, discursive or otherwise – stand
in the way of effective political responses to the Anthropocene, and how could
those barriers be overcome?
•
What implications does the Anthropocene have for democracy, including
norms and mechanisms for global deliberation?
•
Does the Anthropocene call for a reconfiguration of relationships between
citizens, experts and policy-makers in governing global environmental risks?
We aim to bring together a group of around 30-40 researchers with an interest on
the Anthropocene from a range of disciplines, including political science,
international relations, public policy, sociology, law, philosophy, Earth system
science and related disciplines. The format will involve several single-paper
sessions, two or three roundtables, and a public panel session.
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Conference sessions
Wednesday 13 February 2019 – day 1
Ann Harding Conference Centre (Building 24), University of Canberra
Session

Time

Pre-session
tea and
coffee

8.309.00am

Welcome &
opening
remarks

9-10am

Presenter(s)

Topic

Chair (C)/
Discussant (D)

Laurie Brown
(Director,
Institute for
Governance and
Policy Analysis)
Jonathan
Pickering
John Dryzek

Welcome

C: Jonathan
Pickering

Session 1

1011.15am

Marit Hammond

Morning tea

11.1511.45am

Session 2

11.45am- Cristina Inoue
1pm

Lunch

1-2pm

Session 3

23.15pm

Afternoon
tea

3.153.45pm

Session 4

3.455pm

Intro to conference
A brief overview of
politics in the
Anthropocene
Democracy and Agency in
the Anthropocene:
Governing the
Ungraspable

C: Tony Burke
D: Lisa Disch

Worlding Global
Sustainability Governance
in the Anthropocene

C: Jean-Paul
Gagnon
D: Tony Burke

Tony Burke

Challenging the sovereign
ban of nature: towards an
Ecology Politic

C: Lorrae van
Kerkhoff
D: Christine
Winter

Lauren Rickards

Solar politics of the
Anthropocene

C: Jensen
Sass
D: John
Dryzek
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Public panel event: Reshaping planetary politics: governance and activism in the
Anthropocene

Ann Harding Conference Centre (Building 24)
5.00-5.30pm – pre-event canapés
5.30-7.00pm – panel session
Panelists: Lisa Disch, Cristina Inoue, Tim Hollo, Lauren Rickards, and James Trezise
Facilitator: Jonathan Pickering

Thursday 14 February 2019 - day 2
Ann Harding Conference Centre (Building 24)
Session

Time

Pre-session
tea and
coffee

8.459.15

Session 5

9.1510.30a
m

Morning tea

10.3011am

Session 6

11am12.15p
m

Presenter(s)

Topic

Chair (C) /
Discussant
(D)

Lisa Disch

Public trust populism

C: Cristina
Inoue
D: Simon
Niemeyer

Panel: Boundaries and
barriers in Anthropocene
governance

C: Lauren
Rickards

Tim Stephens

Jo Mummery

Samid Suliman
and Hedda
Ransan-Cooper
Pierrick Chalaye

Lunch

The Politics of
Environmental Treaty
Regimes in the
Anthropocene
Imperatives for climate
governance for states in
the Anthropocene: testing
national policy settings in
Australia
Indigenous (im)mobilities
in the Anthropocene
Gut feelings in the
Anthropocene

12.151.15pm
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Session 7

1.152.30pm

Afternoon tea

2.303.00pm

Session 8

3.004.15pm

Ida Kubiszewski

Lorrae van
Kerkhoff
Christine Winter

Jean-Paul Gagnon
and Mary Walsh

Closing
session

Measuring Wellbeing in
the Anthropocene

C: Simon
Niemeyer
D: Jonathan
Pickering

Panel: Human and nonhuman interactions

C: John
Dryzek

Does the Anthropocene
bite? Non-human agency
and human actions
Te Awa Tupua, Te
Urewera and Taranaki:
entangled representation
of geo-regions in Aotearoa
New Zealand
Wild Democracy for the
Anthropocene? A Route
to the Practical Politics of
Nature Re-Engagement
and the De-Exploitation of
Nonhuman Others

4.154.45pm

C: Jonathan
Pickering
John Dryzek
Jonathan
Pickering

Concluding reflections
Next steps
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Abstracts and bios
Alphabetical by surname of presenting author; for co-presented papers, abstracts
are listed under lead author

Anthony Burke (UNSW Canberra)
Abstract
Challenging the sovereign ban of nature: towards an Ecology Politic
Anthony Burke and Stefanie Fishel
In this talk I will be presenting some of the key arguments in my book-length workin-progress co-authored with Stefanie Fishel: The Ecology Politic: Power, Law and
Earth after the Holocene. I will introduce our double interpretation of the
Anthropocene as signifying both a planetary scale ecological crisis that must prompt
a fundamental rethinking of the premises and purposes of the political, and as an
ironic situation in which the human species has emerged as a geological agent
without agency. With a particular focus on the sixth extinction, I outline our core
argument that the modern Body-Politic (or Social Contract) has been developed
historically and institutionalised in international society in a way that enables a
simultaneous capture and abandonment of the nonhuman, such that it is
simultaneously visible and invisible: available to capitalist exploitation at the same
time as it is abandoned in national and international law. This points to the need for a
new imagination of the political - an Ecology Politic – that may utilize the state but it
will not be a state; that will be embodied in the materiality of planet earth but will
not be a single body; and that will be made up by many bodies, many species, and
many organizational, political, legal and democratic forms, without having a single
blueprint or static figure of an ecological demos.

Bio
Anthony Burke teaches in the School of Humanities and Social Sciences at UNSW
Canberra (2008-), and previously worked in the School of Social Sciences and
International Studies at UNSW in Sydney (2005-7) and the Universities of Adelaide
(2001-4) and Queensland (2001). Anthony is a leading international scholar in the
areas of international security studies, international ethics, war and peace, and
political and international relations theory. His current interests include
cosmopolitanism, new security agendas and conflicts, war and peace, security
ethics, the posthuman, and climate change.
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Pierrick Chalaye (University of Canberra)
Abstract
Democracy, the Anthropocene and gut feelings: insights from the
collapsology movement
The Anthropocene relates to the idea that the earth has entered a new geological
epoch, one characterised by large-scale human modification of earth’s life-support
systems. In short, the Anthropocene suggests that the liveability of our planet is at
stake. This prospect of societal collapse does not come without psychological
implications for human societies. ‘Collapsology’, an intellectual and political
movement dedicated to the challenges that the Anthropocene poses for societies,
takes a psychological perspective. ‘Collapsologists’ work with emotions such as
denial, fear, anxiety, anger, excitement and joy, to address the emotional
implications a changing earth has on people. Novel efforts within this movement
include the exploration of how individuals and collectives can connect the
Anthropocene to their gut feelings. Outside the collapsology movement, ecopsychologists such as Joanna Macy have also attended to those questions.
However, few authors have theorised the emotional implications of the
Anthropocene for political systems, policies and politics. Drawing on the literature
on the role of affect and emotions in politics, I connect the ‘collapsology’ movement
with a political perspective. To that end, I briefly introduce the movement,
synthesise its claims, discuss its limitations, and reflect on the political potential of
collapse politics in responding to the Anthropocene.

Bio
Pierrick Chalaye is a PhD candidate at the Centre for Deliberative Democracy and
Global Governance, University of Canberra. His work focuses on comparative
environmental politics, democratic theory and links between social and
environmental movements. Pierrick also contributes to a research-practice project
on democratic education and citizen science in public schools in Canberra.

Lisa Disch (University of Michigan)
Abstract
Public Trust Populism
Lisa Disch (University of Michigan) and Andy Buchsbaum (National Wildlife
Federation)
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This project explores the public trust in wildlife as a basis for a local democratic
politics for the Anthropocene that my co-authors and I call “public trust populism.”
The term “public trust” is an American invention but the concept underlying it goes
back to English Common Law and has some resonance with the pre-Roman notion
of the common. The “trust” concept expresses a deeply held belief that republican
governments have the responsibility to hold resources of critical value—such as
water, land, and wildlife—in trust for the public. As it has been elaborated in case
law and statute, this has come to mean that state and federal governments need to
protect and conserve these resources in the public good.
High Fence Hunting is an increasingly common practice of enclosure applied not to
land but to wildlife, mostly deer. In High Fence Hunting, private landowners fence
their land not simply to keep people out—which is certainly legal—but rather to keep
deer in. And then they charge hunters an access fee—typically $500.00 per head (of
deer)—for a guaranteed kill. The game equivalent of shooting fish in a barrel, High
Fence Hunting is a significant offense to this uniquely American legal provision: that
the public retains a right of access to game even on privately-owned land. The
offence is twofold. There is, first, the quite literal “enclosure” of wildlife—fencing
keeps them in so as to remove from public access a resource that was open to
capture when it roamed across public land and sometimes even on private land.
Second, some states have actually transferred regulatory jurisdiction over this
enclosed wildlife from the DNR to the Department of Agriculture. This jurisdictional
move blocks public trust challenges to the practice, thereby insulating High Fence
Hunting from politicization on environmental grounds. It can still be challenged as
any other agricultural matter—tainted lettuce or chicken—but that is a very different
politics, one that does not enable an objection to the enclosure of a formerly public
resource.
This project posits that HFH could be particularly fruitful for an unaccustomed
political coalition—a cross-class, cross-party coalition of environmentalists and
hunters and anglers of limited resources who lose their ability to pursue wildlife
when landowners erect fences to keep the wildlife in. This paper works through the
political theoretic and legal grounds for such a coalition, and poses a significant
problem that emerges from this American political legacy. If, as we and other
historians of the US state have argued, the public trust in US case law is a uniquely
American invention (not an inheritance of Roman or English Law, as is often
carelessly claimed), then it is necessarily also a settler colonial inheritance. Arguing
for and organizing a “public trust populism” today—which recent court rulings give
us good reasons to do—puts the contradictory valences of “democracy” in the US
context into play: it sets in motion a local democratic politics for the Anthropocene
that cannot be innocent of the colonial imaginary and colonial practices that made
US democracy possible.
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Bio
Lisa Disch teaches political theory at the University of Michigan. She works on
contemporary political theory with a focus on questions of political representation
and has broad interests in democratic theory, environmental political theory, and
feminism. She has been active in a successful (!!) citizens’ initiative to end
gerrymandering in Michigan, a small bright spot in otherwise dark political times.

John Dryzek
Bio
John Dryzek is Australian Research Council Laureate Fellow and Centenary
Professor in the Centre for Deliberative Democracy and Global Governance at the
Institute for Governance and Policy Analysis. He is a Fellow of the Academy of
Social Sciences in Australia.
Working in both political theory and empirical social science, he is best known for
his contributions in the areas of democratic theory and practice and environmental
politics. His work in environmental politics ranges from green political philosophy to
studies of environmental discourses and movements to global climate governance,
and he has published five books in this area. His current research, funded by the
Laureate Fellowship, emphasizes global justice, governance in the Anthropocene,
and cultural variety in deliberative practice.

Jean-Paul Gagnon (University of Canberra)
Abstract
Wild Democracy for the Anthropocene? A Route to the Practical Politics
of Nature Re-Engagement and the De-Exploitation of Nonhuman
Others
Jean-Paul Gagnon and Mary Walsh
Wild democracy, in its contemporary register, is framed as a plan to sustain
democratic politics over ecoauthoritarianism in the Anthropocene. Built on
ecofeminist and post-capitalist intellectual traditions, the concept centres on our
obligation to repeatedly re-interpret and re-engage wild things, both proximal and
distal. Through their calls to refocus on nature in our day-to-day politics, Catriona
Sandilands (1997) and Samuel Alexander and Peter Burdon (2016) produce a
revolutionary image of a wild democracy primed for the local rehabilitation of
ecosystems and less exploitation of nonhuman others. Although this more recent
9
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understanding of wild democracy, which acts as a political alternative to
ecoauthoritarian policy solutions to environmental crises, makes for a compelling
argument it fails to address an Arendtian critique of how its appeal to revolution is
not another instance of a “hopelessly romantic” ideal. Following the example of
deliberative democracy’s turn to empiricism (focusing on mini-publics or citizens’
panels), trials of wild democracy’s praxes at the local level may build the evidence
base required to get this ideal concept onto a realist track.

Bio
Jean-Paul Gagnon is assistant professor of political science at the University of
Canberra and founding editor of the journal Democratic Theory. His research centres
on the philosophy of democracy.

Marit Hammond (Keele University)
Abstract
Democracy and Agency in the Anthropocene: Governing the
Ungraspable
To some, the naming of a new Anthropocene epoch recognises that human
societies and the natural environment are innately intertwined; yet this is not what’s
new. Rather, naming the Anthropocene expresses that the entanglement is more
complex and more enormous than in the Holocene, and than previously portrayed.
In the conditions of the Anthropocene, human impacts have become so immediate
that the environment is never disconnected from human agency; and it is nothing
less than geo-ecological processes at the planetary scale that humans are so
impacting. Against Promethean takes on the issue, this does not imply a capacity to
master geo-ecological processes; on the contrary, it stands for the unintended, yet
still planetary-scale effects each of us contribute to. What is novel, then, are the
unpredictability involved in governing the Anthropocene and the enormity of its
spatial and temporal scales. These conditions call into question the notions of
individual and collective agency modern democracies are based on. They bring with
it the potential for catastrophic impacts, but, this paper advances, also go beyond
what can be readily grasped by political agents—whether individual citizens or
political elites. As such, the Anthropocene creates a peculiar political constellation: It
demands new political virtues of responsibility and humility, but these cannot be
realised by the political agents concerned. The result has been the two main
responses to the Anthropocene so far—that of burying heads in the sand or an
unbridled hubris. I make the case not for a new politics of the Anthropocene, but
rather an ‘Anthropocene consciousness’ as a better starting point, which
acknowledges the ungraspability of the anthropocenic conditions, and attempts to
10
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mediate rather than ignoring or overcoming it. On this basis, the paper maps the
implications of an ungraspably complex human-natural entanglement for the
concepts of political agency and democracy in a new anthropocenic political theory.
It argues a new Anthropocene consciousness does not obviate democratic
citizenship, but in fact renders inclusive participation key to navigating precisely the
unimaginable nature of such complex conditions, and thus to informing a truly
reflexive governance of the Anthropocene.

Bio
Marit Hammond is Lecturer in Environmental Politics at Keele University, UK, and a
Co-Investigator of the ESRC Centre for the Understanding of Sustainable Prosperity
(CUSP). Her research interests include environmental political theory, sustainability
governance, and democratic theory, especially deliberative democracy. Recent and
forthcoming work includes the book (with Nicole Curato and John B. Min) Power in
Deliberative Democracy: Norms, Forums, Systems (Palgrave) and numerous articles
in journals such as Environmental Politics, Environmental Values, Critical Review of

International Social and Political Philosophy, Contemporary Political Theory, Policy
Sciences, and Democratization.

Cristina Yumie Aoki Inoue (University of Brasilia)
Abstract
Worlding Global Sustainability Governance in the Anthropocene
Cristina Yumie Aoki Inoue,* Thais Lemos Ribeiro and Ítalo Sant' Anna Resende
(University of Brasilia)
The Anthropocene is not just an accumulation of environmental change effects, but
a new world reality, with complex relations of life and non-life, between humans,
non-humans, things, materials, sociopolitical and biophysical elements. A clear
distinction between human and non-human and the dichotomy between nature and
society no longer hold. In most social science accounts, stable Holocene patterns
were the starting point to analysis. However, in the Anthropocene this stability is not
real, thus, traditional categories of environmental politics may not adequately
answer to present time social nature changes and challenges. Such limitation
reflects on how global sustainability governance has been conceived and practiced.
This paper argues for the recognition of many worlds on one planet as a contribution
to a new understanding of global sustainability governance more attuned with the
Anthropocene, with broad participation and legitimacy. Many worlds mean that on a
single planet - the Earth - there is a multiplicity of worlds that intersect, overlap and
conflict, and which are co-constituents and co-vulnerable. Such recognition opens up
the possibility of new research avenues, as exemplified here by the Daoist, the
11
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Andean and the Oromo cosmovision, and the Islamic perspective, and can bring
new solutions for global sustainability governance.

Bio
Cristina Yumie Aoki Inoue is an associate professor in the Institute of International
Relations, University of Brasilia, Brazil. Her research focuses on socioenvironmentalism and transnational governance in the Brazilian Amazon, global
climate change and biodiversity conservation, the Sustainable Development Goals,
transnational networks, and South-South cooperation. Currently, she is a member of
the Scientific Steering Committee of the Earth System Governance project and chair
of the Active Learning in International Affairs section (ALIAS) of the International
Studies Association.

Ida Kubiszewski (Australian National University)
Abstract
Measuring Wellbeing in the Anthropocene
Indicators that attempt to gauge wellbeing have been created and used at multiple
spatial scales around the world. The most commonly used indicators are at the
national level to enable international comparisons. When analysing self-reported life
satisfaction, an aspect of wellbeing, at multiple spatial scales in Australia, variables
(drawn from environmental, social, and economic domains) that are significantly
correlated to life satisfaction at smaller scales become less significant at larger subnational scales. The reverse is seen for other variables, which become more
significant at larger scales. We find that life satisfaction variables differ not only with
spatial scale, but also between communities, and those that are satisfied and
dissatisfied with life. We find that contributors to life satisfaction vary considerably
across Australia but individuals living in relative proximity to each other share similar
perspectives. Wellbeing measures need to be created at multiple scales appropriate
to the purpose of the indicator. Concurrently, policies need to address the factors
that are important to wellbeing at appropriate scales, and for appropriate segments
of the population.

Bio
Ida Kubiszewski is an Associate Professor at Crawford School of Public Policy at The
Australian National University. Prior to this, she was an Assistant Research
Professor and Fellow at the Institute for Sustainable Solutions, at Portland State
University. Assoc Prof Kubiszewski was a climate change negotiator for the country
of the Dominican Republic, following adaptation and loss & damage. She was a
delegate at the 19th through 21st Conference of Parties (COP19 in Warsaw, Poland
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in 2013; COP20 in Lima, Peru in 2014; and COP21 in Paris, France in 2015). Assoc
Prof Kubiszewski is the author or co-author of dozens of scientific papers and five
books. She is the founding managing editor of magazine/journal hybrid called
Solutions. She is also a Fellow at the National Council for Science and the
Environment and Associate Research Fellow at the Institut Veblen pour les réformes
économiques (Veblen Institute for Economic Reforms) in Paris, France. She sits on
the steering committees, editorial boards, or advisory boards of various
organisations including the Ecosystem Service Partnership, Ecosystem Services the
journal, and Environmental Information Coalition. Assoc Prof Kubiszewski is also a
member of the Club of Rome.

Josephine Mummery
Abstract
Imperatives for climate governance for states in the Anthropocene:
testing national policy settings in Australia
The increasing instability of the Earth system in the Anthropocene, with dynamic
and likely very damaging consequences, calls for fundamental reconsiderations of
the relationships between humans, human societies, and the world around us.
Ultimately, a privileging of the global environment in governance systems will be
required at international and regional scales. This paper builds on the instrumental
roles of nation states in the governance of emerging global challenges, and on the
need for greater empirical understanding of how transitions toward sustainability can
occur. Four imperatives are proposed as a framework to test governance
approaches and are applied to an evaluation of three policy contexts in Australia
(renewable energy, water reform in the Murray-Darling Basin, and management of
synthetic greenhouse gases). The evaluation finds problems of path dependencies
and inconsistent leadership, and points to the importance of opening the space
between researchers, policy makers and practitioners to allow for experimentation,
critical reflection and anticipatory approaches. Such space can, at least for a time,
compensate for inadequate leadership at the state level.

Bio
Josephine (Jo) Mummery is a PhD candidate at the Institute for Governance and
Policy Analysis, University of Canberra. Her research focuses on the climate change
science-practice interface, risk governance, and societal transformations for
sustainability in the Anthropocene. Jo is also an independent member of steering
committees advising the Australian Government on earth system and climate
change science, and on the national benefits of marine research.
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Jonathan Pickering (University of Canberra)
Bio
Jonathan Pickering is a Postdoctoral Fellow at the University of Canberra, Australia,
based at the Centre for Deliberative Democracy and Global Governance. He
received his PhD from the Australian National University in 2014. His research
focuses on global environmental governance, and he is currently working on an
Australian Research Council-funded project led by John Dryzek on ‘Deliberating in
the Anthropocene’. Together they have written a book on The Politics of the
Anthropocene (Oxford University Press, 2019). Jonathan’s research has been
published in a range of journals including Climate Policy, Environmental Politics,
Global Environmental Politics, and International Environmental Agreements: Politics,
Law and Economics.

Hedda Ransan-Cooper (Australian National
University)
Abstract – see Samid Suliman
Bio
Hedda Ransan-Cooper is a researcher interested in the intersections between
everyday life and global processes of change as they relate to sustainability
problems and governance. She is passionate about the practice of doing
transdisciplinary research for solving policy challenges. Dr Ransan-Cooper has
conducted research on the nexus between environmental change and mobility in
the Philippines and the politics of coal seam gas in regional Australia. Her current
research examines social responses to a trial of renewable technology on Bruny
Island, Tasmania. Her work has been published in Environmental Sociology, Global
Environmental Change, Social Movement Studies and Journal of Public Policy.

Lauren Rickards (RMIT University)
Abstract
Ironies of the Anthropocene
The Anthropocene is anything but a laughing matter. Yet its emergence as a scientific
and experiential phenomenon, and the proliferation of highly divergent responses to
it, can be usefully considered through the lens of irony. Beyond offering some much14
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needed humour, irony as an analytical lens helps think through some of the
perplexities the Anthropocene presents, being as it an urgent and yet long-term
situation that demands a fundamental rethink at multiple levels at once. Irony helps
attune us to the recursive loops and unintended effects that the Anthropocene
represents, whether those effects be the Earth System feedbacks that the concept
is centred on, the ontological implications that seem to undermine the very categories
that Anthropocene science relies on, or the utopian “post-environmental”
sociotechnical visions that news of the new epoch has triggered in various quarters,
presumably to the surprise of those Anthropocene scientists calling for a very
different social response. This paper examines the progressive potential of an ironic
stance on the Anthropocene – including the possible irony that despites its promise it
is itself highly limited - in order to try to identify what our next recursive loop should
be.

Bio
Lauren Rickards is an Associate Professor in the School of Global, Urban and Social
Studies at RMIT University, Melbourne, where she co-leads the Climate Change and
Resilience research program in the Centre for Urban Research and teaches on
environmental and climate change issues. Lauren is also a lead author with the
forthcoming sixth assessment report of the International Panel on Climate Change, a
Senior Research Fellow with the Earth System Governance Network, and leader of
the Nature, Risk and Resilience study group of the Institute of Australian
Geographers.

Tim Stephens (University of Sydney)
Abstract
The Politics of Environmental Treaty Regimes in the Anthropocene
International treaty regimes provide the cornerstones of global environmental
governance, and significantly affect and condition global environmental politics.
However, the Anthropocene throws into sharp relief the limitations of many of these
regimes, and there is an urgent need for change in order to maintain a safe
operating space for humanity within planetary boundaries. This paper identifies
several political challenges for environmental regimes in Anthropocene, in particular
the challenge of law-making under conditions of crisis.

Bio
Tim Stephens is Professor of International Law and Australian Research Council
Future Fellow at the University of Sydney. He is President of the Australian and New
Zealand Society of International Law. Tim teaches and researches in public
15
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international law, with his published work focussing on the international law of the
sea, international environmental law and international dispute settlement. His major
works include The International Law of the Sea (Hart, 2nd edition, 2016), with
Donald R Rothwell, and International Courts and Environmental Protection
(Cambridge University Press, 2009). His ARC Future Fellowship research project is
examining the implications of the Anthropocene for international law.

Samid Suliman (Griffith University)
Abstract
Indigenous (im)mobilities in the Anthropocene
Samid Suliman, Carol Farbotko, Karen E. McNamara, Celia McMichael, Hedda
Ransan-Cooper, Fanny Thornton, Taukiei Kitara
This paper explores Indigenous (im)mobilities in the age of the Anthropocene, and
their relationship to Pacific Islands climate change activism. In a context where
Indigenous peoples and Indigenous perspectives are poorly represented in global
climate politics, it is important to understand how Pacific people represent their own
interests and imagine their own futures as pressures to move due to climate change
take hold. We examine forms of political action taking place outside of formal
governance spaces and processes, in order to understand how Indigenous people
are challenging state-led and state-centric approaches to climate change adaptation.
We do so by studying the works of Pacific activists and artists whose work engages
with climate change. We find that *banua– an expansive concept, inclusive of
people and their place, attentive to both mobility and immobility, and distributed
across the Pacific Islands region – is both essential for the existential security of
Pacific people and central to contemporary climate change activism. We find that
Indigenous activists/artists are challenging the status quo by invoking *banua. In
doing so, they are politicising (im)mobility. These mobilisations by Pacific climate
activists are coalescing into an Oceanic cosmopolitanism that confronts two
mutually reinforcing features of contemporary global climate politics: the
subordination of Indigenous peoples, perspectives and worldviews, and a centrist
and non-committal approach to (im)mobility concerns emerging from the global
climate agenda.

Bio
Samid Suliman is Lecturer in Migration and Security in the School of Humanities,
Languages and Social Science at Griffith University. He is also a member of the
Griffith Centre for Social and Cultural Research, and has recently been a Visiting
Researcher in the School of Global Studies, University of Gothenburg. Dr Suliman is
an interdisciplinary early-career researcher interested in migration, security,
16
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postcolonial political theory, international relations, regional and world politics, global
development, climate change, and the politics of knowledge. His work has recently
appeared in Review of International Studies, Globalizations, Energy Research and
Social Science, and Mobilities.

Lorrae van Kerkhoff (Australian National University)
Abstract
Does the Anthropocene bite? Non-human agency and human actions
The concept of the Anthropocene sends us mixed messages. On the one hand, we
humans are affecting the natural systems on which we depend in ways that
emphasise the mutual dependency and interconnectedness of humans and nature.
But on the other hand, this nature is still somewhat ‘out there’, an external
phenomenon to be managed and manipulated to our own ends. Science and
technology scholars have long argued that we need to rethink this stubborn
separation between humans as agents of change and natural systems as passive,
biomechanical recipients. In this presentation I will explore the socio-political
implications of what happens when our natural world ‘talks back’ to us, and whether
there is any merit in the prospect of understanding the Anthropocene as a
conversation between equally active human and non-human agents.

Bio
Lorrae van Kerkhoff is an Associate Professor at the Fenner School of Environment
and Society, where she convenes the Bachelor of Environment and Sustainability
degree program, and teaches first, second and third year undergraduates, as well as
supervising graduate students. She holds a PhD from ANU was a post-doctoral
fellow at the National Centre for Epidemiology and Population Health from 20032008, and spent 2004-5 with Harvard's Center for International Development,
supported by a Fulbright Post-doctoral Fellowship and a Land and Water Australia
Travelling Fellowship. While there she worked on the concept of knowledge
systems for sustainability, and now focuses her research on knowledge governance
and its relationship to social-ecological change. Her work brings together concepts
from Science and Technology Studies with Sustainability Science. She has published
extensively on integrative and transdisciplinary research concepts and methods, and
recently on knowledge governance and ‘future-oriented’ approaches to
conservation.
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Mary Walsh (University of Canberra)
Abstract – see Jean-Paul Gagnon
Bio
Mary Walsh is an Associate Professor in Political Theory and Politics at the School of
Government and Policy and Research Fellow at IGPA, University of Canberra. She is
Program Director of the Bachelor of Politics and International Relations degree, the
Bachelor of Philosophy Honours program and Founding Patron of the Politics,
International Relations and National Security student association (PIRaNaS). Her
most recent publications appear in Contemporary Political Theory, The Review of
Politics, The Australian Journal of Political Science and Democratic Theory.

Christine Winter (University of Sydney)
Abstract
Te Awa Tupua, Te Urewera and Taranaki: entangled representation of
geo-regions in Aotearoa New Zealand
Aotearoa New Zealand acknowledges Mātauranga Māori in the two Acts and one
Memorandum of Understanding recognising the ‘personhood’ status of three
geographical regions – Te Awa Tupua, Te Urewera and Mt Taranaki. These legal
moves blend the legal fiction of corporate personhood with the already always
understanding of human-nonhuman kinship and entanglement of Māori philosophy
or Mātauranga Māori and the epistemological framing of whakapapa. Through
kaitiaki, guardians or trustees - appointed to think like these geo-regions and to act
as their voice - these three entities now have volition in their ongoing maintenance,
development negotiations, and ‘land-use’. Furthermore, they have ‘the rights,
powers, duties and liabilities of a legal person’. These latter attributes seem to grant
something more than mere volition in self-management and protection: they
suggest agency. This paper explores the implications of Te Awa Tupua, Te Urewera
and Mt Taranaki’s potential for political agency in the Anthropocene. As
representatives of entanglement for all being - animal (including human), vegetable
and mineral - and as a matter of justice they, through their kaitiaki, are, perhaps,
obliged to participate in democracy and the nation is, perhaps, obliged to give them
a ‘seat at the table’. As political agents with equal status to human and corporates
Te Awa Tupua, Te Urewera and Mt Taranaki could decolonise Aotearoa’s politics
and challenge the imbalances of the Anthropocene.
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Bio
Christine Winter is a researcher at the Sydney Environment Institute. In 2018 she
was awarded a PhD from the University of Sydney for her thesis titled “The
Paralysis of Intergenerational Justice: Decolonising Entangled Futures”.

19

DRAFT 8 February 2019

Conference venue map: University of Canberra
campus

The Well (postconference
drinks)

Ann Harding
Conference
Centre (Bldg
24)

Bus stop
from City

Retro café & entrance
to Centre for Delib.
Dem. (Bldg 23)

Bus
stop
to City

20

