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ABSTRACT
Anticipatory ruination is a mode of pre!gurative governance in
anticipation of the real and perceived threats of climate change.
The concept draws our attention to the ways in which climate
crisis is not inevitable, but is produced historically and through
contemporary relations of power. In this brief piece, I examine
the concept in relation to recent trends in critical agrarian studies
that examine how narratives about climate crisis shape
contemporary responses and their impacts in ways that entrench
and recon!gure inequalities in the agrarian world. I conclude
with a discussion of visions for agrarian climate justice as
alternatives to the telos of anticipatory ruination.
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Climate change appears to be a problem of the future. In fact, it is a problem of the past
and the present.

Narratives about climate change frequently invoke imaginaries of future crisis, destruc-
tion, and ‘climate emergency’ to predict or explain social and ecological transformations
(Borras et al. 2022). Anticipatory ruination – ‘a discursive and material process of social and
ecological destruction in anticipation of real or perceived threats’ (Paprocki 2019, 296) –
describes how these future imaginaries are in turn mobilized to enact existing agendas for
development and landscape transformations. In the process, anticipatory ruination
obscures the embeddedness of these agendas in contemporary political economies
and ecologies that already have a history of producing environmental change and
shaping patterns of accumulation and dispossession. Here, ‘climate change’ becomes
an alibi for re-enacting ongoing violence. The teleologies of crisis that anticipatory ruina-
tion deploys mask the much longer histories of ruination and the actors responsible for it,
suggesting that ruination is both inevitable as well as an urgent demand from the future.
Collectively, these dynamics produce the work of anticipatory ruination, a mode of
governing in the present/in the name of the future/rooted in a violent and unequal past.

The concept of anticipatory ruination helps us do the work of jointly analysing the dis-
cursive and material dynamics of climate change interventions in agrarian contexts. In
setting out a research agenda linking climate change and agrarian struggles, the JPS edi-
torial collective recently asked the following question: ‘what combinations of narratives
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and strategies frame climate change and the institutionalized responses to it in agrarian
settings?’ (Borras et al. 2022, 17). This is a deceptively simple question because it demands
that we bring together an analysis of both material strategies for intervention in the agrar-
ian world with discursive practices that shape (and are shaped by) them. Much recent
work at the intersection of critical agrarian studies and climate change has focused on
the impacts of responses to climate change in the rural world. Many examine how and
why these responses engender rural exploitation and dispossession, while others
examine how these dynamics are shaped by competing narratives about the causes
and appropriate responses to climate change. Examining anticipatory ruination brings
together these strands of thinking by demonstrating how they are related to one
another. Technocratic responses to climate change that recon!gure resource access
and intensify extraction are both the result and cause of climate emergency narratives
that sidestep the historical and contemporary power dynamics that shape ecologies
and contemporary interventions. Some climate emergency narratives suggest that ‘disas-
ter is imminent and that this justi!es unusual, aggressive and sometimes undemocratic
measures’ (Borras et al. 2022, 11); anticipatory ruination is what happens when these nar-
ratives are put into practice.

What makes this process unique within a long history of exploitation of and extraction
from the rural world is the temporal slip: anticipatory ruination justi!es destruction in the
present in anticipation of future threats. Climate change appears to be a problem of the
future in the sense that the discourse of climate change and much of the science that
shapes and responds to it claim to tell us what will happen in the future, based on
various scienti!c projections and scenario models. Yet, those projections are not based
on transcendent biophysical conditions. They are organized socially and politically and
are being negotiated right now, in the present. Like narratives of ‘scarcity,’ projections
of future climate crisis both respond to real, material conditions and also justify
changes in policy and resource distribution in ways that in turn shape those conditions
(Scoones et al. 2019). Anticipatory ruination is related to Naomi Klein’s ‘disaster capital-
ism,’ in that it often creates opportunities for pro!ting from destruction (Klein 2008;
see also Adams 2013; Fletcher 2012; Knuth, Potts, and Goldstein 2019). But anticipatory
ruination responds to disasters which have not yet come to pass. It stands in stark contrast
to visions of ‘resilience’ that pursue the maintenance of a status quo in the face of future
threats, instead embracing the idea that a place is ‘already doomed’ to pursue dramatic
spatial recon!gurations through dispossession, erasure, and ruination (Wake!eld 2022).

Anticipatory ruination is a process that is particularly acute in the agrarian world today.
Development discourses about agrarian climate futures are increasingly characterized by
unalloyed predictions of agrarian crisis, suggesting that climate change will make agrarian
futures unviable (Paprocki 2022). Echoing earlier projections of agrarian collapse at the
end of history (Levien, Watts, and Hairong 2018; Edelman and Wolford 2017), these
new claims about the death of the peasantry in the time of climate change pre!gure
the very crises they anticipate. Plans for climate response spanning policies from adap-
tation to mitigation initiate or extend interventions that facilitate agrarian dispossession.
These interventions thus recycle threats to agrarian communities as solutions to claims of
inevitable destruction.

The concept of anticipatory ruination is a tool for examining this contemporary mode
of governance. In what follows I describe anticipatory ruination as a process that both
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masks longer histories and political economies of development shaping the rural world,
and that also has concrete material e"ects in the present. I do so with reference to a series
of examples of anticipatory ruination across diverse sites and projects of intervention in
order to understand how this process unfolds both discursively and materially in the
context of climate change. In so doing, I demonstrate that climate crisis discourse both
anticipates and produces ruination in agrarian landscapes today.

Climate change as a problem of the past

Anticipatory ruination is a manifestation of the relationship between capitalism and
climate change. In illuminating the links between capitalism and climate change, much
current work in critical agrarian studies situates contemporary challenges historically.
Understanding climate change within a wider historical context is a signature move for
critical agrarian studies. By seeing the causes, e"ects, and responses to climate change
not as historical aberrations but as the outcomes of longstanding political economies
of development, critical agrarian studies denaturalizes climate change and its attendant
crises. Situating anticipatory ruination within the long durée of empire (Stoler 2013) illu-
minates how the social and ecological violence and dispossession of climate change (and
of responses to it) are shaped by the political economy of capitalism that has always oper-
ated through these same processes in the agrarian world.

The concept of anticipatory ruination contributes to scholarship in critical agrarian
studies today that brings ethnographic attention to dramatic and unprecedented shifts
in the contemporary global political economy of agrarian change, such as land grabbing
and global climate change (Fairbairn 2020; Levien 2018; Taylor 2015). This literature situ-
ates these dynamics within historical perspective, demonstrating that while the scale of
contemporary ecological and economic shifts may be unprecedented, they are part of
much longer historical processes involving the exercise of power at multiple scales.
Scholarly attention to anticipatory ruination reveals the links between these
multi-scalar discourses of crisis and practices of dispossession.

Future imaginaries of looming dystopian crisis motivate anticipatory action in develop-
ment and !nancial investment shaping the agrarian world today (Borras et al. 2016; Cons
2018; Fairbairn 2020), often producing the very conditions of ruination they anticipate
(Mathews and Barnes 2016; Koslov 2019; Elliott 2019). These expectations of future
crisis, from climate change and otherwise, have much longer histories that scholars of
agrarian studies have unpacked to demonstrate this pre!gurative politics of the
present (Camargo 2022; Xiuhtecutli and Shattuck 2021).

The use of commercial shrimp aquaculture in Bangladesh’s low-lying coastal region is a
clear example of this anticipatory ruination and its historical foundations (Paprocki 2019).
While aquaculture expansion has long been promoted through neoliberal structural
adjustment, wreaking havoc on local ecologies and livelihoods, today it reappears as a
climate change adaptation strategy, where development agencies suggest that it may
be the only option for cultivation in landscapes that may be slowly sinking under the
rising saline seas of the Bay of Bengal. These examples share similarities with land grab-
bing for agro-industrialization in the name of conservation and ‘land-sparing;’ these are
long-standing strategies for sacri!cing certain agrarian lands and their inhabitants,
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newly justi!ed as necessary for addressing the threats of deforestation and global food
crisis (Oliveira and Hecht 2016; McMichael 2012).

Anticipatory ruination is organized through discourses about the future, but it is mate-
rially manifested through historical processes including colonialism and racial capitalism.
These histories shape existing systems of power, development, and resource governance,
and have given rise to the radically unequal political economies within which climate
change is negotiated today (Bonilla 2020; Davis and Todd 2017; Moulton and Machado
2019; Perry 2022; Pulido 2018; Ranganathan and Bratman 2021; Reyes-Carranza 2021;
Sealey-Huggins 2017; Vergès 2017; Wolford 2021). A growing body of literature in indi-
genous and black ecologies demonstrates that we can learn a great deal from ecologies
that are or are thought to have already been ruined (Purifoy 2021; Roane and Hosbey
2019; Whyte 2018b). In examining the catastrophic climate event of Hurricane Maria in
Puerto Rico, for example, Yarimar Bonilla writes that ‘Puerto Rio was already in ruins,
already prey to vulture, disaster, and imperial capitalism, and already a site of increasing
calls for neoliberal resilience’ (Bonilla 2020, 102181). In this way, Bonilla situates ruination
not as the result of climate change, but rather as the result of a longstanding history of
colonialism and racialized neglect that produced the vulnerability of Puerto Ricans to
the storm. Anticipatory ruination does the work of continuing these processes by advan-
cing explanations that obscure them, privileging climate change and the ‘inherent,’ ‘inevi-
table’ vulnerability presumed to follow. To counter such moves, Kyle Powys Whyte
describes the importance of not seeing the climate crisis as novel or unprecedented,
explaining ‘today’s status quo, of course, is already an Indigenous ecological dystopia’
(Whyte 2018a, 9). Describing the ways that colonialism not only produces and shapes
the experience of climate change but also contemporary responses, Whyte argues
against the epistemology of climate crisis that erases the foundational, ongoing role of
colonialism, focusing instead on epistemologies of anti-colonial resistance and persist-
ence (Whyte 2020). While there has been little engagement between these critical
climate studies literatures and critical agrarian studies, they share a demand for historiciz-
ing the conditions of contemporary crisis in order to reimagine alternative possible
futures.

By attending to the workings of anticipatory ruination, we understand climate crisis not
as a speculative projection, but as the outcome of long-standing historical processes that
have shaped not only the global climate, but also communities and ecologies around the
world. This demands that we historicize discourses of anticipation and denaturalize eco-
logical change to reveal how the uneven, unequal experience of climate change has been
and continues to be produced, not least through e"orts to govern and address it. By
seeing climate change as a problem with roots in the past instead of a problem
unmoored, arriving from the future, we are able to interrogate the logics of anticipatory
ruination that suggest that crisis is natural, inevitable, and disconnected from existing
practices, power relations, and modes of governance.

Climate change as a problem of the present

Through anticipatory ruination, the anticipation of future threats becomes the fulcrum for
reproducing existing unequal power relations and enacting ruination in the present. It is
the outcome of an emerging sociotechnical imaginary of climate change that organizes
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the redistribution of power and resources in response to emerging and anticipated
threats (Jasano" and Kim 2015). Anticipatory ruination is used not only to reconceptualize
the causes of ruination but also to reproduce ruination in the present. A robust scholarly
literature examines discourses around climate change and the ways they are mobilized,
for example, for land grabbing (Fairhead, Leach, and Scoones 2012), xenophobia and
racial exclusion (Hiraide 2022; Perry 2022), securitization (Hartmann 2013; Mason 2013),
reproductive injustice (Tilley and Ajl 2022; Sasser 2018), and the consolidation of agrarian
resource access and control (Karlsson et al. 2018). This literature demonstrates
how climate change becomes a ‘resourceful idea’ for enacting a dizzying array of political
projects (Hulme 2010).

Mobilizing ideas about the future, anticipatory ruination distributes the consequences
of climate response based on existing inequalities and normative ideas of developed
futures. While anticipatory ruination is shaped by and re#ects patterns produced in the
past, it also concretely re#ects how existing power dynamics and political economies of
development shape the ways that climate change is experienced today (Eriksen, Nightin-
gale, and Eakin 2015). Critical agrarian studies scholars have demonstrated that the causes
and impacts of climate change are not transcendent global conditions. Rather, climate
change and the ways it is experienced are the result of the uneven and unequal distri-
bution of power and pro!t, of struggles between human groups at multiple scales,
rather than between humanity and ‘nature’ (Reisman and Fairbairn 2021). A growing
body of scholarship demonstrates that climatic stress in agrarian communities can only
be understood through careful attention to the contemporary politics of agrarian life in
particular places (e.g. Adam, Kjosavik, and Shanmugaratnam 2018; Avila-Calero 2017;
Chandra et al. 2017; Nyantakyi-Frimpong and Bezner-Kerr 2015; Ribot, Faye, and Turner
2020; Taylor and Bhasme 2021). In the agrarian world (as elsewhere), climate change is
di"erentially experienced across lines of social di"erence, including class, race, gender,
and ethnicity. Studying anticipatory ruination illuminates how climate change is
planned for in ways that draw on and entrench these lines of social di"erence within
and between communities.

Technocratic responses to climate change mask these historical and contemporary
politics, often proposing anticipatory ruination through extraction or dispossession in
agrarian landscapes under the guise of the imperatives of climate action. These
approaches are consistently built on demands for e$ciency and productivity that dispa-
rage agrarian production systems (Borras et al. 2022; Taylor 2018; Clapp, Newell, and Brent
2018). Examples include the use of agrarian landscapes as sacri!ce zones to support the
expansion of renewable energy (Knuth et al. 2022). Similarly, Holly Jean Buck describes
the potential threats of carbon capture and storage (or ‘circular carbon’) to rural commu-
nities that become the ‘working landscapes’ that have been deemed marginal and thus
available for hosting the wells and pipelines that this technology may require (Buck
2021), warning against ‘maladaptive instances of carbon removal’ and anticipatory ruina-
tion which could result from the implementation of this technology depending on how it
is organized politically (Buck et al. 2020).

In linking the past and the present in understanding contemporary responses to future
climate threats, the concept of anticipatory ruination also allows us to interrogate
whether and how appeals to urgency in the face of climate threats perform additional pol-
itical work beyond longstanding processes of dispossession. One example is certain
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visions of managed retreat from coastal communities that are threatened by sea level rise.
While some communities are empowered by projects for planned retreat through volun-
tary home buyouts (Koslov 2016), others face forced displacement and the ruination of
homes and livelihood possibilities in anticipation of sea level rise. In the coastal area span-
ning southwestern Bangladesh and India’s Sundarban region, emerging plans for
managed retreat propose the complete removal of protective seawalls and displacement
of agriculture (and agriculturalists) in favor of mangrove reforestation facilitating carbon
sequestration and new tourism revenues (Paprocki 2020; Bhattacharyya and Mehtta
2020). While some examples of anticipatory ruination invoke narratives of climate
change in service of existing projects for agrarian dispossession, this is an example of
how climate change narratives can become justi!cation for previously unthinkable
social and spatial ruination of agrarian life.

Stephanie Wake!eld describes a corollary urban example in Miami, wherein a new
coastal engineering paradigm would respond to the threat of sea level rise by sacri!cing
nearly all of the existing city and communities inhabiting it, creating !ll to build up new
high-elevation islands hosting luxury high-rise buildings. This vision of anticipatory ruina-
tion or ‘urbicide,’ Wake!eld explains, demands that ‘rather than retro!tted, [Miami] must
be pre-emptively destroyed’ (Wake!eld 2022). This example demonstrates that while
anticipatory ruination is not always agrarian, it is invariably characterized by demands
to protect and reproduce an inequitable and exclusionary status quo.

Conclusion

It is clear that anticipatory ruination is increasingly mobilized to enact violence across
diverse sites and scales. Yet, denaturalizing this logic and practice of ruination provides
opportunities for opening up more hopeful ways of understanding climate justice in con-
versation with other emancipatory political visions (Ranganathan and Bratman 2021;
Hardy, Milligan, and Heynen 2017). This work shares the ambition of some recent feminist
scholarship to !nd generative political possibilities in spaces that are thought to comprise
only the ‘ruins of capitalism’ (Glabau 2017; Haraway 2016; Tsing 2015). Where capitalist
teleologies forecast inevitable ruination and correspondingly pursue it, these scholars
identify limits and disjunctures in the logics of capitalism.

The compounding crises of climate change are not only permeating every aspect of
contemporary political economy, but they are also shaping (and shaped by) a new agrar-
ian politics that is ‘revers[ing] the modernist narrative of smallholder obsolescence etched
into the development paradigm and current development industry visions of “feeding the
world”’ (McMichael 2009, 141). In short, despite anticipatory visions of agrarian collapse in
the time of climate change, contemporary peasants are not passive recipients of dispos-
session (Camargo 2022). The agrarian world is a dynamic locus of the vision and practice
of future-making.

Imagining climate justice from agrarian communities arrests the teleology of anticipat-
ory ruination by mapping alternative climate futures. What Borras and Franco have called
‘agrarian climate justice’ o"ers exactly such a vision, demonstrating that just transitions in
the face of climate change can only take place through the simultaneous resistance to
capitalism – and anticipatory ruination – along with redistribution, recognition, restitution
and regeneration within agrarian communities (Borras and Franco 2018). Attention to
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peasant visions of the future challenging globally hegemonic capitalism and its associ-
ated destruction has often been disparaged as agrarian romanticism. Yet, in the face of
the ruination associated with climate change (both actual and anticipated), it is precisely
these visions that are needed to demonstrate the possibility of and to pursue alternative
futures.

Acknowledgements

Many thanks to Jun Borras, Hillary Faxon, Liz Koslov, and three anonymous reviewers for JPS for
feedback on clarifying this concept.

Disclosure statement

No potential con#ict of interest was reported by the author(s).

References

Adam, Hans Nicolai, Darley Jose Kjosavik, and Nadarajah Shanmugaratnam. 2018. “Adaptation
Trajectories and Challenges in the Western Ghats: A Case Study of Attappady, South India.”
Journal of Rural Studies 61: 1–11.

Adams, Vincanne. 2013. Markets of Sorrow, Labors of Faith. Durham: Duke University Press.
Avila-Calero, So!a. 2017. “Contesting Energy Transitions: Wind Power and Con#icts in the Isthmus of

Tehuantepec.” Journal of Political Ecology 24 (1): 992–1012.
Bhattacharyya, Debjani, and Megnaa Mehtta. 2020. “More Than Rising Water: Living Tenuously in

the Sundarbans.” The Diplomat, 29 August, 2020. https://thediplomat.com/2020/08/more-than-
rising-water-living-tenuously-in-the-sundarbans/.

Bonilla, Yarimar. 2020. “The Coloniality of Disaster: Race, Empire, and the Temporal Logics of
Emergency in Puerto Rico, USA.” Political Geography 78: 102181.

Borras, Saturnino M, Jr., and Jennifer C. Franco. 2018. “The Challenge of Locating Land-Based
Climate Change Mitigation and Adaptation Politics Within a Social Justice Perspective:
Towards an Idea of Agrarian Climate Justice.” Third World Quarterly 39 (7): 1308-1325.

Borras, Saturnino M, Jr., Jennifer Franco, S. Ryan Isakson, Les Levidow, and Pietje Vervest. 2016. “The
Rise of Flex Crops and Commodities: Implications for Research.” Journal of Peasant Studies 43 (1):
93-115.

Borras, Saturnino M, Jr., Ian Scoones, Amita Baviskar, Marc Edelman, Nancy Peluso, and Wendy
Wolford. 2022. “Climate Change and Agrarian Struggles: An Invitation to Contribute to a JPS
Forum.” Journal of Peasant Studies 49 (1): 1-48.

Buck, Holly Jean. 2021. “Mining the air: Political Ecologies of the Circular Carbon Economy.” EPE:
Nature and Space, doi:10.1177/25148486211061452.

Buck, Holly Jean, Jay Fuhrman, David R Morrow, Daniel L Sanchez, and Frances M Wang. 2020.
“Adaptation and Carbon Removal.” One Earth 3: 425–435.

Camargo, Alejandro. 2022. “Imagined Transitions: Agrarian Capitalism and Climate Change
Adaptation in Colombia.” Journal of Peasant Studies 49 (4): 713–733.

Chandra, Alvin, Karen E. McNamara, Paul Dargusch, Ana Maria Caspe, and Dante Dalabajan. 2017.
“Gendered Vulnerabilities of Smallholder Farmers to Climate Change in Con#ict-Prone Areas: A
Case Study from Mindanao, Philippines.” Journal of Rural Studies 50: 45–59.

Clapp, Jennifer, Peter Newell, and Zoe W Brent. 2018. “The Global Political Economy of Climate
Change, Agriculture and Food Systems.” Journal of Peasant Studies 45 (1): 80–88.

Cons, Jason. 2018. “Staging Climate Security: Resilience and Heterodystopia in the Bangladesh
Borderlands.” Cultural Anthropology 33 (2): 266–294.

THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES 7

https://thediplomat.com/2020/08/more-than-rising-water-living-tenuously-in-the-sundarbans/
https://thediplomat.com/2020/08/more-than-rising-water-living-tenuously-in-the-sundarbans/
https://doi.org/10.1177/25148486211061452


Davis, Heather, and Zoe Todd. 2017. “On the Importance of a Date, or Decolonizing the
Anthropocene.” ACME: An International Journal for Critical Geographies 16 (4): 761–780.

Edelman, Marc, and Wendy Wolford. 2017. “Critical Agrarian Studies in Theory and Practice.”
Antipode 49 (4): 959–976.

Elliott, Rebecca. 2019. “‘Scarier Than Another Storm’: Values at Risk in the Mapping and Insuring of
US Floodplains.” British Journal of Sociology 70 (3): 1067–1090.

Eriksen, Siri H, Andrea J Nightingale, and Hallie Eakin. 2015. “Reframing Adaptation: The Political
Nature of Climate Change Adaptation.” Global Environmental Change 35: 523–533.

Fairbairn, Madeleine. 2020. Fields of Gold: Financing the Global Land Rush. Ithaca: Cornell University
Press.

Fairhead, James, Melissa Leach, and Ian Scoones. 2012. “Green Grabbing: A new Appropriation of
Nature?” Journal of Peasant Studies 39 (2): 237–261.

Fletcher, Robert. 2012. “Capitalizing on Chaos: Climate Change and Disaster Capitalism.” Ephemera
12 (1/2): 97–112.

Glabau, Danya. 2017. “Feminists Write the Anthropocene: Three Tales of Possiblity in Late
Capitalism.” Journal of Cultural Economy 10 (6): 541–548.

Haraway, Donna. 2016. Staying with the Trouble: Making Kin in the Chthulucene. Durham: Duke
University Press.

Hardy, R Dean, Richard A. Milligan, and Nik Heynen. 2017. “Racial Coastal Formation: The
Environmental Injustice of Colorblind Adaptation Planning for sea-Level Rise.” Geoforum;
Journal of Physical, Human, and Regional Geosciences 87: 62–72.

Hartmann, Betsy. 2013. “Climate Chains: Neo-Malthusianism, Militarism and Migration.” In
Interpretive Approaches to Global Climate Governance: (de)Constructing the Greenhouse, edited
by Chris Methmann, Delf Rothe, and Benjamin Stephan, 91–104. London: Routledge.

Hiraide, Lydia Ayame. 2022. “Climate Refugees: A Useful Concept? Towards an Alternative
Vocabulary of Ecological Displacement.” Politics, doi:10.1177/02633957221077257.

Hulme, Mike. 2010. “Cosmopolitan Climates: Hybridity, Foresight and Meaning.” Theory, Culture &
Society 27 (2-3): 267–276.

Jasano", Sheila, and Sang-Hyun Kim, eds. 2015. Dreamscapes of Modernity: Sociotechnical
Imaginaries and the Fabrication of Power. Chicago/London: University of Chicago Press.

Karlsson, Linus, Lars Otto Naess, Andrea J Nightingale, and John Thompson. 2018. “‘Triple Wins’ or
‘Triple Faults’? Analysing the Equity Implications of Policy Discourses on Climate-Smart
Agriculture (CSA).” Journal of Peasant Studies 45 (1): 150–174.

Klein, Naomi. 2008. The Shock Doctrine. New York: Picador.
Knuth, Sarah, Ingrid Behrsin, Anthony Levenda, and James McCarthy. 2022. “New Political Ecologies

of Renewable Energy.” EPE: Nature and Space, doi:10.1177/25148486221108164.
Knuth, Sarah, Shaina Potts, and Jenny E Goldstein. 2019. “In Value’s Shadows: Devaluation as

Accumulation Frontier.” EPA: Economy and Space 51 (2): 461–466.
Koslov, Liz. 2016. “The Case for Retreat.” Public Culture 28 (2): 359–387.
Koslov, Liz. 2019. “HowMaps Make Time: Temporal Con#icts of Life in the Flood Zone.” City: Analysis

of Urban Trends, Culture, Theory, Policy, Action 23 (4-5): 658–672.
Levien, Michael. 2018. Dispossession Without Development: Land Grabs in Neoliberal India. New York:

Oxford University Press.
Levien, Michael, Michael Watts, and Yan Hairong. 2018. “Agrarian Marxism.” Journal of Peasant

Studies 45 (5-6): 853–883.
Mason, Michael. 2013. “Climate Change, Securitisation and the Israeli-Palestinian Con#ict.”

Geographical Journal 179 (4): 298–308.
Mathews, Andrew S, and Jessica Barnes. 2016. “Prognosis: Visions of Environmental Futures.” Journal

of the Royal Anthropological Institute 22 (S1): 9–26.
McMichael, Philip. 2009. “A Food Regime Genealogy.” Journal of Peasant Studies 36 (1): 139–169.
McMichael, Philip. 2012. “The Land Grab and Corporate Food Regime Restructuring.” Journal of

Peasant Studies 39 (3-4): 681–701.

8 K. PAPROCKI

https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957221077257
https://doi.org/10.1177/25148486221108164


Moulton, Alex A., and Mario R. Machado. 2019. “Bouncing Forward After Irma and Maria:
Acknowledging Colonialism, Problematizing Resilience and Thinking Climate Justice.” Journal
of Extreme Events 6 (1): 1940003.

Nyantakyi-Frimpong, Hanson, and Rachel Bezner-Kerr. 2015. “The Relative Importance of Climate
Change in the Context of Multiple Stressors in Semi-Arid Ghana.” Global Environmental Change
32: 40–56.

Oliveira, Gustavo, and Susanna Hecht. 2016. “Sacred Groves, Sacri!ce Zones and soy Production:
Globalization, Intensi!cation and neo-Nature in South America.” Journal of Peasant Studies 43
(2): 251–285.

Paprocki, Kasia. 2019. “All That Is Solid Melts Into the Bay: Anticipatory Ruination and Climate
Change Adaptation.” Antipode 51 (1): 295–315.

Paprocki, Kasia. 2020. “The Climate Change of Your Desires: Climate Migration and Imaginaries of
Urban and Rural Climate Futures.” Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 38 (2): 248–266.

Paprocki, Kasia. 2022. “On Viability: Climate Change and the Science of Possible Futures.” Global
Environmental Change 73: 102487.

Perry, Keston. 2022. “(Un)Just Transitions and Black Dispossession: The Disposability of Caribbean
‘Refugees’ and the Political Economy of Climate Justice.” Politics, doi:10.1177/
02633957211041441.

Pulido, Laura. 2018. “Racism and the Anthropocene.” In Future Remains: A Cabinet of Curiosities for
the Anthropocene, edited by Gregg Mitman, Marco Armiero, and Robert S Emmett, 116–128.
Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Purifoy, Danielle. 2021. “The Parable of Black Places.” Transactions of the Institute of British
Geographers 46 (4): 829–933.

Ranganathan, Malini, and Eve Bratman. 2021. “From Urban Resilience to Abolitionist Climate
Justice.” Antipode 53 (1): 115–137.

Reisman, Emily, and Madeleine Fairbairn. 2021. “Agri-Food Systems and the Anthropocene.” Annals
of the American Association of Geographers 111 (3): 687–697.

Reyes-Carranza, Mariana. 2021. “Racial Geographies of the Anthropocene: Memory and Erasure in
Rio de Janeiro.” Politics, doi:10.1177/02633957211026470.

Ribot, Jesse, Papa Faye, and Matthew D Turner. 2020. “Climate of Anxiety in the Sahel: Emigration in
Xenophobic Times.” Public Culture 32 (1): 45–75.

Roane, J. T., and Justin Hosbey. 2019. “Mapping Black Ecologies.” Current Research in Digital History
2. doi:10.31835/crdh.2019.05.

Sasser, Jade S. 2018. On Infertile Ground: Population Control and Women’s Rights in the Era of Climate
Change. New York: NYU Press.

Scoones, Ian, Rebecca Smalley, Ruth Hall, and Dzodzi Tsikata. 2019. “Narratives of Scarcity: Framing the
Global Land Rush.” Geoforum; Journal of Physical, Human, and Regional Geosciences 101: 231–241.

Sealey-Huggins, Leon. 2017. “’1.5°C to Stay Alive’: Climate Change, Imperialism and Justice for the
Caribbean.” Third World Quarterly 38 (11): 2444–2463.

Stoler, Ann Laura. 2013. “‘The Rot Remains:’ from Ruins to Ruination.” In Imperial Debris: On Ruins and
Ruination, edited by Anna Laura Stoler, 1–35. Durham: Duke University Press.

Taylor, Marcus. 2015. The Political Ecology of Climate Change Adaptation: Livelihoods, Agrarian
Change and the Con!icts of Development. London: Routledge.

Taylor, Marcus. 2018. “Climate-smart Agriculture: What is it Good for?” Journal of Peasant Studies 45
(1): 89–107.

Taylor, Marcus, and Suhas Bhasme. 2021. “Between De!cit Rains and Surplus Populations: The
Political Ecology of a Climate-Resilient Village in South India.” Geoforum; Journal of Physical,
Human, and Regional Geosciences 126: 431–440.

Tilley, Lisa, and Max Ajl. 2022. “Eco-socialism Will be Anti-Eugenic or it Will be Nothing: Towards
Equal Exchange and the end of Population.” Politics, doi:10.1177/02633957221075323.

Tsing, Anna Lowenhaupt. 2015. The Mushroom at the End of the World. Princeton/Oxford: Princeton
University Press.

Vergès, Françoise. 2017. “Racial Capitalocene.” In Futures of Black Radicalism, edited by Gaye Theresa
Johnson, and Alex Lubin, 72–82. London: Verso.

THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES 9

https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957211041441
https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957211041441
https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957211026470
https://doi.org/doi:10.31835/crdh.2019.05
https://doi.org/10.1177/02633957221075323


Wake!eld, Stephanie. 2022. “Critical Urban Theory in the Anthropocene.” Urban Studies 59 (5):
917–936.

Whyte, Kyle Powys. 2018a. “Climate Change: An Unprecedentedly Old Catastrophe.” Grafting 1: 8–9.
http://archive.blackwoodgallery.ca/exhibitions/2018/Broadsheet_Grafting.pdf.

Whyte, Kyle Powys. 2018b. “Indigenous Science (Fiction) for the Anthropocene: Ancestral Dystopias
and Fantasies of Climate Change Crises.” Environment and Planning E: Nature and Space 1 (1-2):
224–242.

Whyte, Kyle Powys. 2020. “Against Crisis Epistemology.” In Handbook of Critical Indigenous Studies,
edited by Brendan Hokowhitu, Aileen Moreton-Robinson, Linda Tuhiwai-Smith, Chris Andersen,
and Steve Larkin, 52–64. Abingdon, Oxon: Routledge.

Wolford, Wendy. 2021. “The Plantationocene: A Lusotropical Contribution to the Theory.” Annals of
the American Association of Geographers 111 (6): 1622–1639.

Xiuhtecutli, Nezahualcoyotl, and Annie Shattuck. 2021. “Crisis Politics and US Farm Labor: Health
Justice and Florida Farmworkers Amid a Pandemic.” Journal of Peasant Studies 48 (1): 73–98.

Kasia Paprocki is an associate professor in the Department of Geography and Environment at the
London School of Economics and Political Science. She is the author of Threatening Dystopias: The
Global Politics of Climate Change Adaptation in Bangladesh (2021).

10 K. PAPROCKI

http://archive.blackwoodgallery.ca/exhibitions/2018/Broadsheet_Grafting.pdf

	Abstract
	Climate change as a problem of the past
	Climate change as a problem of the present
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Disclosure statement
	References

