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Many words walk in the world. Many worlds 
are made. Many worlds are made for us. 
There are words and worlds which are lies 
and injustices. There are words and worlds 
which are truths and truthful. We make 
true words. We have been made from true 
words.

In the world of the powerful there is no 
space for anyone but themselves and their 
servants. 

In the world we want everyone fits.
In the world we want many worlds to fit.

-- The Zapatistas, Fourth Declaration of the 
Lacandon Jungle, 1996



Hope
Hopes are (emotive) visions of societies, 
akin to imaginaries and expectations, 
...but wilder

• Hope is insurgent

• Hope is divergent and therefore 
pluriversal
• It walks in many worlds!
• Hope can offer alternatives to the 

power that closes down possibilities
Escobar, A. (2011). Sustainability: Design for the pluriverse. Development, 
54(2), 137–140. https://doi.org/10/dvgvv4

https://doi.org/10/dvgvv4


Hope
Hope is performative: conditions 
action, central to activism
• It helps make socio-material futures
• But always in the "spaciousness of 
uncertainty" where there is room to 
be influenced by directions of 
change not just influencing 
them



The colonisation of hope?
Colonisation not a metaphor, but rather a modern assemblage of practices that:
• ‘Inferiorise’ people on the basis of race, ethnicity and nationality, too often 

accompanied with violence and dispossession
• Always intersecting in complex ways with patriarchal structures of power
• 'Inferiorisation' helps lower the price of extracted resources and labour-value

• Deride and destroy ways of being-becoming-belonging associated with 
‘inferiorised’ peoples
• Settler-colonial elimination of ‘native’ differences in ways of knowing (Wolfe 2006)

• Aim to control socio-material futures of ‘inferiorised' peoples
• By trying to squeeze pluriversal hope (that is performative), into the ‘one world world’ of 

modernity (Law 2015)
• Also through quests for sustainability and resilience…



Colonising
imaginations of 
modern 
sustainability?



“The science is clear. It is understood we 
are facing an unprecedented global 
emergency. We are in a life and death 
situation of our own making.”

-- Extinction Rebellion launch 
press release



Extinction 
Rebellion

Three modern thrusts:
• Universalist understandings of 

the harms of climate change and 
who should speak about them
• Science as the truth that must be 

told
• A tendency to reify the state as 

the actor and institution through 
which all change must pass 
(perhaps because the modern 
state has always protected the 
privilege of XR's dominant voices)



"It is frightening to 
realise how bleak the 
future will be for my 
son’s generation"

-- Deepa Shah 
in the British Journal of General Practice 



Extinction 
Rebellion

Despair and fear as 
puritanism of the privileged, 
where hopes for a 'many 
worlds world' are silenced 
or submerged under

Ideas of uncertainty, 
knowledge democracy, 
plural ways of knowing and 
epistemic justice are 
entirely absent from XR 
discourses



… but what about a new form 
of carbon colonialism and the 

colonisation of worlds of hope?



Net zero (core refs)

• Hansson (2012). Colonizing the future: The case of CCS. In N. Markusson, S. Shackley, & B. Evar
(Eds.), The Social Dynamics of Carbon Capture and Storage. Routledge.

• Discourses around future energy technologies such as CCS emphasise concensus, closure and stabilization of facts
• Future energy outcomes entail significant scientific, technical and economic uncertainty – usually unacknowledged as the science hits policy

• Beck & Mahony (2017). The IPCC and the politics of anticipation. 
Nature Climate Change, 7(5), 311–313. https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3264

• The IPCC doesn't just forecast futures, it makes them
• "[IAM] pathways and scenarios do not just represent possible futures, but also help to bring certain futures into being"
• "The sequence of targets highlights a series of technological promises in which parameters and capabilities were at least as 

much ‘constructed’ by models and modellers as by engineers and scientists, which then reshaped political aspirations as much 
as being elicited by them."

• McLaren & Markusson (2020). The co-evolution of technological promises, modelling, policies and 
climate change targets. 
Nature Climate Change, 10(5), 392–397. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0740-1

• The co-evolution of technological promises, modelling, policies and climate change targets has enabled policy prevarication, leaving mitigation poorly delivered, 
yet the technological promises often remain buried in the models used to inform policy

• Since Copenhagen, IAMs have become more reliant on negative emissions technologies to meet outcome temperature scenario targets (e.g. 1.5°), in turn, 
performatively ushering these technologies and social orders (topologies?!?!) into being.

• If policy demands net-zero and 1.5° limits, it's likely that modellers will invent and include technologies like solar radiation management in the next generation of 
models without consideration for anticipation, precaution, democracy etc. This in turn influences funding and downplays urgency and undermines societal 
commitment to meaningful responses

• Bressand & Ekins (2021). How the decarbonisation discourse may lead to a reduced set of policy options for climate 
policies in Europe in the 2020s. 
Energy Research & Social Science, 78, 102118. https://doi.org/10/gkgnzx

• "The (net-zero) ‘ambition’ metric is at the intersection of scientific, emotion, and moral influence"

"The (net-zero) ‘ambition’ metric 
is at the intersection of scientific, 
emotion, and moral influence”
- Bressand & Ekins (2021)

https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3264
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-020-0740-1
https://doi.org/10/gkgnzx


Net-zero
• Convenient solution for avoiding real 

transformation and favouring the pathways that 
do not alter the social status quo
• “net-zero implies that if there is a certain 

amount of climate-changing emissions in one 
place, it can be ‘offset’ elsewhere”
• “a mindset that equates pollution emitted or 

forest cut in one place to pollution absorbed or 
afforestation done elsewhere, is ecologically 
and socially ignorant (or willfully negligent)”
• Carbon is not the only problem, obvs
• A numbers game with no consideration “for the 

complexity, quality, and multiple values of the forests 
that will be cleared”

• Constructing 'green' sacrifice zones?

Kothari, A. (2021, July 13). The ‘net-zero’ greenwash. Wall Street International. 
https://wsimag.com/economy-and-politics/66356-the-net-zero-greenwash

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S259033222030542X
https://wsimag.com/economy-and-politics/66356-the-net-zero-greenwash


Net zero – technofixes to colonise hope?
• The IPCC doesn't just forecast futures, it helps make them: "Integrated 

Assessment Modelling pathways help to bring certain futures into being”
• IAMs have become more reliant on negative emissions technologies, 

thereby performatively helping to bring these technologies and social 
orders into being

• Discourses around such techno-fixes emphasise consensus, closure and 
stabilization of facts
• All kinds of scientific, technical and economic uncertainties left 

unacknowledged as climate science hits policy

• Technological promises, policies and climate change targets as co-evolving, 
yet the promises often remain buried inside the models used to inform 
policy

• If policy demands net-zero and 1.5° limits, modellers are likely to include 
technologies like solar radiation management in their next generation 
models without consideration for uncertainties, precaution, democracy

• "Seemingly radical technologies are promoted in ways that project into the 
future our current economic and political structures” - Smith and Fressoli 
2021



Conclusions
•Hope suffers when those who help build futures can 
only imagine and walk through 'one world world' of 
modernity
• In the name of sustainability, thus, the earth's pluriverse of thousands of still surviving biocultural ways of 

living/knowing on earth, and 7000+ languages, is subordinated to the net-zero or climate agendas of 
movements like Extinction Rebellion and institutions like IPCC

• The same pluriverse (in its more flourishing and expansive versions) has been similarly subordinated to 
modern economic growth and development, over the last 500+ years

•Crucial to decolonise hope therefore, by letting it dream 
and build a many worlds world
• Solidarity with 'indigenous' environmental resistance and the thriving of pluriversal ways of living therefore 

more important than ever before
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