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Abstract: This article examines the emergence, evolution, and theoretical framing of the global environmental movement. Drawing on 

key literature from political sociology, environmental studies, and organizational theory, it explores how these movements challenge 

dominant economic paradigms, promote post-materialist values, and foster public participation in ecological advocacy. The article 

analyzes the movement's structure, strategies, and ideological shifts, emphasizing its role in reshaping collective action. It further 

highlights the interplay between rational strategy and emotional engagement, offering insights into the transformative power of 

environmental activism across global contexts.  
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1. Introduction  
 

In recent years, the global system, under the influences of 

globalization, liberalization, and the deregulation policies it 

upholds and enforces, has evidently strengthened conditions 

that exacerbate its own vulnerability and ambiguity. In other 

words, an unchecked and persistent exploitation can be 

observed, carried out by those who hold significant cultural 

and economic capital against others, facilitated by the 

unfettered globalization of natural resources and national 

economies. Nonetheless, the sustainability of continuous 

economic growth appears questionable, as it perpetuates and 

reinforces a framework of inequalities and multi-dimensional 

and frequently obscured socio-economic inequalities. This 

framework frequently remains imperceptible to the subjects 

involved in social life, effectively marginalizing a substantial 

portion of the global public sphere (Martínez-Alier, 2020). 

 

Furthermore, it is noted that the majority of engaged citizens 

find themselves, often through no fault of their own, caught 

in a dilemma, that is, either to adapt to the entrenched realities 

shaped by the globalized market-society, or to position 

themselves outside of this system, with all the consequential 

risks this entails. Importantly, such individual decisions rarely 

influence the overall functionality of the economic system, as 

they do not pose a significant threat to its continuation (Meyer 

& Laschever, 2015; World Bank Open Data, 2017). The 

reinforcement of these conditions is fundamentally supported 

by opinion makers, including intellectuals, academics, 

authors, journalists, and politicians, who often act in 

accordance with their personal and substantial economic 

interests (Longhofer et al., 2016). 

 

Nevertheless, it should be emphasized that the structural 

manipulation within global markets, which consolidates the 

economic and cultural hegemony of a few, is not immutable. 

It can change both internally and externally, as it does not 

possess eternal or unalterable characteristics. Consequently, 

this contradicts the principles of common sense and, in many 

cases, poses challenges to contemporary liberal political 

ideologies. The emergence of new realities is so powerful, 

absolute, and tangible that it effectively creates an 

imperceptible yet inevitable pathway for all citizens to adapt 

to these evolving circumstances (Aydin et al., 2017; Mouzelis 

& Pagoulatos, 2017). 

 

Against this backdrop, various social movements adopt 

inclusive, multi-strategic approaches –encompassing 

ideological, operational, and strategic dimensions– they 

attempt to restore balance and harmony in the face of systemic 

dysfunctions and societal rigidities. Social movements, 

therefore, act as agents of change, striving to counterbalance 

the adverse effects of globalization. These dynamics may 

concern power relations, social norms, values, or broader 

societal structures. This article aims to examine the 

emergence and development of environmental movements 

globally, analyzing their theoretical foundations, 

organizational forms, and their role in shaping new societal 

values and public engagement (Feenstra et al., 2015; 

Rohlinger, 2015; Barca & Leonardi, 2018; Tran, 2022). 

 

Conceptualizations and definitions of social movements  

Struggles within a complete or incomplete social system 

predominantly define collective behavior, which emerges as 

a response to prevailing conditions. It is argued that the 

strength of neoliberal ideology lies in its foundation on a form 

of social Darwinism, where the strongest and most capable 

invariably prevail. Yet, contemporary poverty and 

deprivation should not be seen as intrinsic components of 

social progress. This has given rise to new social movements 

that challenge the trajectory toward globalization, 

emphasizing that "the paradoxical nature of capitalism 

represents a popularized myth from which society must 

extricate itself" (Hardt & Negri, 2002). Understanding social 

movements requires grappling with complex concepts such as 

collective interest, which itself can only be fully understood 

through the lens of collective action and its interactions with 

a network of related concepts (Villamayor-Tomas & Garcia-

Lopez, 2018; Yasin, 2022). 

 

In continuation of the above reasoning, a critical need arises 

for the restructuring and reorganization of social institutions, 

political, economic, and cultural relations, labor relations, and 

ultimately, the rejection of the notion that the economy is the 

core of human existence. The economy should return to its 

original function, serving as a means to sustain human life 

rather than an ultimate goal that drives humanity toward 
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destruction and the erosion of human values. This orientation 

is vastly misaligned with the aspirations and mindsets of 

citizens in contemporary Western societies, who often exhibit 

indifference or self-interest. Consequently, genuine 

participation in political and social programs remains 

minimal, undermining collective action (Akbulut et al., 

2019). 

 

Social movements, therefore, represent proactive projections 

into unknown future conditions, distinct from the immediate 

conflicts and constraints of the present. They function as 

vehicles for envisioning and pursuing alternative social 

orders, emphasizing the collective capacity to influence 

change through organized action. Eyerman and Jamison 

(1991) conceptualize social movements as organizations of 

temporary cognitive interests, noting that movements may 

fragment as their cognitive frameworks weaken. It is crucial, 

however, not to conflate the organizations associated with 

social movements with the movements themselves. While the 

definition captures essential elements, it overlooks the 

dominant power structures that movements challenge. 

Doherty (2002) identifies four defining features of social 

movements: a) The use of protest as a form of action and 

identification through non-institutionalized networks of 

interaction, b) partial operation outside established political 

institutions, c) rejection of authoritarian forms of power and, 

d) conscious collective identity (Satheesh, 2021).  

 

Additionally, the identity of social movements is shaped by 

several constitutive elements: 

• The element uniting diverse movements into a holistic 

theory is ambiguity, which drives all movements and the 

call for change. In essence, actions are directed toward the 

recognition of the need to transform the system, either 

within a specific group or society at large. A social system 

is realized only when its structural elements are 

fundamentally altered to achieve systemic change 

(Scheidel et al., 2020). 

• Complementary elements include membership defined by 

belief in the movement’s goals, informal participation 

structures, ideological cohesion, differentiation of 

members according to ideology and objectives, and the 

correlation between causation and outcome. Social 

movements persuade society to adopt moral values and 

pursue societal change, with indeterminate duration and 

sustainability as defining characteristics (Habermas, 1981; 

Reddy, 2014; Berny, 2018). 

• Movements exist to advance social goals, whether 

maintaining the status quo or advocating for change in the 

social order (Sanz & Rodríguez-Labajos, 2021). 

• They reflect the belief that individuals can self-determine 

the trajectory of their societies, shaping collective norms 

and aspirations (Avila, 2018). 

• The absence of codified leadership allows flexibility and 

adaptability, enabling movements to pursue long-term 

goals without rigid institutional constraints. Leadership 

often emerges organically among members who develop 

effective strategies (Berny, 2016; Rahman & Hasan, 

2022). 

 

In new social movements, the “silent principle” emphasizes 

solidarity, fostering international connections and enabling 

participants to act as proactive agents. Innovative forms of 

engagement emerge, allowing resistance to entrenched 

systems, promoting inclusive participation, and excluding 

self-serving minority interests (Saito, 2023; Tetreault, 2022). 

These characteristics ensure the defense of humanity’s 

highest cultural values, positioning social movements as a 

fundamental form of resistance to the logic of immediate 

profit in a globalized market (Bourdieu, 2001; Saes et al., 

2021). 

 

The case of the environmental movement  

During the 1960s and 1970s, a distinct type of social 

movement emerged. Unlike earlier movements focused on 

material rights, such as equality or suffrage, new social 

movements sought to cultivate new identities, providing 

participants with frameworks through which they could 

challenge established social norms and assumptions (Tsutsui, 

2018). These movements allow participants to reframe and 

reassess their lived experiences and understandings (Mitra & 

Borza, 2011; Marshall et al., 2014). Importantly, the 

objectives of these movements are not the acquisition of state 

power but rather the transformation of cultural and material 

structures and the challenging of stereotypes promoted by 

powerful global interest groups. The peace movement, 

feminist movement, and environmental movement exemplify 

this category of new social movements (Temper et al., 2018; 

Tran et al., 2020; Yasin, 2023). The environmental activism 

of the 1960s cannot be fully explained using earlier 

theoretical frameworks. Its objectives are not easily aligned 

with specific socio-economic classes, and the opponents of 

the movement are not easily identified as discrete individuals 

or interest groups (Saes & Bisht, 2020). The environmental 

movement, like other contemporary movements, does not 

seek to reject industrial civilization outright. Instead, it 

promotes choices grounded in ecological and social criteria, 

not in profit maximization or market logic (Wagner, 2020).  

 

Buechler (1995) emphasizes the utility of new social 

movement theories for highlighting the variations and 

nuances of these movements. These theories note the 

significance of symbolic action in civil society, prioritizing 

autonomy and self-determination over the pursuit of power. 

First, most branches of the new social movements emphasize 

in the cultural sphere or in the civil society the symbolic 

action, as an important arena for collective action together 

with the instrumental action in the state or political sphere. 

Second, the theorists of the new social movements highlight 

more the importance of practices that promote self-

determination and autonomy, rather than strategies that 

intentionally aim at maximizing their power and impact. 

Third, there exist also some theorists who, in contrast to 

conflicts over material resources, overemphasize the role of 

post-materialist values in the more extended part of 

contemporary collective action. Fourth, the theorists avoid 

referring to assumptions and conjectures, where the interests 

of the conflicting groups are structurally determined, but on 

the contrary, they think and consider that they are due to the 

fragile process of constructing collective identities and 

defining the interests of these groups. Fifth, the various 

problems of the group do not derive from the structural 

position of this group, but from the socially constructed nature 

of ideology and problems. In conclusion, the new social 

movements do not presuppose that centralized organizational 

forms are a prerequisite for successful mobilization. Rather, 
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they acknowledge a diverse array of latent, temporary, and 

underground networks that, in most cases, sustain and support 

collective action (Svendsen & Laberge, 2005; Rodriguez-

Labajos et al., 2019).  

 

Game theory offers a framework to understand strategic 

interactions within environmental movements. Actors, 

according to this approach, make calculated decisions during 

their actions, adjusting tactically and strategically in response 

to their opponents (Aras & Crowther, 2010; Ghazoul & 

Kleinschroth, 2018). The concept of equilibrium in game 

theory identifies scenarios in which no player benefits from 

unilaterally changing their strategy (Berny & Rootes, 2018; 

Raphael, 2019). All potential outcomes are considered open-

ended, allowing for flexibility and adaptation. Certain 

strategic decisions may seem irrational at first glance, but may 

later demonstrate significant benefits for the actor involved 

(Bargheer, 2018). This perspective emphasizes that self-

interested rationality often coexists with emotional and moral 

motivations. The integration of affective considerations with 

rational calculation reflects a more comprehensive 

understanding of human behavior in collective action. 

Environmental movements, therefore, strategically navigate 

between rational planning and emotional engagement, 

enabling them to mobilize supporters effectively (Tilly, 1978; 

Global Witness, 2019; Evans et al., 2020; Walter & Wagner, 

2021). 

 

Framing is a key tool used by environmental movements to 

structure public understanding and perception of 

environmental issues. By presenting ecological concerns 

through carefully constructed narratives, movements can 

guide how the broader public interprets events. According to 

Snow and Benford (1992), the success of a dominant 

interpretive frame depends on its resonance with the 

worldview of potential supporters. Environmental 

movements aim to replace the prevailing “social construction 

of nature” with alternative interpretations that are equally 

persuasive and actionable (Martínez-Alier, 2023). Collective 

emotions, such as love, anger, and passion, are integral to 

these framing processes. They become part of the collective 

identity, motivating participation beyond purely rational 

considerations. Solidarity and empathy constitute vital 

sources of social capital for movement participants. The daily 

practices, experiments, and innovations within these 

movements reflect a deliberate challenge to dominant cultural 

codes and societal norms, often reimagining collective moral 

and ethical frameworks (Burns & Tobin, 2017; Del Bene et 

al., 2018). 

 

2. Conclusions  
 

Understanding the evolution and current strategies of 

environmental movements is crucial for grasping their 

influence on global ecological governance, cultural 

transformation, and democratic participation. The central 

challenge faced by most contemporary social movements, 

including environmental movements, lies in resisting 

pressures imposed by industrial modernity, capitalist 

“progress,” and the relentless expansion of global markets. 

These movements advocate for the protection of workers’ 

rights, environmental preservation, and the safeguarding of 

community traditions. They confront the unchecked 

exploitation of natural resources, the relentless drive for profit 

accumulation, and the rapid modernization that threatens 

local ecosystems and social cohesion. Unlike traditional 

movements, which often relied on negotiation with political 

and economic authorities to achieve their objectives, new 

social movements –including environmental ones– operate as 

identity-based movements. Their demands are non-negotiable 

and transcend class interests, reflecting universal concerns 

such as environmental sustainability, education, and peace. In 

doing so, they reorient collective action around ethical, moral, 

and post-materialist values rather than material accumulation. 

 

Environmental movements, specifically, exemplify this post-

materialist shift. They prioritize ecological integrity, social 

justice, and human well-being over the accumulation of 

wealth and industrial growth. This approach underscores the 

necessity of rethinking the role of economic development in 

society, moving from a utilitarian pursuit of growth to a 

framework that emphasizes sustainability, equity, and long-

term social resilience. By fostering public participation, these 

movements cultivate citizen engagement and create avenues 

for collective action, thereby reinforcing democratic 

principles and societal responsibility. Furthermore, 

environmental movements utilize a combination of strategic 

planning, emotional engagement, and cognitive framing to 

achieve their objectives. They create narratives that resonate 

with supporters, mobilize collective action, and challenge 

dominant social and economic paradigms. Emotions such as 

solidarity, empathy, and shared passion play a central role in 

sustaining participation, complementing rational strategic 

decision-making. These movements innovate continuously, 

experimenting with alternative methods of activism and 

community engagement to challenge prevailing norms and 

envision new social futures. 

 

The significance of environmental movements extends 

beyond the immediate protection of ecosystems. They foster 

cultural transformation, challenge entrenched socio-

economic hierarchies, and promote global awareness of 

ecological interdependence. Through this multi-layered 

approach, they contribute to the development of a more 

conscious, participatory, and sustainable global society. By 

advocating for ecological and social justice, environmental 

movements embody a holistic vision of human progress that 

integrates moral values, post-materialist ideals, and strategic 

collective action. In essence, the environmental movement 

exemplifies the power of contemporary social movements to 

enact meaningful change. By combining strategic rationality, 

emotional resonance, and normative framing, it mobilizes 

citizens to rethink and reconstruct societal values and 

practices. Its legacy and ongoing efforts demonstrate the 

critical role of collective action in shaping a sustainable, 

equitable, and culturally enriched global future. 

 

References 
 

[1] Akbulut, B., Demaria, F., Gerber, J.F., & Martinez-

Alier, J. (2019). Who promotes sustainability? Five 

theses on the relationships between the degrowth and 

the environmental justice movements. Ecological 

Economics, 165, 106418. Available on: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2019.106418. 

Paper ID: SR251012235931 DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.21275/SR251012235931 708 

http://www.ijsr.net/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2019.106418


International Journal of Science and Research (IJSR) 
ISSN: 2319-7064 

Impact Factor 2024: 7.101 

Volume 14 Issue 10, October 2025 
Fully Refereed | Open Access | Double Blind Peer Reviewed Journal 

www.ijsr.net 

[2] Aras, G., & Crowther, D. (2010). Non-Governmental 

CSR: An agenda for research. In G. Aras & D. Crowther 

(Eds.), NGOs and social responsibility. London: 

Bingley, Emerald. 

[3] Aydin, C.I., Ozkaynak, B., Rodriguez-Labajos, B., & 

Yenilmez, T. (2017). Network effects in environmental 

justice struggles: An investigation of conflicts between 

mining companies and civil society organizations from 

a network perspective. PLoS One, 12(7). Available on:  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180494. 

[4] Avila, S. (2018). Environmental justice and the 

expanding geography of wind power conflicts. 

Sustainability Science, 13, 599–616. 

[5] Barca, S., & Leonardi, E. (2018). Working-class 

ecology and union politics: A conceptual topology. 

Globalizations, 15, 487–503. 

[6] Bargheer, S. (2018). Apocalypse adjourned: Τhe rise 

and decline of cold war environmentalism in Germany. 

Environmental Politics, 27(6), 973–993. Available on: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2018.1459033.  

[7] Berny, N. (2016). Environmental groups. In C. Burns, 

A. Jordan, & V. Gravey (Eds.), The EU referendum and 

the UK environment: An expert review (pp. 113–125). 

Available on: http://ukandeu.ac.uk/wp-

content/uploads/2016/04/Expert-Review%5FEU-

referendum-UK-environment.pdf. 

[8] Berny, N. (2018). Institutionalisation and distinctive 

competences of environmental NGOs: The expansion of 

French organizations. Environmental Politics, 27(6), 

1033–1056. Available on: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2017.1419546.   

[9] Berny, N., & Rootes, C. (2018). Environmental NGOs 

at a crossroads? Environmental Politics, 27(6), 947–

972.  

[10] Bourdieu, P. (2001). For a European social movement 

– Counterattack of fires II. Athens: Patakis. 

[11] Buechler, S.M. (1995). New social movements theories. 

The Sociological Quarterly, 36(3), 441–464.  

[12] Burns, C., & Tobin, P. (2017). The limits of ambitious 

environmental policy in time of Crisis. In C. Adelle, K. 

Biedenkopf & D. Torney (Εds.), The external dimension 

of European Union environmental policy: Rules, 

regulation and governance beyond borders (319–336).  

Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 

[13] Del Bene, D., Scheidel, A., & Temper, L. (2018). More 

dams, more violence? A global analysis on resistances 

and repression around conflictive dams through co-

produced knowledge. Sustainability Science, 13, 617–

633. 

[14] Doherty, B. (2002). Ideas and actions in the green 

movement. New York: Routledge. 

[15] Eyerman, R., & Jamison, A. (1991). Social movements:  

A cognitive approach. USA, Penn: State Press. 

[16] Evans, E.M., Schofer, E., & Hironaka, A. (2020). 

Globally visible environmental protest: A cross-

national analysis, 1970–2010. Sociological 

Perspectives, 63(5), 1–23. Available on 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0731121420908899.   

[17] Feenstra, R.C., Inklaar, R., & Timmer, M.P. (2015). The 

next generation of the Penn world table. American 

Economic Review, 105(10), 3150–3182. 

[18] Ghazoul, J., & Kleinschroth, F. (2018). A global 

perspective is needed to protect environmental 

defenders. Nature Ecology & Evolution, 2, 1340–1342. 

[19] Global Witness (2019). Enemies of the state? How 

government and business silence land and 

environmental defenders. London. Retrieved on 

09/09/2025 from: 

https://www.iccaconsortium.org/2019/07/18/enemies-

of-the-state-how-governments-and-business-silence-

land-and-environmental-defenders/.  

[20] Habermas, J. (1981). New social movements. Telos, 49, 

34–47. 

[21] Hardt, M., & Negri, A. (2002). Empire. Athens: Scripta. 

[22] Longhofer, W., Schofer, E., Miric, N., & Frank, D.J. 

(2016). NGOs, INGOs, and Environmental Policy 

Reform, 1970–2010. Social Forces, 94(4), 1743–1768. 

[23] Marshall, M.G., Gurr, T.R., & K. Jaggers, K. (2014). 

Polity IV project: Political regime characteristics and 

transitions, 1800–2012. Dataset Users’ Manual. Fort 

Collins, CO: Colorado State University. 

[24] Martínez-Alier, J. (2020). A global environmental 

justice movement: Mapping ecological distribution 

conflicts. Disjuntiva-Crítica de les Ciències Socials, 

1(2), 81–126. Available on: 

https://doi.org/10.14198/DISJUNTIVA2020.1.2.6. 

[25] Martínez-Alier, J. (2023). Land, water, air and 

freedom: The making of world movements for 

environmental justice. Northampton, MA, USA: 

Edward Elgar Publishing, Inc. Available on: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.4337/9781035312771.  

[26] Meyer, D.S., & Laschever, E. (2015). Social 

movements and the institutionalization of dissent in 

America. In R. Lieberman, S. Mettler, & R. Valelley 

(Eds.), The Oxford handbook of American political 

development (pp. 563–593). Oxford, England: Oxford 

University Press. 

[27] Mitra, A., & Borza, A. (2011). Social entrepreneurship 

and social responsibility: Comparative study. 

Management & Marketing Challenges for the 

Knowledge Society, 6(2), 243–254. 

[28] Mouzelis, N., & Pagoulatos, G. (2017). Civil society 

and citizenship in post-war Greece. Hellenic Journal of 

Political Science, 22(1), 5–29. 

[29] Rahman, A., & Hasan, M. (2022). From local to global: 

Networked activism against multinational extractivism. 

Review of Communication, 22(3), 231–255. 

[30] Raphael, C. (2019). Engaged scholarship and 

environmental justice. A guide. Santa Clara: Santa Clara 

University. 

[31] Reddy, M. (2014). The transnationalization of social 

movements. In H. Van Der Heijden (Ed.), Handbook of 

political citizenship and social movements (pp. 334–

358). Cheltenham, England: Edward Elgar. 

[32] Rodriguez-Labajos, B., Yánez, I., Bond, P., Greyl, L., 

Munguti, S., Godwin, O., & Overbeek, W. (2019). Not 

so natural an alliance? Degrowth and environmental 

justice movements in the global south. Ecological 

Economics, 157, 175–184.  

[33] Rohlinger, D.A. (2015). Abortion politics, mass media, 

and social movements in America. Boston, MA: 

Cambridge University Press. 

[34] Saes, B.M., & Bisht, A. (2020). Iron ore peripheries in 

the extractive boom: A comparison between mining 

Paper ID: SR251012235931 DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.21275/SR251012235931 709 

http://www.ijsr.net/
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180494
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2018.1459033
http://ukandeu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Expert-Review_EU-referendum-UK-environment.pdf
http://ukandeu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Expert-Review_EU-referendum-UK-environment.pdf
http://ukandeu.ac.uk/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Expert-Review_EU-referendum-UK-environment.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2017.1419546
https://doi.org/10.1177/0731121420908899
https://www.iccaconsortium.org/2019/07/18/enemies-of-the-state-how-governments-and-business-silence-land-and-environmental-defenders/
https://www.iccaconsortium.org/2019/07/18/enemies-of-the-state-how-governments-and-business-silence-land-and-environmental-defenders/
https://www.iccaconsortium.org/2019/07/18/enemies-of-the-state-how-governments-and-business-silence-land-and-environmental-defenders/
https://doi.org/10.14198/DISJUNTIVA2020.1.2.6
http://dx.doi.org/10.4337/9781035312771


International Journal of Science and Research (IJSR) 
ISSN: 2319-7064 

Impact Factor 2024: 7.101 

Volume 14 Issue 10, October 2025 
Fully Refereed | Open Access | Double Blind Peer Reviewed Journal 

www.ijsr.net 

conflicts in India and Brazil. The Extractive Industries 

& Society, 7(4), 1567–1578. 

[35] Saes, B.M., Del Bene, D., Neyra, R., Wagner, L., & 

Martinez-Alier, J. (2021). Environmental justice and 

corporate social irresponsibility: The case of the mining 

company Vale S.A. Ambiente e Sociedade, 24, 1–25. 

Available on: http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1809-

4422asoc20210014vu2021L4ID.  

[36] Saito, K. (2023). Marx in the Anthropocene: Towards 

the idea of degrowth communism. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. 

[37] Sanz, T., & Rodríguez-Labajos, B. (2021). Does artistic 

activism change anything? Strategies and 

transformative effects of arts in anti-coal struggles in 

Oakland, CA. Geoforum, 122, 41–54. 

[38] Satheesh, S. (2021). Fighting in the name of workers: 

Exploring the dynamics of labour-environmental 

conflicts in Kerala. In S. Satheesh (Ed.), The Palgrave 

handbook of environmental labour studies (pp: 199–

223). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.  

[39] Scheidel, A., Del Bene, D., Liu, J., Navas, G., 

Mingorria, S., Demaria, F., Avila, S., Roy, B., Ertor, I., 

Temper, L., & Martinez-Alier, J. (2020). Environmental 

conflicts and defenders: A global overview. Global 

Environmental Change, 63, 102104, 1–12. Available 

on: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2020.102104.  

[40] Snow, D.A., & Benford, R.D. (1992). Master frames 

and cycles of protest. In A. Morris & C. McClurg 

Mueller (Eds.), Frontiers in social movement theory. 

New Haven: Yale University Press. 

[41] Svendsen, A.C., & Laberge, M. (2005). Convening 

stakeholder networks: A new way of thinking, being and 

engaging.  Journal of Corporate Citizenship, 19, 91–

104. 

[42] Temper, L., Demaria, F., Scheidel, A., Del Bene, D., & 

Martinez-Alier, J. (2018). The Global environmental 

justice Atlas (EJAtlas): Ecological distribution conflicts 

as forces for sustainability. Sustainability Science, 13, 

573–584. 

[43] Tetreault, D. (2022). Two sides of the same coin: 

Increasing material extraction rates and social 

environmental conflicts in Mexico. Environment, 

Development and Sustainability, 24, 14163–14183. 

Available on: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-021-

02025-4.   

[44] Tilly, Ch. (1978). From mobilization to revolution. New 

York: Random House. 

[45] Tran, D. (2022). Realities beyond reporting: Women 

environmental defenders in South Africa. Feminist 

Media Studies, 23(5), 2152–2159. 

[46] Tran, D., Martinez-Alier, J., Navas, G., & Mingorria, S. 

(2020). Gendered geographies of violence: A multiple 

case study analysis of murdered women environmental 

defenders. Journal of Political Ecology, 27(1), 1189–

1212.   

[47] Tsutsui, K. (2018). Rights make might: Global human 

rights and minority social movements in Japan. New 

York: Oxford University Press. 

[48] Yasin, Z.T. (2022). The environmentalization of the 

agrarian question and the agrarianization of the climate 

justice movement. Journal of Peasant Studies, 49(7), 

1355–1386. 

[49] Yasin, Z.T. (2023). The socio-ecological question, the 

global environmental justice movement and anti-

systemic environmentalism. Perspectives on Global 

Development & Technology, 21(5/6), 466–489. 

[50] Villamayor-Tomas, S., & Garcia-Lopez, G. (2018). 

Social movements as key actors in governing the 

commons: Evidence from community-based resource 

management cases across the world. Global 

Environmental Change, 53, 114–126. 

[51] Wagner, L. (2020). Environmental justice. In O. 

Kaltmeier, A. Tittor, D. Hawkins & E. Rohland (Eds.), 

The Routledge handbook to the political economy and 

governance of the Americas. (pp. 93–102). New York: 

Routledge. 

[52] Walter, M., & Wagner, L. (2021). Mining struggles in 

Argentina. The keys of a successful story of 

mobilization. The Extractive Industries & Society, 8(4), 

1–13. Available on: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2021.100940.  

[53] World Bank Open Data (2017). Retrieved on 

09/09/2025 from: http://data.worldbank.org/.  

Paper ID: SR251012235931 DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.21275/SR251012235931 710 

http://www.ijsr.net/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1809-4422asoc20210014vu2021L4ID
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1809-4422asoc20210014vu2021L4ID
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2020.102104
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-021-02025-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-021-02025-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2021.100940
http://data.worldbank.org/



