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Abstract
Resource use and management are central concerns to environmental geography scholars, who have mobi-

lized diverse approaches to examine the making, circulation, and socioecological effects of resources and

resource systems. Informed by our reading of the resource geography literature and our experiences edit-

ing The Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, we reflect on the role of resources in the study

of human–environment interactions. First, we outline what we mean by “critical” in critical resource geog-

raphy and identify approaches scholars working in this area have taken to understand resources and the

worlds that are created and undone through their production, circulation, consumption, and disposal.

We then identify an aporia internal to critical resource geography that derives from the field’s centering
of a concept—“resources”—that is fundamentally linked to the colonial and capitalist subjugation of peo-

ples and environments. Building from this, we propose an orientation for the field that recognizes critique

to be the starting point of a collective effort to “unbound” the World of Resources with the aim of making

what are now familiar resource-relations unacceptable.
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Introduction
If Progress in Environmental Geography is
envisioned as—in the words of the founding
editorial collective—a “space for multiple
strands of inquiry that address a wide range of
human-environment interactions” (The PiEG
Editorial Collective 2021, 1), then the pages
of this new journal will doubtless be a home
for the study of resources. Human–environment

geographers have long addressed questions of
resource use and management. In recent
years, researchers have brought diverse critical
perspectives to examine how resources are
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made and circulated and with what effects (for
appraisals of this growing literature, see
Bridge 2011, 2014; Furlong and Norman
2015; Hayter and Patchell 2015; Huber 2018,
2019, 2022; Kama 2020). In this context, in
late-2017 we embarked on an editorial project
probing the underpinnings of this resource-
centered scholarship. The product of this
editorial work—The Routledge Handbook of
Critical Resource Geography (Himley, Havice
and Valdivia 2021), RHCRG from here on—
brings together writings by more than 60 scho-
lars that together constitute, as we note in the
volume’s introductory chapter, “a polyvocal
collection of scholarship that mobilizes the
terms and framings of resource geography,
while at the same time working to make sense
of the deep-rooted tensions within this arena
of research, teaching, and praxis” (Valdivia,
Himley and Havice 2021, 12).

In this report, we draw on our experiences
editing the RHCRG and our engagement with
the resource geography literature more
broadly to reflect on resources as an area of
concern in the study of human–environment
interactions. We first outline our usage of the
term “critical” in the analysis of resources.
We then identify common approaches that
resource geographers have taken to understand
not just resources themselves—what they are,
how they are materially and discursively
made—but also the worlds that are created
and undone through their production, circula-
tion, consumption, and disposal. We then identify
a vexing aporia internal to critical-geographical
analyses of resources: in their efforts to understand
and “make strange” (cf. Li 2014) resources and
resource systems, such analyses nonetheless
center and reproduce a concept—“resources”—
that is tied to the colonial-capitalist subjugation
of people and environments. Dwelling in (and
on) this aporia, we propose ontological pluralism
as an orientation for critical resource geography
(CRG) that recognizes critique to be the starting
point of a collective effort to “unbound” resources

and the worlds within which they have been
enrolled and co-constituted.

Resource geography and critique
Why critical resource geography? Why not
resource geography? We (the authors) use the
qualifier “critical” to name an intellectual
project that uses the tools of social theory to
probe and imagine otherwise the relationship
between resources and socioecological change.
While not all critical resource scholarship is
the same, we note broad tendencies familiar to
its practices and commitments that speak to
scholars of environmental geography. This crit-
ical approach, for better or worse, has become
endemic to the Anglo-geographic scholarship
on resources, and has shaped both our own
U.S.-informed academic trajectories and many
of the lines of inquiry present in the RHCRG.

First, “critical” stands for a paradigm orienta-
tion seeking to identify misalignments, incon-
gruencies, and power inequities (Carbado
2010) surrounding things that by habit and
custom we call “resources.” Common-place
understandings of resources are typically under-
girded by an assumption that resources are
already present (in actual or potential form)
and that any person or group of people can
and will relate to resources similarly. Take, for
instance, definitions of “resource” from the self-
proclaimed “definitive record of the English lan-
guage,” the Oxford English Dictionary. Here,
“resource” may refer to “a means of supplying
a deficiency or need; something that is a
source of help, information, strength, etc.” In
the plural form, the term may refer to “stocks
or reserves of money, materials, people, or
some other asset, which can be drawn on
when necessary” or to “the collective means
possessed by a country or region for its own
support, enrichment, or defence.”2 In contrast,
CRG adopts a relational analytic3 to insist that
resources are not self-evident or already prede-
termined; rather, they are things (including,
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but not limited to, physical entities) that are
extricated from their existing interdependencies
and incorporated within other sets of relations to
fulfill a historically and geographically specific
objective or desire. Or, as Joe Bryan (2021,
449) puts it, resources are “never immutable
qualities of the world that they make, so much
as they are expressions of a particular under-
standing of the world.” From this analytical per-
spective, resources are not “found” but “made”
(see Kama 2021; Richardson and Weszkalnys
2014) and thus are an achievement of dominant
socio-cultural systems—“the triumph of one
imaginary over others” (Bridge 2009, 1221)
—while at the same time being contingent to
resistance against these arrangements.

Second, CRG questions not only how things
are socially made into discrete resources, for
what purposes, and with what effects, but also
what is unmade and who and what is left out,
erased, and eliminated in the process (Harris
1993; Smith 2012; Yusoff 2018). This orienta-
tion, along with CRG’s “sensitiv[ity] to the his-
tories and geographies of the political economic
setting” (Watts and Peluso 2013, 192), allows
scholars to name and denounce the exploitation
and injustice inherent to colonial-capitalist
resource systems and, in doing so, to respond
to a normative commitment to human “better-
ment,” broadly defined. In making dominant
graphings of the world visible and turning atten-
tion to devalued or excluded perspectives and
experiences, CRG’s aim is to interrupt oppres-
sive systems that degrade socialities and pre-
clude alternative futures (Bond and Basu
2021; Courtheyn and Kamal 2021; Naslund
and McKeithen 2021).

Third, CRG examines how the making of
resources typically requires the destruction
and/or remaking of a broad swath of socio-
ecological relations, involving, inter alia,
knowledge practices, technologies, infrastruc-
tures, and new forms of state-citizen relations
(Bryan 2021; Bustos-Gallardo 2021; Bridge
2015; Kama 2020). In her work on indigenous

cosmopolitics in the Andes, Marisol de la
Cadena (2010, 343) describes this resource-
making process as a “war” between worlds,
not least because it often involves violence
against humans and other-than-human entities.
Yet, the elimination and remaking of worlds to
allow for resources doesn’t have to be a war
of open conflict; it can also proceed via more
pedestrian channels: in the work of accountants,
bureaucrats, engineers, scientists, corporate
community-relations practitioners and others,
whose often-unseen labor is oriented toward
creating the conditions for resource-making
and its normalization (e.g., Ballestero 2019;
Billo 2021; Hayden 2003; Johnson 2021). The
concept of “resource assemblage” (Li 2014) is
an example of how to reframe resources as a
project-in-the-making that involves multiple
kinds of agency and intentions. Through this
lens, resources can be examined as collectives
of things—human, non-human, organic, inor-
ganic, technical, discursive, etc. (see Bakker
and Bridge 2021; Bustos-Gallardo 2021;
Grosz 1994; Probyn 2021)—that are made to
come together into provisional, temporary, and
revisable formations (e.g., Collier and Ong
2005) through power inequities and political
reconfigurations.

The World of Resources
How and for whom do resources matter in the
organization of human societies? Who governs
the making of resources? Whose interests are
served by resource-making? Answering these
questions involves exploring the practices and
frames that make resources and their effects pos-
sible in the world, and developing methods and
pedagogies capable of documenting how resources
move across space and how resource systems
inform the “production, reproduction, and trans-
formation of power” (Cresswell 2011, 75, cited
in Schlosser 2021; see also Cowen 2014) across
spatio-temporal contexts (Biermann, Lane and
Lave 2021; Ciccantell 2021; Fabricant 2021;
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Harrison and Snediker 2021). Methodologically,
some of this work takes an historical or historical-
materialist approach (e.g. Moore 2015; Oliveira
2021); some “follows the thing” in a commodity-
tracing type of exercise (Cook 2004; Harrison
and Snediker 2021); still other work crosses
epistemic borders of academic and activist knowl-
edge production (Bebbington et al. 2021;
Courtheyn and Kamal 2021; Furlong, Verdy and
Uribe-Albornoz 2021) and/or engages in “ethno-
graphic sensibilities” (Berman-Arévalo 2021)
that start from the experience of living within
resource systems (Billo 2021; Johnson 2021).

The possibilities for probing what we call the
World of Resources—including the actors,
logics, tendencies, and dynamics of the
systems through which things (materials, pro-
cesses, phenomena, ideas) are made and circu-
lated as “resources” for the purpose of wealth
accumulation (Valdivia, Himley and Havice
2021)—are legion. Here we highlight three
(sometimes overlapping) lines of analysis
prevalent within the CRG literature.

One common approach for critical resource
geographers is to trace how resources and
resource-making fuel and transform political eco-
nomic systems. At “the scale of the world”
(Agard-Jones 2013), scholars examining the
longue durée of capitalism investigate the role of
resources in (re)producing systems of coloniality,
patriarchy, and racial capitalism. As Matthew
T. Huber (2021, 167) notes, how “resources
become resources has to do with what mode of
production predominates at a given historical
moment.” For instance, colonizing policies and
practices, including the occupation of lands and
the search for and extraction, harvesting, and
trade of living and nonliving materials, nurtured
emergent capitalist economies. This pattern is
evident in the violent extraction of “raw materi-
als” such as furs, silver, timber, as well as in
the original accumulation of land as private prop-
erty and pollution sink (Bernstein 2009; Galeano
1971; Liboiron 2021; Wolf 1982; Yusoff 2018).
Tracing the origins and global movement of

resources offers analytical insights into the
multi-scalar dimensions of global capitalist
expansion and resistance against it at various
administrative levels (Berman-Arévalo 2021;
Johnson 2021; McKittrick 2011; Purifoy 2021;
Wolford 2021). For example, Oliveira (2021)
looks to the phases and sites of socio-ecological
transformation (small and large) of soybean
cultivation to track the intimate association
between the territorial expansion of an extractive
mode of production and colonialism. First
domesticated and dispersed throughout present-
day China through Han colonial expansion,
cultivated soybeans later accompanied and
fueled industrialization as Japan colonized
Korea and “Manchuria” as well as the coloniza-
tion of South American “hinterlands” (Oliveira
2021). Others examine the role of resources
in consolidating configurations of political-
economic power, such as geopolitical dominance,
corporate structure and operations, and national-
isms (Bustos-Gallardo 2021; Campling 2021;
Marston 2019; Nast 2021; Perreault 2021; Zalik
2021). Alternatively, taking the perspective of
agency and “bodies in the system” (Agard-Jones
2013) can reveal how people move into and out
of various conditions of resource-enabled capital-
ist expansion, degradation, and domination (Nast
2021; Zhu and Peluso 2021) and what they
imagine might come after capitalist resource-
based systems (Huber 2021). As Danielle
Purifoy (2021, 123) writes, structural change “in
human modes of being on the planet” must “be
centered around the living of marginalized
humans and nonhuman natures.”

Scholars thinking with resources also examine
how resource-making is imbricated with the
reorganization of life, value, and categories of
human difference. Some of this work involves
revealing the categorical, race-based oppression
of enslaved and unfree people as part and
parcel of resource-centered colonial-capitalist
economies (Inikori 2020; Mintz 1986; Sharpe
2016). For example, scholars have documented
the systematic efforts of merchants and enslavers
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to design vessels to transport over 12 million for-
cibly displaced African people from the
Continent (Rediker 2007); the forced relocation
and erasure of Indigenous societies to secure
land and resources for settler colonialism
(Dunbar-Ortiz 2014; Lowe 2015; Wolfe 2006);
the centrality of caste-based categorizations in
the labor and property relations of urban India
(Ranganathan 2022); and the long histories of
Black- and Indigenous-led resistance movements
that enliven already-existing alternatives to racia-
lized and gendered exploitation (e.g. Hooker
2020). Resources are also intertwined with cul-
tural notions of gendered boundaries and value
creation, which, in the case of extractive industry,
“reflects and reproduces heteronormative binar-
ies among valued and unvalued natures, bodies,
and forms of labor power” (Fent 2021, 103).
That is, the webs and networks of power
through which resources are made, assembled,
and extracted shape both access to and control
over nature and bodies. Or, as Mollett (2021,
94) notes, “Patriarchy, indigeneity, and blackness
and their entanglements, take on symbolic and
embodied meaning as part of the longue durée
of coloniality embedded in contemporary extract-
ive development processes” (see also Purifoy
2021).

Critical resource geographers recognize that
as the notion of what a resource is or might be
multiplies, so do the potential effects of resources
on the organization of human life. This scholar-
ship pays attention to how new forms of value
are attached to the material properties of
resources (living and nonliving)—and to their
transformation—to meet (new) capitalist pro-
mises. We observe such novel resource-making,
for example, in the expansion of renewable
energy projects (Anderson et al. 2019; Delgado
2021); in the development of new methodologies
of resource valuation (Bond and Basu 2021); in
the reframing of forests as “carbon removal”
climate change mitigation strategies (Carton
and Edstedt 2021); in the medical “resourcifica-
tion” of human tissue and body parts (Fannin

2021); and in more. Such observations prompt
critical resource geographers to ask future-
oriented, speculative questions, such as: Will
reinventing resources reproduce and deepen the
power inequities of prior resource systems or
open possibilities for more egalitarian resource
governance (Bebbington et al. 2021; Delgado
2021)? Can natural capital accounting be reap-
propriated to support the struggle against extra-
ctivism (Bond and Basu 2021)? What new
ethical concerns emerge from the proliferation
of novel forms of resource-making, and might
these sow seeds of resistance to historically
uneven geographies of resources (Curley 2021;
Shapiro-Garza et al. 2021)?

These lines of inquiry, and many others,
converged in the RHCRG. To help make
sense of them collectively, we developed a
heuristic device that we call “resource-
making/world-making,” which builds on the
critical and relational approach to resources
outlined above. This device combines two
conceptual tools familiar in the field. The
first is the “resource-making” frame devel-
oped in anthropology and science studies to
focus attention on the practices through
which heterogeneous physical features are
“rendered into knowable and exploitable
resources” (Kama 2020, 334). The second,
the “world-making” frame, refers to the ways
that socioecological worlds are (un)made in
and through the extraction, circulation, con-
sumption, and disposal of resources (de la
Cadena 2015; Simpson 2017; Tsing 2015)—
a perspective that allows for thinking with
expanding possibilities of being otherwise
(Müller 2021). Throughout the RHCRG, and
most explicitly in its final section, chapter
authors mobilize this heuristic device to
analyze how resources, and the worlds in
which they are recursively enmeshed, are not
just “made,” but constantly “remade,” or
made differently. For instance, Elizabeth
Lunstrum and Francis Massé (2021) explore
how making “wildlife” into a resource has
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involved not only producing animals, conser-
vation science, and militarized security, but
also new categories of the human, namely,
the poacher, while Lisa Campbell et al.
(2021) trace how global maps of large-scale
marine protected areas can perform a range
of ocean worlds: an ocean conserved, an asser-
tion of sovereignty by small island developing
states, evidence of neocolonialism or NGO
success, or spaces of management. More
broadly, the resource-making/world-making
heuristic opens an expansive approach to the
study of resources, one that we hope is
capable of making (more) visible the connec-
tions between the (un)making of resources
and the (un)making of worlds.

Unbounding the World of
Resources
I am so tired of waiting,

Aren’t you,
For the world to become good

And beautiful and kind?

Let us take a knife

And cut the world in two -

And see what worms are eating

At the rind.

Langston Hughes, “Tired” ( 1994, 135)

The point of naming the oppressive systems
responsible for the making of resources and
resource worlds is to change them. Yet, there
is an internal aporia troubling CRG: in placing
“resources” at the center of its intellectual-
political mission, CRG operates within and
reproduces the colonial framings and logics
that parse the world into inputs (resources) for
capitalist purposes (Curley 2021; Shiva 2010;
Simpson 2019). While editing the RHCRG,
this aporia felt like being trapped in a vexing
no-way-out situation. Paraphrasing Jodi A.
Byrd (2011, 14), we could say that resources
are an “ontological trap.” That is, in applying

the tools of critique to resources—asking the
what, how, and why of resources—we risk
(further) entrenching the supremacist colonial-
capitalist ontology in which “resources” makes
sense (see below; also Vázquez 2017). We
even engage in a kind of “speaking for”
(Morris and Spivak 2010) resources, a ventrilo-
quist trick that assumes the inability of entities
that become resources to speak for themselves
—because the grammar of geo-colonialism pre-
vents it (de la Cadena 2010; Povinelli 2016).
More broadly, critical scholarship has been
called out for lacking a normative direction to
orient practical “progressive action” and for pro-
ducing a form of detached knowledge that
names but does not stop the violence of social
injustices (Shapiro-Garza et al. 2021). It also
has been questioned for reproducing moves to
“innocence” that skirt around power, privilege,
and white supremacy (Fabricant 2021;
Leonardo 2004; Tuck and Yang 2012). Have
critical resource scholars become so accustomed
to the disciplinary rhythms of Eurocentric aca-
demic critique that we struggle to imagine alter-
native intellectual-political paths?

Critique is a sharp tool of modern thinking. It
relies on the separation of subject-object/nature-
culture; the authoring of free and autonomous
positions; and the reduction of relational complex-
ity into a dialectical synthesis of oppositions (Byrd
2011; Dunning 2021; Miller 2019; Povinelli
2016). Critique seeks to disrupt the certainty of
the status quo and, in doing so, holds space for
sensing (and for the potential to be affected by)
ontological difference (Berman-Arévalo 2021;
Schlosser 2021; Ureta and Flores 2018). For
example, a differential shift in consciousness can
emerge from critical attention to “cracks” in
cosmological systems (Anzaldúa 2015), from
philosophical aporias (Ballestero 2019), and
from “restless thinking” (Castree and Wright
2005, 2) that “reads” through layers of domination
to get to the architecture of power (Perry 2018).
Yet, critical analyses of resource geographies
offer no guarantees of restoring or transcending
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to more desirable socioecological relations.
Adopting Langston Hughes’ (1994) famous
words, critique then is about making a different
cut of the world, to see what is eating it and to
allow this encounter to guide the next move.
Intellectually-embodied exercises that use
diverse critical tools to confront ossified power
configurations, interrogate the status quo, and
reorient epistemological groundings, are necessary
to imagine the end of theworld and themaking of a
new one (EZNL 2016). For this reason, we (the
authors) are not ready to abandon the project of
critique-as-method. But, we underscore, critique
is not an end—it is a point of departure. What is
next then?

Here’s the orientation we propose: onto-
logical pluralism. “Resource,” as a world-
making category, makes sense within the
One-World World (OWW) (Escobar 2018,
Law 2015), the idea that everyone and every-
thing exists within a single world, made up of
a universal reality that is differentially experi-
enced (see also Blaser and de la Cadena 2017;
Durand and Sundberg 2019). The imperative
of this OWW of resources is the colonial and
extractive logics of capitalist economies:
carving things out of existing relations (gold,
land, river basins, salmon, natural gas, hel-
minths, etc.) and binding them to new ones in
ways that perpetuate the increasingly growing
differential accumulation of wealth as the condi-
tion of living. To move beyond this OWW of
resources requires ontological pluralism that
decenters the prevalence of the triad of
separation-control-appropriation. The move to
unbound the ontological trap of resources is
speculative and transformative (Valdivia,
Himley and Havice 2021). It is indebted to
social movements (Courtheyn and Kamal
2021) and to decolonial, antiracist, Indigenous,
feminist, and post-humanist scholarship (Todd
2016) that starts from the position that the
end of the OWW of resources is already here
(e.g., Baldy 2014; Fiskio 2012; Gumbs 2018;
Roy 2006; Saunders 2013; Tsing et al. 2017).

The works of Indigenous scholars and their
allies and comrades offer a helpful path forward
for this departure. In the Americas, Jaskiran
Dhillon (2018) writes about witnessing how
Indigenous youth at the Standing Rock Sioux
struggle make “anti-colonial entropy”: critical
mass organizing, guided by other-than-human
relationality, that unsettles and degrades racist
capitalist extractive industry projects in order to
create different futures. Vanessa Watts (2013)
starts from theMohawk andAnishinaabe position
that non-human beings have thoughts about and
can determine how they inhabit the world, devel-
oping ethical relationships with humans and other
non-humans. She contrasts this framing to
Eurocentric epistemology, which she argues
rests on the capacity to imagine oneself as being
able to perform the Kantian trick of separating
oneself from the world, as its observer, in order
to perceive it. Such separations—and concomi-
tant simplification of the world into discrete
units of knowledge—are moves to innocence
that hide the violent extraction that authorizes
some worlds to end others (Ahlborg and
Nightingale 2021; Simpson 2017).

The inseparability of place and thought is
also present among Quiché Maya women in
Guatemala (Cabnal 2017) and Quechua
women in Perú (Stavig 2022), who put
forward body-land-territory relationality as an
alternative ontology to the capitalist violence
that separates bodies (agents) from the land
(resources). The healing network Tzk’at, for
example, denounces the false separation
between patriarchal violence against indigenous
women and girls and the extractive violence of
resource mining. And, in Wallmapu, where
Joe Bryan’s (2021) epistemological register
was confronted by the aporia of mapping the
existence of resources in order to make
Indigenous land claims thrive, the inseparability
of life-giving stories and place is present too.
For the Mapuche, territory is not a “checklist
of resources”—a container where individualized
objects can be identified, cataloged, and carved
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out of the webs of relations that constitute them.
Land (mapu) and people (che) are ontologically
inseparable; becoming Ta iñ fijke rakizuame-
luwün (to think ourselves collectively through
difference) disrupts the colonial present of land-
people occupation, and is a means to perform
Mapuche resurgence that counters global
extractive capitalism (Comunidad de Historia
Mapuche 2013).

Moves toward ontological pluralism are hap-
pening beyond Indigenous-centered scholarship
too and in relation to various sorts of resource-
becomings. Skye Naslund and Will McKeithen
(2021), for example, make room for naming the
worlds emerging from biosocial relationships
between humans and helminths, intentionally
orienting their proposition of and for a (brave)
new world that goes beyond capitalist value and
beyond the ontology of resource-as-commodity.
Similarly, the Earthseed Collective, based in
Durham, North Carolina, seeks connection
through communion with land, rather than
through the self-evidence of property as belong-
ing to someone or something (Ranganathan and
Bonds 2022), and through the understanding
that social collapse, due to exploitation, devasta-
tion, and mass privatization, has already occurred
(Purifoy 2020). In other words, intentionally
existing differently within the OWW habitat
holds the potential to recompose its web of consti-
tutive relations. To imagine the end of the World
of Resources is to “riskwhat one is—and thus risk
a certain form of extinction—to go against one’s
habitat. Courage and dissent are not enough.
The point is to constitute different habitats in
which other forms of action and relation become
more possible” (Miller 2019, 137).

Imagining the unbounding of resources and
resource systems is not impossible. These brief
examples demonstrate that understanding our-
selves in relation to each other and in the ordin-
ary aspects of social life is a first fundamental
step to recognizing that the World of Resources
is not inevitable, but a “constellation of (particu-
larly powerful) articulations amongmany that are

continually emerging and becoming undone”
(Miller 2019, 136). Through our work on the
RHCRG and our engagement with resource-
focused scholarship more broadly, we (the
authors) have come to consider the dual-desire
to know the World of Resources and to counter
its hegemony through ontological pluralism to
be a central tension of CRG. The goal of this
and cognate arenas of critical environmental
scholarship should be to remain engaged in the
kind of restless thinking that this tension gener-
ates, with an ongoing commitment to making
familiar habitats strange and what have become
familiar resource-relations unacceptable.
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Notes
1. Our title is inspired by Imani Perry’s Vexy Thing:

On Gender and Liberation, which models a crit-
ical practice of reading key terms and concepts
to understand how these work and to learn about
structures of dominance. Our essay engages in
this sort of critical reading practice with resources.

2. For a deeper analysis of the definition of
“resource,” see Valdivia, Himley and Havice
(2021).

3. In relational analyses, material conditions (and
ideas about them) are assumed to be constantly
in flux: the one constant is that the world is
always changing (Marx and Engels 1970). For
further discussion in the context of resources,
see Valdivia, Himley, and Havice (2021).

References
Agard-Jones, Vanessa. 2013. “Bodies in the System.”

Small Axe 17 (3): 182–92. https://doi.org/10.1215/
07990537-2378991 .

Ahlborg, Helene, and Andrea J. Nightingale. 2021.
“Chimeras of Resource Geographies: Unbounding
Ontologies and Knowing Nature.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 23–31. New York: Routledge.

Anderson, Elizabeth P., Tracey Osborne, Javier
A. Maldonado Ocampo, etal. 2019. “Energy
Development Reveals Blind Spots for Ecosystem
Conservation in the Amazon Basin.” Frontiers in
Ecology and the Environment 17 (9): 521–9. https://
doi.org/10.1002/fee.2114.

Anzaldúa, Gloria. 2015. Light in the Dark/Luz en lo
Oscuro: Rewriting Identity, Spirituality, Reality, ed.
AnaLouise Keating. Durham: Duke University Press.

Bakker, Karen, and Gavin Bridge. 2021. “Material Worlds
Redux: Mobilizing Materiality Within Critical Resource
Geography.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 43–56.
New York: Routledge.

Baldy, Cutcha Risling. 2014. “Why I Teach The Walking
Dead in my Native Studies Classes.” Nerds of Color,
April 24. https://thenerdsofcolor.org/2014/04/24/why-
i-teach-the-walking-dead-in-my-native-studies-classes/

Ballestero, Andrea. 2019. A Future History of Water.
Durham: Duke University Press.

Bebbington, Anthony, Ana Estefanía Carballo,
Gillian Gregory, and Tim Werner. 2021. “Negotiating

the Mine: Commitments, Engagements, Contradictions.”
In The Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 248–59.
New York: Routledge.

Berman-Arévalo, Eloisa. 2021. “Life with Oil Palm:
Incorporating Ethnographic Sensibilities in Critical
Resource Geography.” In The Routledge Handbook
of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 203–14. New York: Routledge.

Bernstein, Henry. 2009. “VI Lenin and AV Chayanov:
Looking Back, Looking Forward.” The Journal of
Peasant Studies 36 (1): 55–81. https://doi.org/10.
1080/03066150902820289.

Biermann, Christine, Stuart N. Lane, and Rebecca Lave.
2021. “Critical Physical Geography: In Pursuit of
Integrative and Transformative Approaches to
Resource Dynamics.” In The Routledge Handbook of
Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 225–53. New York: Routledge.

Billo, Emily. 2021. “Institutional Ethnography: A Feminist
Methodological Approach to Studying Institutions of
Resource Governance.” In The Routledge Handbook of
Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 215–24. New York: Routledge.

Blaser, Mario, and Marisol de la Cadena. 2017. “The
Uncommons: An Introduction.” Anthropologica 59:
185–93. https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/676718..

Bond, Patrick, and Rahul Basu. 2021. “Intergenerational
Equity and the Geographical Ebb and Flow of
Resources: The Time and Space of Natural Capital
Accounting.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 260–73.
New York: Routledge.

Bridge, Gavin. 2009. “Material Worlds: Natural
Resources, Resource Geography and the Material
Economy.” Geography Compass 3 (3): 1217–44.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-8198.2009.00233.x.

Bridge, Gavin. 2011. “Resource Geographies 1: Making
Carbon Economies, Old and New.” Progress in
Human Geography 35 (6): 820–34. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0309132510385524.

Bridge, Gavin. 2014. “Resource Geographies II: The
Resource-State Nexus.” Progress in Human
Geography 38 (1): 118–30. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132513493379.

Bridge, Gavin. 2015. “Energy (In)Security: World-Making
in an Age of Scarcity.” The Geographical Journal 181
(4): 328–39. https://doi.org/10.1111/geoj.12114.

Valdivia et al. 17

https://doi.org/10.1215/07990537-2378991
https://doi.org/10.1215/07990537-2378991
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2114
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2114
https://thenerdsofcolor.org/2014/04/24/why-i-teach-the-walking-dead-in-my-native-studies-classes/
https://thenerdsofcolor.org/2014/04/24/why-i-teach-the-walking-dead-in-my-native-studies-classes/
https://thenerdsofcolor.org/2014/04/24/why-i-teach-the-walking-dead-in-my-native-studies-classes/
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066150902820289
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066150902820289
https://www.muse.jhu.edu/article/676718.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-8198.2009.00233.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132510385524
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132510385524
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132513493379
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132513493379
https://doi.org/10.1111/geoj.12114


Bryan, Joe. 2021. “Mapping Resources: Mapping as
Method for Critical Resource Geographies.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 441–52.
New York: Routledge.

Bustos-Gallardo, Beatriz. 2021. “Anadromous
Frontiers: Reframing Citizenship in Extractive
Regions. The Salmon Industry in Los Lagos,
Chile.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 369–80.
New York: Routledge.

Byrd, Jodi A. 2011. The Transit of Empire: Indigenous
Critiques of Colonialism. Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press.

Cabnal, Lorena. 2017. “Tzk’at, Red de Sanadoras
Ancestrales del Feminismo Comunitario desde
Iximulew-Guatemala.” Ecología Política 54: 98–102.

Campbell, Lisa M., Noella J. Gray, Sarah Bess
Jones Zigler, Leslie Acton, and Rebecca Gruby.
2021. “World-Making Through Mapping.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 425–40.
New York: Routledge.

Campling, L. 2021. “The Corporation and Resource
Geography.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 188–200.
New York: Routledge.

Carbado, Devon W. 2010. “Critical What What.”
Conn. L. Rev. 43: 1593.

Carton, Wim, and Karin Edstedt. 2021. “Making, and
Remaking, a World of Carbon: Uneven Geographies
of Carbon Sequestration.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 401–11. New York: Routledge.

Castree, Noel, and Melissa W. Wright. 2005. “Home
Truths.” Antipode 37 (1): 1–8. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.0066-4812.2005.00469.x.

Ciccantell, Paul S. 2021. “World-Systems Theory,
Nature, and Resources.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited
by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 177–87. New York: Routledge.

Collier, Stephen J., and Aihwa Ong. 2005. “Global
Assemblages, Anthropological Problems.” In Global
Assemblages: Technology, Politics, and Ethics as
Anthropological Problems, edited by Aihwa Ong, and
Stephen J. Collier, 3–21. Malden: Blackwell
Publishing.

Comunidad de Historia Mapuche. 2013. Ta iñ fijke xipa
rakizuameluwun: Historia, Colonialismo y
Resistencia desde el País Mapuche, edited by Héctor
Nahuelpan Moreno. Temuco: Ediciones Comunidad
de Historia Mapuche, 378.

Cook, Ian. 2004. "Follow the Thing: Papaya." Antipode
36(4): 642–664. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.
2004.00441.x.

Courtheyn, Christopher. and Ahsan Kamal. 2021.
“Research as Action and Performance: Learning with
Activists in Resource Conflicts.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 274–84. New York: Routledge.

Cowen, Deborah. 2014. The Deadly Life of Logistics:
Mapping Violence in Global Trade. Minneapolis,
MN: University of Minnesota Press.

Cresswell, Tim. 2011. "Race, Mobility and the Humanities:
A Geosophical Approach. " In Envisioning Landscapes,
Making Worlds: Geography and the Humanities, edited
by Stephen Daniels, Dydia DeLyser, J. Nicholas
Entrikin, and Douglas Richardson, 74–83. Abingdon:
Routledge.

Curley, Andrew. 2021. “Resources is Just Another
Word for Colonialism.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited
by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 79–90. New York: Routledge.

de La Cadena, Marisol. 2010. "Indigenous Cosmopolitics
in the Andes: Conceptual Reflections Beyond
‘Politics." Cultural Anthropology 25(2): 334–370.

de la Cadena, Marisol. 2015. Earth Beings: Ecologies of
Practice Across Andean Worlds. Durham: Duke
University Press.

Delgado, Elvin. 2021. “Renewable Energy Landscapes and
Community Engagements.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 297–107. New York: Routledge.

Dhillon, Jaskiran. 2018. “Indigenous Youth, Standing
Rock, and the Rise of Anti-Colonial Entropy.” Social
Text Online, June 7, 2018. https://socialtextjournal.
org/periscope_article/indigenous-youth-standing-rock-
and-the-rise-of-anti-colonial-entropy/

Dunbar-Ortiz, Roxanne. 2014. An Indigenous Peoples’
History of the United States. Boston: Beacon Press.

Dunning, Stephanie. 2021. Black to Nature: Pastoral
Return and African American Culture. Jackson:
University Press of Mississippi.

Durand, Leticia, and Juanita Sundberg. 2019. “Sobre la
ecología política posthumanista.” Sociedad y
Ambiente 8 (20): 7–27. https://doi.org/10.31840/sya.
v0i20.1989

18 Progress in Environmental Geography 1(1-4)

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0066-4812.2005.00469.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0066-4812.2005.00469.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2004.00441.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2004.00441.x
https://socialtextjournal.org/periscope_article/indigenous-youth-standing-rock-and-the-rise-of-anti-colonial-entropy/
https://socialtextjournal.org/periscope_article/indigenous-youth-standing-rock-and-the-rise-of-anti-colonial-entropy/
https://socialtextjournal.org/periscope_article/indigenous-youth-standing-rock-and-the-rise-of-anti-colonial-entropy/
https://socialtextjournal.org/periscope_article/indigenous-youth-standing-rock-and-the-rise-of-anti-colonial-entropy/
https://doi.org/10.31840/sya.v0i20.1989
https://doi.org/10.31840/sya.v0i20.1989
https://doi.org/10.31840/sya.v0i20.1989


Ejército Zapatista de Liberación Nacional-Sixth
Commission. 2016. Critical Thought in the Face of
the Capitalist Hydra: I: Contributions by the Sixth
Commission of the EZLN. Durham: Paperboat Press.

Escobar, Arturo. 2018. Designs for the Pluriverse: Radical
Interdependence, Autonomy, and the Making of
Worlds. Durham: Duke University Press.

Fabricant, Nicole. 2021. “Learning About Coal
Frontiers: From the Mountains of Appalachia to the
Streets of South Baltimore.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited
by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 297–308. New York: Routledge.

Fannin, Maria. 2021. “Human Tissue Economies:
Making Biological Resources.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited
by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 389–400. New York: Routledge.

Fent, Ashley. 2021. “Gender in Extractive Industry:
Toward a Feminist Critical Resource Geography of
Mining and Hydrocarbons.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited
by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 103–13. New York: Routledge.

Fiskio, Janet. 2012. “Apocalypse and Ecotopia: Narratives
in Global Climate Change Discourse.” Race, Gender,
and Class 19 (1–2): 12–36.

Furlong, Kathryn, and Emma S. Norman. 2015.
“Resources.” In The Wiley Blackwell Companion to
Political Geography, edited by John Agnew,
Virginie Mamadouh, Anna J. Secor, and
Joanne Sharp, 424–37. Malden: Wiley Blackwell.

Furlong, Kathryn, Martine Verdy, and
Alejandra Uribe-Albornoz. 2021. “Resources in a
World of Borders, Boundaries, and Barriers:
Dividing, Circumscribing, Confining.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 140–51.
New York: Routledge.

Galeano, Eduardo. 1971. Las Venas Abiertas de América
Latina. Mexico City: Siglo Veintiuno Editores.

Grosz, Elizabeth. 1994. Volatile Bodies: Toward a
Corporeal Feminism. Bloomington: Indiana
University Press.

Gumbs, Alexis P. 2018. M Archive: After the End of the
World. Durham: Duke University Press.

Harris, Cheryl I. 1993. “Whiteness as Property.” Harvard
Law Review 106 (8): 1707–91. https://doi.org/10.
2307/1341787 .

Harrison, Conor, and Kathryn Snediker. 2021. “Teaching
Critical Resource Geography: Integrating Research
into the Classroom.” In The Routledge Handbook of

Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 319–32. New York: Routledge.

Havice, Elizabeth, Gabriela Valdivia, and
Matthew Himley. 2021. “Preface:
Handbook-Making.” In The Routledge Handbook of
Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, xx–xxv. New York: Routledge.

Hayden, Cori. 2003. When Nature Goes Public: The
Making and Unmaking of Bioprospecting in Mexico.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Hayter, Roger, and Jerry Patchell. 2015. “Resource
Geography.” International Encyclopedia of the Social
& Behavioral Sciences (Second Edition) 19: 568–75.
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-097086-8.72047-2.

Himley, Matthew, Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia
(eds). 2021. The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography. New York: Routledge.

Hooker, Juliet (ed). 2020. Black and Indigenous Resistance
in the Americas from Multiculturalism to Racist
Backlash: A Project of the Antiracist Research and
Action Network (RAIAR). Translated by Giorleny D.
Altamirano Rayo, Aileen Ford, and Steven P.
Lownes. Lanham: Lexington Books

Huber, Matthew T. 2021. “The Social Production of
Resources: A Marxist Approach.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 167–76. New York: Routledge.

Huber, Matthew T. 2018. “Resource Geographies I:
Valuing Nature (Or Not).” Progress in Human
Geography 42 (1): 148–59. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132516670773.

Huber, Matthew T. 2019. “Resource Geography II: What
Makes Resources Political?” Progress in Human
Geography 43 (3): 553–64. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132518768604.

Huber, Matthew T. 2022. “Resource Geography III:
Rentier Natures and the Renewal of Class Struggle.”
Progress in Human Geography (January). 1–11. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091325221074006.

Hughes, Langston. 1994. The Collected Poems of
Langston Hughes. Random House.

Inikori, Joseph E. 2020. “Atlantic Slavery and the Rise of
the Capitalist Global Economy.” Current Anthropology
61 (S22): S159–71. https://doi.org/10.1086/709818.

Johnson, Adrienne. 2021. “Engaged Research with
Smallholders and Palm Oil Firms: Relational and
Feminist Insights from the Field.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 285–96. New York: Routledge.

Valdivia et al. 19

https://doi.org/10.2307/1341787 
https://doi.org/10.2307/1341787 
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-097086-8.72047-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516670773
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516670773
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132518768604
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132518768604
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091325221074006
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091325221074006
https://doi.org/10.1086/709818


Kama, Kärg. 2020. “Resource-Making Controversies:
Knowledge, Anticipatory Politics and Economization
of Unconventional Fossil Fuels.” Progress in Human
Geography 44 (2): 333–56. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0309132519829223.

Kama, Kärg. 2021. “Temporalities of (Un)Making a
Resource: Oil Shales Between Presence and
Absence.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 57–67.
New York: Routledge.

Law, John. 2015. “What’s Wrong with a One-World
World?” Distinktion: Scandinavian Journal of Social
Theory 16 (1): 126–39. https://doi.org/10.1080/
1600910X.2015.1020066.

Leonardo, Zeus. 2004. “The Color of Supremacy: Beyond
the Discourse of ‘White Privilege’.” Educational
Philosophy and Theory 36 (2): 137–52. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1469-5812.2004.00057.x.

Li, Tania Murray. 2014. “What is Land? Assembling a
Resource for Global Investment.” Transactions of the
Institute of British Geographers 39 (4): 589–602.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tran.12065.

Liboiron, Max. 2021. Pollution is Colonialism. Durham:
Duke University Press.

Lowe, Lisa. 2015. The Intimacies of Four Continents.
Durham: Duke University Press.

Lunstrum, Elizabeth, and Francis Massé. 2021.
“Conservation and the Production of Wildlife as
Resource.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 358–68.
New York: Routledge.

Marston, Andrea. 2019. “Strata of the State: Resource
Nationalism and Vertical Territory in Bolivia.”
Political Geography 74: 102040. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.polgeo.2019.102040.

Marx, Karl, and Friedrich Engels. 1970. The German
Ideology: Part One. New York, NY: International
Publishers.

McKittrick, Katherine. 2011. “On Plantations, Prisons, and
a Black Sense of Place.” Social & Cultural Geography
12 (8): 947–63. https://doi.org/10.1080/14649365.
2011.624280.

Miller, Ethan. 2019. Reimagining Livelihoods: Life
Beyond Economy, Society, and Environment.
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Mintz, Sidney Wilfred. 1986. Sweetness and Power: The
Place of Sugar in Modern History. New York:
Penguin Press.

Mollett, Sharlene. 2021. “Resistance Against the Land
Grab: Defensoras and Embodied Precarity in Latin
America.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical

Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 93–102.
New York: Routledge.

Moore, Jason W. 2015. Capitalism in the Web of Life:
Ecology and the Accumulation of Capital. London:
Verso Books.

Morris, Rosalind C., and Gayatri C. Spivak. 2010. Can the
Subaltern Speak?: Reflections on the History of an
Idea. New York: Columbia University Press.

Müller, Martin. 2021. “Worlding Geography: From
Linguistic Privilege to Decolonial Anywheres.”
Progress in Human Geography 45 (6): 1440–66.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132520979356.

Naslund, Skye, and Will McKeithen. 2021. “Brave New
Worms: Orienting (Non) Value in the Parasite
Bioeconomy.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 68–78.
New York: Routledge.

Nast, Heidi J. 2021. “Pets or Meat: A Resource Geography
of Dogs in China, from Chairman Mao (1949–1976) to
the Pet Fair Asia Fashion Show (2015–2020).” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource Geography,
edited by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 152–66. New York: Routledge.

Oliveira, Gustavo de L. T. 2021. “Soy, Domestication, and
Colonialism.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical
Resource Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 334–44.
New York: Routledge.

Perreault, Tom. 2021. “Materializing Space, Constructing
Belonging: Toward a Critical-Geographical
Understanding of Resource Nationalism.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource Geography,
edited by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 126–39. New York: Routledge.

Perry, Imani. 2018. Vexy Thing: On Gender and
Liberation. Durham: Duke University Press.

Povinelli, Elizabeth A. 2016. Geontologies: A Requiem to
Late Liberalism. Durham: Duke University Press.

Probyn, Elspeth. 2021. “Extracting Fish.” In The Routledge
Handbook of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 381–8. New York: Routledge.

Purifoy, Danielle M. 2021. “The Plantation Town: Race,
Resources, and the Making of Place.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource Geography,
edited by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 114–25. New York: Routledge.

Purifoy, Danielle M. 2020. “The Earthseed Land
Collective and Black Freedom.” Southern Cultures 26
(4): 78–89. https://www.southerncultures.org/article/
to-live-and-thrive-on-new-earths/.

20 Progress in Environmental Geography 1(1-4)

https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132519829223
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132519829223
https://doi.org/10.1080/1600910X.2015.1020066
https://doi.org/10.1080/1600910X.2015.1020066
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-5812.2004.00057.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-5812.2004.00057.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/tran.12065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2019.102040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2019.102040
https://doi.org/10.1080/14649365.2011.624280
https://doi.org/10.1080/14649365.2011.624280
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132520979356
https://www.southerncultures.org/article/to-live-and-thrive-on-new-earths/
https://www.southerncultures.org/article/to-live-and-thrive-on-new-earths/
https://www.southerncultures.org/article/to-live-and-thrive-on-new-earths/


Ranganathan, Malini. 2022. “Caste, Racialization, and the
Making of Environmental Unfreedoms in Urban India.”
Ethnic and Racial Studies 45 (2): 257–77. https://doi.
org/10.1080/01419870.2021.1933121

Ranganathan, Malini, and Anne Bonds. 2022. “Racial
Regimes of Property: Introduction to the Special
Issue.” Environment and Planning D: Society and
Space 40 (2): 197–207. https://doi.org/10.1177/
02637758221084101.

Rediker, Marcus. 2007. The Slave Ship: A Human History.
New York: Penguin Press.

Richardson, Tanya, and Gisa. Weszkalnys. 2014. "Introduction:
Resource Materialities." Anthropological Quarterly
87(1): 5–30. https://doi.org/10.1353/anq.2014.0007.

Roy, Arundhati. 2006. An Ordinary Person’s Guide to
Empire. Delhi: Penguin Books India.

Saunders, Robert A. 2013. “Zombies in the Colonies:
Imperialism and Contestation of Ethno-Political Space
in Max Brooks’ ‘The Zombie Survival Guide.’” In
Monstrous Geographies: Places and Spaces of the
Monstrous, edited by Sarah Montin, and
Evelyn Tsitas, 19–46. Leiden: Brill.

Schlosser, Kolson. 2021. “Knowing the Storyteller:
Geohumanities and Critical Resource Geography.” In
The Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 34–42.
New York: Routledge.

Shapiro-Garza, Elizabeth, Vijay Kolinjivadi, Gert Van
Hecken, Catherine Windey, and Jennifer J. Casolo.
2021. “Praxis in Resource Geography: Tensions
Between Engagement and Critique in the (Un)Making
of Ecosystem Services.” In The Routledge Handbook
of Critical Resource Geography, edited by
Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 236–47. New York: Routledge.

Sharpe, Christina. 2016. In the Wake: On Blackness and
Being. Durham: Duke University Press.

Shiva, Vandana. 2010. “Resources.” In The Development
Dictionary: A Guide to Knowledge as Power, 2nd ed.,
edited byWolfgang Sachs, 228–42. London: Zed Books.

Simpson, Leanne Betasamosake. 2017. As We Have
Always Done: Indigenous Freedom Through Radical
Resistance. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press.

Simpson, Michael. 2019. “Resource Desiring Machines:
The Production of Settler Colonial Space, Violence,
and the Making of a Resource in the Athabasca Tar
Sands.” Political Geography 74 (October): 102044.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2019.102044.

Smith, Linda Tuhiwai. 2012.Decolonizing Methodologies:
Research and Indigenous Peoples. 2nd ed. London:
Zed Books.

Stavig, Lucía. 2022. “Mosoq Pakari Sumaq Kawsay/A
New Dawn for Good Living: Healing and Radical
Resurgence in the Andes,” PhD diss., University of
North Carolina at Chapel Hill.

The PiEG Editorial Collective. 2021. “Editorial.” Progress
in Environmental Geography 1–6. https://doi.org/10.
1177/27539687211037817

Todd, Zoe. 2016. “An Indigenous Feminist’s Take on the
Ontological Turn: ‘Ontology’ Is Just Another Word
for Colonialism.” Journal of Historical Sociology 29
(1): 4–22. https://doi.org/10.1111/johs.12124.

Tsing, Anna Lowenhaupt. 2015. The Mushroom at the End
of the World: On the Possibility of Life in Capitalist
Ruins. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Tsing, Anna Lowenhaupt, Heather Anne Swanson,
Elaine Gan, and Nils Bubandt, eds. 2017. Arts of
Living on a Damaged Planet: Ghosts and Monsters
of the Anthropocene. Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press.

Tuck, Eve, and K. Wayne Yang. 2012. “Decolonization is
Not a Metaphor.” Decolonization: Indigeneity,
Education & Society 1 (1): 1–40.

Ureta, Sebastián, and Patricio Flores. 2018. “Don’t Wake
Up the Dragon! Monstrous Geontologies in a Mining
Waste Impoundment.” Environment and Planning D:
Society and Space 36 (6): 1063–80. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0263775818780373.

Valdivia, Gabriela, Matthew Himley, and Elizabeth Havice.
2021. “Critical Resource Geography: An Introduction.”
In The Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley,
Elizabeth Havice, and Gabriela Valdivia, 1–20.
New York: Routledge.

Vazquez, Rolando. 2017. “Precedence, Earth and the
Anthropocene: Decolonizing Design.” Design
Philosophy Papers 15 (1): 77–91. https://doi.org/10.
1080/14487136.2017.1303130.

Watts, Michael, and Nancy Lee Peluso. 2013. “Resource
Violence.” In Critical Environmental Politics, edited
by Carl Death, 184–97. New York: Routledge.

Watts, Vanessa. 2013. “Indigenous Place-Thought and
Agency Amongst Humans and Non Humans (First
Woman and Sky Woman go on a European World
Tour!).” Decolonization: Indigeneity, Education &
Society 2 (1): 20–34.

Wolf, Eric R. 1982. Europe and the People Without
History. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Wolfe, Patrick. 2006. "Settler Colonialism and the
Elimination of the Native." Journal of Genocide
Research 8(4): 387–409. https://doi.org/10.1080/
14623520601056240.

Wolford, Wendy. 2021. “The Plantationocene: A
Lusotropical Contribution to the Theory.” Annals of the

Valdivia et al. 21

https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2021.1933121
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2021.1933121
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2021.1933121
https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758221084101
https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758221084101
https://doi.org/10.1353/anq.2014.0007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2019.102044
https://doi.org/10.1177/27539687211037817
https://doi.org/10.1177/27539687211037817
https://doi.org/10.1177/27539687211037817
https://doi.org/10.1111/johs.12124
https://doi.org/10.1177/0263775818780373
https://doi.org/10.1177/0263775818780373
https://doi.org/10.1080/14487136.2017.1303130
https://doi.org/10.1080/14487136.2017.1303130
https://doi.org/10.1080/14623520601056240
https://doi.org/10.1080/14623520601056240


American Association of Geographers 111 (6): 1622–39.
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2020.1850231.

Yusoff, Kathryn. 2018. A Billion Black Anthropocenes
or None. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press.

Zalik, Anna. 2021. “World-Making and the Deep Seabed:
Mining the Area Beyond National Jurisdiction.” In The
Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource Geography,

edited by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice, and
Gabriela Valdivia, 412–24. New York: Routledge.

Zhu, Annah, and Nancy Lee Peluso. 2021. “From Gold to
Rosewood: Agrarian Change, High-Value Resources,
and the Flexible Frontier-Makers of the Twenty-First
Century.” In The Routledge Handbook of Critical Resource
Geography, edited by Matthew Himley, Elizabeth Havice,
and Gabriela Valdivia, 345–57. New York: Routledge.

22 Progress in Environmental Geography 1(1-4)

https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2020.1850231

	 Introduction
	 Resource geography and critique
	 The World of Resources
	 Unbounding the World of Resources
	 Acknowledgements
	 Notes
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


