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Political Ecology 
Pankaj   

Abstract:  Political ecology is the study of the intersection and 

relationship between the political, broadly understood, and 

environmental and ecological phenomena. Political, economic, 

social, and cultural forces affect, and are affected by, ecological 

and environmental trends.  In this paper, we studied about 

Political Ecology and its Scope and Influences, application. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

he term "political ecology" was first coined by Frank 

Thone in an article published in 1935 (Nature Rambling: 

We Fight for Grass, The Science Newsletter 27, 717, Jan. 5: 

14). Political ecology emerged in the 1980s within the field of 

geography from cultural ecology and development studies 

traditions. Initially phrased by Piers Blaikie, an expert in rural 

development and resource governance, as the multiscale 

analysis of environmental degradation from a political 

economy perspective, political ecology rejected neo-

Malthusian explanations of human impacts on the 

environment. Political ecology is the study of the relationships 

between political, economic and social factors with 

environmental issues and changes. Political ecology differs 

from apolitical ecological studies by politicizing 

environmental issues and phenomena. At the heart of political 

ecology lies the notion that politics should be „put first‟ in the 

attempt to understand how human-environment interactions 

may be linked (Bryant 1998) p80. Over the past 35 years 

political ecology has evolved (in theory, although not in 

practice) from an inherently structuralist mode of class 

analysis involving „chains of explanation‟ between the 

exploited poor in a given locality and the normally distant 

exploiters (Blaikie and Brookfield 1987) towards what has 

been described as 'progressive contextualisation' (Bryant 

2001). 

Neo-Marxist approaches arose in opposition to apolitical neo-

Malthusian views of human/society/nature complexities. Neo-

Marxist approaches became popular for their simultaneous 

attention to political and economic factors in clarifying how 

material power (e.g. capital, wealth, military power) mediates 

human/society/nature relations (Biersack 2006: 3, 10; Bryant 

1998: 80). 

Political ecology‟s movement as a field since its inception in 

the 1970s has complicated its scope and goals. Through the 

discipline‟s history, certain influences have grown more and 

less influential in determining the focus of study. Peter 

Walker traces the importance of the ecological sciences in 

political ecology (Walker 2005, p. 74). He points to the 

transition, for many critics, from a „structuralist‟ approach 

through the 1970s and 1980s, in which ecology maintains a 

key position in the discipline, to a „poststructuralist‟ approach 

with an emphasis on the „politics‟ in political ecology (Walker 

2005, p. 74-75). This turn has raised questions as to the 

differentiation with environmental politics as well as the 

field‟s use of the term of „ecology‟. 

II. APPLICATION 

Political ecology attempts to provide critiques as well as 

alternatives in the interplay of the environment and political, 

economic and social factors. political ecology can be used to: 

 Inform policymakers and organisations of the 

complexities surrounding environment and development, 

thereby contributing to better environmental governance; 

 Look at how unequal relations in and among societies 

affect the natural environment, especially in context of 

government policy. 

 Understand the decisions that communities make about 

the natural environment in the context of their political 

environment, economic pressure, and societal regulations; 

III. PROBLEMS OF POLITICAL ECOLOGY 

Political ecology has to address three crucial problems: 

limited resources and their uneven distribution; the 

relationship between industrialization and pressures on the 

environment; and finally, pollution and waste. 

Limited resources and their uneven geographical distribution 

is the most obvious problem. 

The second problem of political ecology is related to the level 

of industrial development, to economic growth and the 

corresponding growth of load on the environment. 

There is a third problem – pollution.  Pollution is the process 

of making land, water, air or other parts of the environment 

dirty and unsafe or unsuitable to use. This can be done 

through the introduction of a contaminant into a natural 

environment, but the contaminant doesn't need to be tangible. 

Things as simple as light, sound and temperature can be 

considered pollutants when introduced artificially into an 

environment. The emission of greenhouse gases particularly 

CO2 is leading to global warming. Every other day new 

industries are being set up, new vehicles come on roads and 

trees are cut to make way for new homes. All of them, in 

direct or indirect way lead to increase in CO2 in the 

environment. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

In this paper, we studied about Political Ecology and its Scope 

and Influences, Application. Political ecology‟s broad scope 

and interdisciplinary nature lends itself to multiple definitions 
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and understandings. However, common assumptions across 

the field give it relevance. Political ecology is a leading source 

of innovative research on issues linked to poverty and the 

environment. Political ecology will often utilize the 

framework of political economy to analyze environmental 

issues. 
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