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Prologue
In 1918, the English landscape painter and war artist Paul Nash completed a canvas – one of many he produced during the Great War. With few amendments, the canvas drew on a field sketch achieved in the war-ravaged Flemish countryside. That sketch’s title, Sunrise, Inverness Copse (Nash 1918), placed it squarely in that time and place, although the placename was a temporary imposition of the Allied Forces, not established local usage. The final canvas’ title, by contrast, re-positioned the blasted tree trunks and greenish, cratered soil. Instead of their immediate settings, We are Making a New World (Nash 1918) put those visual elements in the light of the breaking of a broader postwar dawn.
Early in the 21st century, Laura Brandon, curator of the Canadian War Museum, reflected on Nash’s wartime links to the Canadian Group of Seven, particularly AY Jackson (compare Barrett 2001, Brandon 2001). Brandon also examines a key motif they shared that dominated Nash’s sketch and canvas: dead, mangled standing trees in the foreground, with human figures absent or marginal. 
Like Nash’s works, the still-smoking snags and absent humans of much Canadian landscape art of the interwar period arguably speak to multiple traumas of those times. We can read them as symbolic indictments of senseless military sacrifices overseas, and of extractive violence to the landscape at home (a Canadian “war with the wilderness”[footnoteRef:1]). Further, we today can also read them as largely unconscious markers of a self-gratifying blindness to the “slow violence” (Nixon 2013) that both the British and the “Laurentian” Empires have directed against Indigenous humanity, collective identity, and sovereignty (Walton 1990). The influential political economy of that same period arguably bears the same marks, and in some respects, the bad faith of those traumas (Abele and Stasiulus 1989, Watson 2006). In combination, they surely unsettle what “home front” should have meant to a settler veteran of that period – and to Canadian settlers today - rather than what it did (and does). All three themes cast shade on any “new world” that we might make for our own future. [1:  Lord Durham’s 1839 report on the uprisings in Upper and Lower Canada uses this phrase, quoting favourably an unnamed French author in an aside about early colonial state formation Earl of Durham (1839). Report on the Affairs of British North America from the Earl of Durham, Her Majesty's High Commissioner. London, UK.
	. This predates the use of the term in Henry David Thoreau’s Journal from February 2, 1851. The latter, interestingly, reflects on nature observations from Upper Canada’s rebellion-era Lieutenant-Governor Sir Francis Bond Head, in his book, The Emigrant (1847). But Thoreau uses the term without attributing it. But Head’s book was written after Durham’s report on the rebellions.  Jean Michelet’s Introduction à l’histoire universelle (1831) opens poetically with reference to man’s eternal struggle with “nature”, and may be the source Durham had in mind. My thanks to Kevin Farris for this suggested reference.] 

I read Nash’s title here with an eye to present-day crises and what to do about them. Reading it as something with relevance for the aftermath of a “war with the wilderness” implies that non-human nature has been misread and mistreated as a series of “limits to capital” (Harvey 1982) that settler society and settler capital can partly and periodically overcome; this iterated overcoming has yielded once-unimagined and -unlimited riches. Those riches allowed beneficiaries to feast, especially in more settled areas, but not without leaving an unpaid bill on the table. Second, a war with the wilderness draws attention to ecological communities that violence undoes and remakes, not human communities alone (compare McNeish and Logan 2012, Shapiro and McNeish 2021). 
Third, the dawn that rises over Nash’s specifically war-torn landscape conjoins 1) the place of ground and terrain in the day that is dawning, as rural landscapes – valuable in their own right -- disrupted through recent violent conflict; and 2) the place of ground and terrain as a legacy of the day that has just past, as newly transformed “strategic-relational” conditions in the land politics of the dawning day.[footnoteRef:2] At the turn of a different century than Nash’s and Jackson’s, our considerations apply both to the logistics of extraction, a “war with the wilderness”, and to the logistics of a “war” about the “wilderness”. [2:  (I think of the strategic-relational both in war and in politics, the latter being viewed as “war by other means” Foucault, M. (1976). 'Society Must be Defended'. "Society Must be Defended": Lectures at the Collège de France, 1975-76. M. Bertani and A. Fontana. New York, NY, Picador: 1-21.
	, Jessop, B. (1990). State Theory:  Putting the Capitalist State in its Place. University Park, Penn., Pennsylvania State University Press.
	, Hay, C. (2002). Political Analysis: A Critical Introduction. Houndmills, Basingstoke, Palgrave Macmillan.
	).  ] 

Introduction
If an era of British Imperialism was ending in 1918, a specifically neoliberal era of capitalism (Harvey 2005) may be ending today. With it may also be ending a phase in the dual war with the wilderness and about the wilderness (compare Hoberg 2021). By this I mean that we may be nearing the end of a period in which the logistical organization of violent extraction converged with the logistical organization of certain modes of social and political contention over the terms of that extraction.[footnoteRef:3] It is in this sense that the present article asks what “new world” our societies have been “making” over the course of neoliberalism. That question bears on the two-sided war of the recent past (the conditions for both a war with the wilderness and simultaneously one about the wilderness), and on that war’s “strategic-relational” implications for the conditions of the future (Jessop 1990, Hay 2002).  [3:  I say “may” be nearing the end: the end of the neoliberal era has seemed imminent to varied acute observers at several points over nearly twenty years Albo, G., et al. (2010). In and Out of Crisis : The Global Financial Meltdown and Left Alternatives. Oakland, CA, PM Press.
	, Duménil, G. and D. Lévy (2013). The Crisis of Neoliberalism. Cambridge, Massachusetts, Harvard University Press.
	, Veltmeyer, H. and J. Petras (2014). The New Extractivism: A Post-Neoliberal Development Model or Imperialism of the Twenty-First Century? London, Zed Books.
	. ] 

In eclectic and Gramscian-inspired accounts of strategic-relational analysis from the 1990s, Bob Jessop brilliantly emphasized a grammar or logic of contention. He stressed the interpenetration of hegemonic and counter-hegemonic practices of coercion and consent, giving rise to contention that necessarily set internally complex and contradictory societal blocs against one another. These blocs are at once projects re-molding otherwise discrete social structures and institutions into compatible relationships with one another, and also projects of formation of collective consciousness, will, and agency out of pre-existing diversity in consciousnesses, wills, and agencies. Structure and agency, in this approach, are thus ultimately two aspects of the same configurations or blocs. 
By means of metaphorically “colonizing” practices - projects, regimes, and strategies - these blocs cut across the relative autonomy of otherwise distinct social spheres – at a minimum, the economy, the state, and civil society. These practices incorporate elements of each of these spheres into the blocs’ emergent selves, without ever achieving comprehensive sway over any one sphere. Something like this surely extends beyond the realm of human activity into the necessary re-shaping of non-human nature. One interpretation of Jason Moore’s placement of non-human nature within capital (Moore 2015) or Carolyn Merchant’s placement of that nature as a quasi-Althusserian moment within Ecological Revolutions (Merchant 1989) is that this strategic-relational vision that Jessop confined to state, civil society, and economy (following Gramsci) could be extended to include projects that domesticate or otherwise reshape non-human nature. In conversation with David Harvey, Jessop also broadly addresses this question of the strategic shaping of spatio-temporal context, albeit in the political-economic terms of “spatio-temporal fixes” (cf. Bakhtin 1981, Harvey 1985, Harvey 2001, Jessop 2006).
The focus of this article is different and narrower than Bob Jessop’s, as a preliminary move in a larger “strategic-relational” project. It considers our new world dawning and its problems in their most physical and material respects, specifically with respect to their spatio-temporality and in their role in providing a setting for human social agency. 
The article’s scope is narrower in another respect. My central puzzle here is how land-defenders and eco-socialists can best strategize in and about the new and changing physical terrain, specifically with respect to supplying human metropoles of settlement. I presume that terrain is shaped both by the structured agency of human societies (notably but not exclusively by the processes of capital) and by non-human beings and forces. Finally, my particular emphasis is on the lands and territories currently claimed as “Canada” and for “Canada”.
In their intentional emphasis on material and physical form, my reflections are (for now) self-consciously one-sided, but conscious of the dangers of fetishization.  As with all modelling efforts in the historical materialist tradition, such observations about specifically physical and material patterns may be necessary in order to isolate specific dynamics from others, but they must also ultimately be situated, first as the articulation of a real-world pattern rather than a mental exercise, and second, as moments in a larger totality (Ollman 2003, Chua and Bosworth 2023). Remarks about the materiality of extraction - and of contention about extraction - properly interpenetrate with other more “abstract but real” moments that are either opposed to the material or simply distinct. The non-material expression of abstract economic value in money and finance is just one of these abstract dimensions, particularly important in steering economic activity under neoliberalism (e.g., Duménil and Lévy 2013). Equally, the sociality of protest and of strategic defence and policing of the status quo are just as significant as their physicality and materiality. A later, more advanced analysis, not this one, will better approximate an account of what land-defenders and ecosocialists face in reshaping social metabolism (Angus 2019) for a post-neoliberal “new world”, a more ambitious “analysis of situations” on near-future terrain (cf. Gramsci 1971). Ars longa vita brevis.[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  “Art is long, life is short”. ] 

Of what does the material and physical moment of strategic analysis consist? The terrain on which occur both extractive activity and contestation over extraction is shaped, first, by primarily non-human natural forces, and human socio-ecological or “metabolic” relationships with them (Foster 2000). Second, that terrain is shaped by distinct, primarily socio-economic forces of production, distribution, and redistribution. Most notably, it consists of fixed capital and consumption fund assets in infrastructure and other human constructions tied to the soil. Among other effects, fixed-capital and consumption-fund formation occurs under the distributive pressures of ground rent, both in the form of the built environment and in transformations of the land itself (Harvey 1978, Harvey 1982).  
The remaining pages begin with a sketch of the neoliberal era. This highlights the features that became important for resource extraction and transportation in that period, and consequently for direct-action and non-state land politics. The agents whose strategies concern me most are those who own and manage extractive activity; those otherwise engaged in that activity; and those seeking radical transformations in human metabolism with non-human nature – those striving for decolonization of the land and more sustainable land practices. 
The article turns next to an account of key features that have changed amidst the current crisis in neoliberalism, or those that now appear on the brink of change. This section will include some remarks on their likely strategic implications. 
Finally, the article concludes by abstracting from this comparison a larger schematic tableau. I intend to capture a range of social patterns that are strategic and ultimately “world-making” in their operations on the land and its rhythms. The tableau organizes basic socio-ecological operations according to distinct imprint patterns on the land and on social surroundings, together with some elementary strategic implications. Of particular interest are situations in which one pattern of operations on the land, together with the patterned imprints that it leaves on the land, is set strategically against another. 
Resource Extraction and Contestation in the Neoliberal Era
Resource extraction since the 1970s has increasingly taken place in relatively remote, unconventional, or resource-poor frontier sites. A “repertoire of contention”[footnoteRef:5] emerged in that period that targeted the lengthening resource supply chains and increasingly remote extraction sites (Hodgins, Lischke et al. 2003, Bonacich and Wilson 2008, Alimahomed-Wilson and Ness 2018, Sowers, Ciccantell et al. 2018). Two strategic approaches from this period stand out. The first concerns material interventions in the infrastructure of resource extraction (e.g., logging road actions and “pipeline politics”, including direct-action “blockades” and “valve-turning”) (cf. Abbey 1975, Klein 2014, Reuters 2016, Simpson 2021, McCreary 2024). The second approach concerns the creation and legitimation of eco-certification and fair-trade standard-setting. These were based on presumptive or real market advantages derived from market premiums and social license that would derive from the compliance of a market actor. The enforcement of these socio-political interventions tapped into the managerial and ideological communications networks that governed extractive and transport infrastructure, infrastructure that joined up metropolitan demand and control centres, secondary logistics centres and entrepôts, and frontier extraction sites, as well as domino effects triggered by the competitive pressures of the marketplace (e.g., Gale and Burda 1997, Waridel 2002, Cashore, Auld et al. 2004, Meidinger 2007, Tollefson, Gale et al. 2008).  [5:  For a review of Charles Tilly’s pioneering concept, see Tarrow, S. (1998). Power in Movement: Social Movements and Contentious Politics. Cambridge, Cambridge University Press.
	.] 

Both these categories of contestation – the “blockade” strategies and the accountability mechanisms built on commodity chain governance – built on and superseded earlier patterns of pro-environmental contestation. That earlier, pre-neoliberal pattern had emphasized much more the development of technocratic counter-expertise about the land, the better to intervene (by both conventional and unconventional means) in state-based policy networks (Killan 1993, Richardson, Sherman et al. 1993).  Important for reshaping and channeling other forces that materially altered landscapes, settler counter-expertise of the period differed from much Indigenous knowledge, insofar as it did not develop directly through more practical acts that shaped the land or its rhythms (contrast accounts of practice-based Indigenous knowledge in Nadasdy 2003). Counter-expertise of both settler and Indigenous varieties would remain crucial in the neoliberal period, but from the 1980s and 1990s, increasingly as a complement to direct-action campaigns, and then to any reforms that followed (Cashore, Hoberg et al. 2001, Hodgins, Lischke et al. 2003, Magnusson and Shaw 2003).
The material transformations of socio-ecological landscapes that neoliberal extractivism and counter-extractive politics produced have shaped today’s material conditions, both for extraction and for the politics of extraction, as the neoliberal period appears more and more to slide into crisis. Those conditions are troubling, but they are obviously not humanity’s only problems. A larger “polycrisis”[footnoteRef:6] combines multiple “wicked” (Rittel and Webber 1973) or even “superwicked” problems (Levin, Cashore et al. 2012, Auld, Bernstein et al. 2021) – problems that by their nature, elude easy or final resolution. As is common in periods of hegemonic or (deeper still) organic crisis, today’s policymakers “grope” for new responses (Brodie 1989), and “morbid symptoms” proliferate in both narrow policy networks and broader politics (Gramsci 1971). Routine management techniques perfected in prior times lose their present purchase, just as previously stable grand coalitions do.  [6:  The idea of a polycrisis – the intersection of multiple crises that are entangled both in their origins and in any potential solutions – arises during the neoliberal period Morin, E. and A. B. Kern (1999). Homeland Earth: A Manifesto for the New Millennium. Cresskill, NJ, Hampton Press.
	.  Through its uptake by the World Economic Forum and the European Union, the term has gained currency in policy circles in the 2020s.  Hay, C. and T. Hunt, Eds. (2018). The Coming Crisis. London, UK, Palgrave Macmillan.
	] 

What, then is the wider context for the formation, maintenance, and decline of neoliberalism more generally? Like the period (1970s+) that generally bears its name and has realized many of its goals, neoliberalism has had many critical analysts (to cite but a few, Harvey 2005, Duménil and Lévy 2013, Brown 2019, Fraser 2022).  The period’s “rollback” of welfare state provisions and state-based economic regulation are widely known, and increasingly the later “roll-out” of pro-capitalist state regulation as well. 
I will emphasize here the elements in neoliberalism that provided a prolonged but ultimately unstable alternative “spatio-temporal fix” for resource capital, one aspect of a wider such “fix” for capital as a whole (Harvey 1989, 2001, Jessop 2006). Within the political-economic logic of such spatio-temporal fixes, we see the political-economic origins of the strategic “ground”, strategic “terrain”, and strategic “weather” or temporality (Sun Tzu 1963) on which strategic-relational praxis develops (Hay 2002, Jessop 2016).
First, the neoliberal period addressed downward pressures on profitability in the 1960s and 1970s by the large-scale globalization of production itself. A qualitative step beyond the postwar expansion of trade in resources and finished goods between nation-states, neoliberal globalization of production outsourced secondary functions of vertically integrated firms; it also offshored much manufacturing activity, away from the relatively regulated and high-wage jurisdictions of advanced industrialized states (Arrighi (1994) 2010). Firms increasingly moved their manufacturing sites across state borders and oceans. Single production processes were themselves divided up more and more among diverse work sites, across larger distances, and across the remit of multiple firms and states.  
To make the first element function, supply chain corridors substantially lengthened and multiplied across borders and beyond the bounds and even the remit of individual firms. New modes of governance also emerged within the supply chains themselves. Capitalist competition emerged more between supply chains than between firms, and inter-firm coordination deepened along individual supply chains (Kaplinsky 1993, Gereffi 1994, Gereffi, Humphrey et al. 2005).
Managing the extension of these networks of transport and communications in space while responding to new competition-driven imperatives to accelerate operations in time entailed innovation in electronically mediated technique.  “Just-in-time” delivery systems made the reliable and timely delivery of both raw-material, intermediate, and final goods necessary and achievable at rising geographical scales (Sayer 1986, Brewer, Button et al. 2001, Kaplinsky and Morris 2001). Such systems depended not only on a shift to batch-based rather than standardized mass production (source), but on a “logistics revolution” and its supporting technologies (Kaplinsky and Morris 2001, Bonacich and Wilson 2008, Cowen 2014). 
That revolution entailed intermodal “containerization” of transport across shipping, rail, and road networks (McCalla, Slack et al. 2004). It also depended on new generations of numerically controlled communications technologies. Beyond the narrow facilitation of transport, the latter made possible real-time coordination and integration of design, marketing, and more thoroughly automated production over great distances (Aglietta 1979, Sayer 1986, Shaiken, Herzeberg et al. 1986, Castells 1989, Kaplinsky 1993). 
A third major element of the neoliberal period was increased and altered cross-border population flows. First, firms and states relied more on supposedly temporary immigration groups with highly differentiated social status, from privileged managerial elites to highly precarious mass labour (Mezzadra and Neilson 2013, Walia 2013). Extended use of temporary work visas for the less fortunate tied to specific employers placed many more people within a given state’s territory under new layers of coercive insecurity. 
Falling birth rates and mounting senior populations with extended life expectancies also led some states, especially advanced industrialized ones, to expand immigration with a path to citizenship. As state sovereignty increasingly ceded ground to financial capital in interstate competition for investment, this included more permanent investor-immigration options (US green cards, permanent residency, and state citizenship) (source). 
On the “supply” side of migration, climate disruption, social and political unrest, and neoliberalized social conditions accelerated out-migration, with or without state sanction (sources).  
A fourth spatio-temporal feature of the neoliberal period also derived from the globalization of production: the re-introduction of logistical, extractive, and manufacturing enclaves (such as Special Economic Zones or Export Processing Zones), initially in the Global South, the former Soviet bloc, and China. Such enclaves exempted corporate activity from formerly universal state labour and environmental regulations, and social entitlements (Kaplinsky 1993, Pyle 2001, Gudynas 2020). 
Globalized production, rising migration patterns, lengthening supply chains, domestic austerity measures, and the proliferation of enclaves all limited the visible uniformity of state authority within state boundaries (Keynesian welfare-state) period (McBride 2005).
The new volume of migration in more prosperous countries was dwarfed by migration between countries of the Global South.  But the migration that did arrive in advanced capitalist industrialized regions increasingly met novel and disruptive social conditions: heightened precarity, inequality, and economic competition for widening swathes of these populations (e.g., Robinson 2007). The new immigration flows of the neoliberal era triggered some celebratory re-inventions of nation-state identity (source). Canada, Australia, and Britain developed or extended self-congratulatory official discourses and sophisticated scholarly discourse about new, multicultural and plurinational identities (e.g., Kymlicka 1995, Tully 1995). Germany, reuniting with the fall of the Berlin Wall, abandoned heritage-based citizenship principles in 1999. But growing segments of existing populations had been destabilized and made insecure by neoliberal reforms, and increasing numbers gravitated towards xenophobia and racism, and ultimately extremist counter-politics. All these contradictory trends gathered strength as neoliberalism fell into crisis.
Globalized production and expanded logistics systems depended on new, enforceable international trade agreements to ensure the free and rapid movement of intermediate goods and financial services, as well as protection for intellectual property rights, cross-border financial flows, and smoother cross-border redeployment of managerial, technical staff, and semi-skilled as well as unskilled labour (Clarkson 1993, Clarkson 2002). They depended on austerity measures that curtailed social entitlements and programmes while expanding privatization and marketization of public goods. And they depended on similar loan conditionality at the IMF and World Bank, which had similar effects on the public sector as high public debt was met with high interest rates. 
In sum, the new trade rules and loan conditionality harmonized without homogenizing a wide range of regulatory standards. Given American postwar hegemony over world capitalism, and its status as the sole remaining superpower, this typically meant harmonization to implicitly Anglo-American standards. Even rising powers such as China and India and diminished great powers such as post-Soviet Russia threw in their lot (fully or partly) with this reformed capitalist world order (Cox and Schechter 2002).  This supra-national “constitutionalism” further decentred the authority and internal coherence of nation-state territoriality (Clarkson 1993, Gill and Cutler 2014).
The extraction and primary refining of natural resources, including energy products, underwent the revolution in supply chain management outlined above (e.g., Trace 2001). While the natural location of resource deposits obviously restricted the possible locations for extractive activity, new extractive sites proliferated under neoliberalism, such that the supply chains serving those sites both lengthened and passed through new areas. Natural gas fracked and liquefied, and bitumen diluted, for long-distance transport were but two instances of growing features of the global fuel mix. 
Fuel and other resource prices proved volatile, but after a lull in the prolonged recession of the early 1980s, remained generally high through to the mid-2010s (Singh and Bourgouin 2013). This pricing profile turned partly on a prior, rapid and prolonged resource depletion during the unprecedented postwar economic expansion. The high secular prices also turned partly on exceptional growth in relatively few world actors, notably China, under pressures of capitalist outsourcing and offshoring from the former centres of world industrial production.
In response to high prices and diminishing conventional sources, the neoliberal era of resource extraction was also marked by rapidly expanded exploitation of unconventional and lower grade deposits (Bridge 2009). The latter included Canada’s bituminous sand deposits (tar sands/oil sands) and US shale-derived oil and gas. America re-emerged as a leading fossil fuel exporter, even as it shed key manufacturing capacities; Alberta’s massive but low-grade bitumen deposits finally became commercially competitive sources of synthetic crude oil at scale (Klare 2013, Shrivastava 2015). 
Under mounting scientific evidence and popular consciousness about anthropogenic climate disruption, fossil fuel expansion also became subject to intense contestation. Mounting pressure to exploit new deposits with greater intensity was received with ambivalence in many nearby communities. 
However, lengthened, transborder commodity chains for liquid fossil fuels resisted coordinated targeting by critics, in the face of language, state, and cultural divides (Mitchell 2011). Pipelines are also less vulnerable to safe, reversible interruption than road or train transport, especially of solids, proposed corridors were often more vulnerable to such intervention strategies than existing ones (Lawson 2021). 
However, the lengthened and proliferating resource supply chains made the burgeoning extractive project proposals more vulnerable to point-based direct-action interventions along real and potential resource transportation corridors. Many corridors ran through areas that were remote, relative to existing state and corporate centres, secondary settlements, and transportation corridors. In the early stages of many projects, few corridors led in and out. This hampered the projection of institutional authority and capacity to these resource corridors. It also meant that a “barricade” erected along one or two strategic corridors at a single point could operate virtually as an encircling siege operation, or (as common usage had it) as a “blockade”. 
Where Indigenous and other local communities in such regions sought to resist new extractive corridors or enclaves, their own modes of living on the land could sometimes be mobilized in ways that state law enforcement and corporations were poorly placed to counter. Examples included seasonal rounds for subsistence hunting, gathering, and sometimes agriculture, the routes for which could sometimes serve as counter-corridors to impose and supply the barricade/blockade strategies mentioned above (see, for example, Macdonald 1985, Lawson 1998, Achtenberg 2013, McNeish 2013).
Where state coercive authority still enjoyed general legitimacy, corporate governance institutions lacked independent coercive capacity to impose their own will and disrupt these interventions. So long as opposition protest remained peaceful and enjoyed wider political or legal support that governing coalitions respected, and especially where military and policing authority or capacity was restricted, corporations in such situations also struggled to make reliable claims on state enforcement capacity. Yet at the same time, frontier conditions combined with neoliberal austerity measures that limited state responses at blockade sites. (For an otherwise progressive expression of government frustration, see Garcia Linera 2012). 
Consequently, local communities were often surprisingly well-placed to frustrate proposed supply lines, and relatively well equipped to handle the logistics. Alliances with (generally) more urban environmental movements, while often vulnerable to inter-cultural misunderstandings and conflicting priorities, allowed for complementary protest and lobbying action in larger centres.  Where transportation infrastructures allowed, such tentative settler-Indigenous alliances, or dual settler and Indigenous contestation conducted in parallel, also brought environmental militants and media to the barricades. 
In separate, but equally suggestive point-based actions, logistics workers targeted “chokepoints” of other global commodity chains during the period, such as container ports (Bonacich and Wilson 2008, Sowers, Ciccantell et al. 2018). For manufacturing and distribution interests dependent on reliable just-in-time delivery systems, such interventions proved costly and disruptive. Mostly, these chokepoint strategies sought to block de-skilling, automation, casualization, and existing precarity at those sites and beyond. In some settings, however, logistics workers conducted solidarity actions, as when San Francisco dock workers refused cargo from apartheid South Africa in 1984 (Cole 2024).
Amidst state regulatory “roll-back”, a wide range of pro-extractive interests struggled to contend with mounting Indigenous, social-justice, and environmental critiques of these kinds, alongside calls for state re-regulation. After some pioneering initiatives with non-profits and some noteworthy cases of industry capture, a proliferating ecosystem of non-state voluntary standards, corporate social responsibility initiatives, and eco-labelling projects also targeted highly visible commodity chains (Bray, Sanchez et al. 2002, Cashore, Auld et al. 2004, Cashore, Auld et al. 2007, Webb 2011). 
As these reformist initiatives matured (and less credible ones failed), a growing literature debated their merits and potential. For some, these non-state, often market-driven initiatives might identify and penalize exceptionally bad actors at one point in a commodity chain by market pressure elsewhere (Bernstein and Cashore 2007). Competition between such initiatives in a single commodity group might also ratchet up overall standards under certain conditions. However, other analysis pointed to the dangers of ineffectiveness or of industry capture in these mechanisms (e.g., Gale and Burda 1997). In these analyses, even the best initiatives ruled out by their own terms the possibility of an industry-wide reform or phase-out.
As a further consequence of mounting concerns about climate change, as well as energy security, a smaller global trend favoured energy alternatives, including renewables. For most of the neoliberal period, that trend supported alternative visions of the future; as neoliberalism has gradually slide into crisis, these sources have become competitive with fossil fuels, and especially favoured China’s bid for manufacturing dominance.
Resource Extraction and Contestation in the Crisis of Neoliberalism, and Beyond
Since the economic downturns of 2008-9 and 2014, the COVID-19 pandemic of 2020-22, and the second Trump administration (2025+), multiple material features of neoliberal spatio-temporality have come under heavy pressure. 
Above all, the norm of a single overarching regime of harmonized standards deteriorated. This had supported the relatively free circulation of resources, intermediate goods, final industrial and consumer goods, and temporary labour forces. From 2025, the Trump regime itself has deeply disrupted these postwar and neoliberal international norms, which the United States formerly championed. Dramatic new and erratic tariff rates for short-term transactional goals were but one instance.
But long before, the global harmonization of US-style trade norms was already under pressure. China’s Belt and Road Initiative and the early growth, later revitalization, and extension of BRICS institutions proposed increasingly serious alternatives (Gu, Shankland et al. 2016, Wang 2016). The European Union’s internal tensions also undermined internal harmonization, and the apparent withdrawal of US guarantees has weakened the NATO alliance and triggered rapid European and Japanese rearmament. These developments have immediate security implications and longer-term military-industrial ones for US hegemony (Yoffa 2025). Mounting questions now surround the US dollar as the world’s lead reserve currency and US treasury bills as the world’s default securities (Brancaccio and Petrou 2025).
A second core feature was vulnerabilities exposed in long-distance international supply chains, something that individual protests neither sought nor achieved. The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001, undermined neoliberal openness of borders to human population flows (Drache 2004). But perhaps the first systematic breach of neoliberal principles came from the national border controls of the COVID-19 pandemic. That massively disrupted material flows of resources, intermediate goods, and final industrial and consumer goods – and hence global production – because just-in-time supply chains became targeted as vectors of epidemic disease (Lansdowne and Lawson 2021).
The Trump regime’s reorientation of US trade and industrial policy has so far disrupted these supply chains more profoundly, in an attempt to re-assert the US as an internally coherent economic unit. The effort to reshore US manufacturing activity implies shorter, more internal supply chains. More ambiguous for neoliberal norms were early Trump threats to annex immediate US neighbours, Canada, Greenland, and the Panama Canal. Consistent with ensuring trade routes for final goods and truly globalized production, these actions depart from the neoliberal preference for non-military access to globalized supply lines, but not from the commitment to long distance trade (Friesen 2025). The seriousness of these threats is so far unproven. But as disruptive, they have already proven to be powerful.
In North America, at least, one countertendency late in the neoliberal period was to secure and reinforce trans-border material-flow corridors as “critical infrastructure”, using state police and military power rather than either global free trade norms or direct annexation. Private transportation and communication corridors have increasingly become “critical infrastructure” that enjoy direct protection of border services and other coercive state agencies (Cowen 2010, 2014, Boyle and Dafnos 2019). State security and surveillance capabilities have consequently pulled away from national borders to border-crossing supply chains. These moves also undermine earlier neoliberal promises of a “peace dividends” from the end of the Cold War. 
In this, they reinforced the re-armament and the tightened border conditions for human travel and migration, in response to attacks by international insurgencies. This began most notably after the events of September 11, 2001, but with mounting military tensions between great powers more recently, and pressures from the Trump regime for its allies to re-arm rapidly, major new military and security expenditures crowd out other state spending.
But while quite unlike the small-government, free-trade aspirations of neoliberalism, and while still largely dependent on state-based coercive agencies, in material, geographic terms, the moves to defend critical infrastructure further undermined the twentieth-century premises of neatly bounded state territoriality with homogenous conditions of internal state authority. 
Both in Canada and in the United States, this defence of the new “critical infrastructure” was gradually reoriented away from concerns about outside terrorist action, centred in post-9/11 politics of the Middle East. More recently, it has targeted the overwhelmingly peaceful point-based, direct-action protest, the job actions of logistics workers, and Indigenous land-defence that targeted extractive infrastructure (RCMP 2014, Crosby and Monaghan 2018, Alberta 2022, Jalbert, Wasserman et al. 2022). 
Finally, since they were born in two emergencies (9/11 and COVID-19) with extraordinary implications for North America and Europe, the increasingly coercive protection of private supply lines also contributed to a broadening atmosphere of “exceptional” politics, with new and corrosive implications for broad constitutional stability, limits on state coercion under the rule of law, and popular consent (Triandafyllidou 2022). Those constitutional implications appear to be deepening under the Trump regime (while also stimulating resistance movements) (Ombres 2025). 
The aftermaths of September 11, 2001, and the COVID-19 pandemic interrupted high points in anti-establishment protest. In 2001, the 9/11 emergency interrupted a protest wave against deepening neoliberal trade harmonization. These were heavily centred on mass protests in major urban centres, especially at the sites of international trade meetings (Friedberg and Rowley 2000). In 2020, the COVID-19 episode interrupted a wave of protests and land-defence, including both protests that directly targeted and contested resource-extractive corridors and support actions in major urban centres (compare earlier actions Black, D'Arcy et al. 2014, McCreary 2024). 
But that second wave of contestation was already weakening before COVID-19, as a series of trends demoralized activists. First, successive global climate conferences failed to organize enforceable and effective GHG reductions, relative to published, scientifically grounded targets and timetables. The international COP meetings increasingly stand accused of regulatory capture by fossil-fuel and other state and corporate interests (Morgan 2016, Anti-Corruption Data Collective 2024). 
Second, despite islands of important transition efforts (Scandinavian and Netherlands initiatives, but also rising Chinese investments in renewables), fossil fuel production and consumption continued to mount. So, too, did GHG and temperature increases, and mounting indicators of other climate disruptions, outstripping already-dire scientific projections. Those trends continue to the time of writing (UN Environment Programme 2025, 2025). 
The COVID-19 itself confined many populations to their homes and places of work, interrupting face-to-face interactions and performance-based outdoor protest strategies. That confinement increasingly isolated and frustrated key population groups who were important to the protest wave. But it also intensified exposure for many of those confined by quarantine to algorithmically controlled communications through social media. These communication tools were an important lifeline to community, but intensified and re-directed the frustrations of many, most notably away from resource politics and the climate question. 
For those already faced with eroding standards of living under neoliberalism and deprived of work and affordable means of subsistence by anti-pandemic measures, mobilization in defiance of quarantine and vaccination measures, including defiance of the scientific grounds for those measures, emerged as an target and outlet for broader resentments (Barrett 2022).  In other cases, the pandemic reinforced uncritical and anti-social solutions, including xenophobic, patriarchal, and white-supremacist discourses (for documentation of these patterns in British Columbia, see BC. Office of the Human Rights Commissioner 2023). 
For still others, however, frustration with the policing of quarantine joined up with frustration about racist and patriarchal tendencies in police, security forces, and armed interventions abroad. The May 2020 police killing of George Floyd in Minneapolis triggered a quarantine-busting wave of protest against racism and colonialism in the thick of the pandemic experience. Barely two years after the worst of the pandemic lockdowns, the intense Israeli attacks in the Gaza Strip, responding to surprise Hamas attacks on Israel that began October 7, 2023 (BBC 2025), triggered mass international pro-Palestinian protest, especially in North America and Europe (Al Jazeera 2024). These two major movements contributed to a post-pandemic emphasis on anti-racism and anti-colonial protest, as well as intense debate about rising antisemitism.
In the immediate term, this protest reorientation co-existed with a rise in North American state-based initiatives to encourage a green transition towards renewable energy sources. In the post-pandemic context of a Trudeau government in Canada and a Biden presidency in the United States, the immediate demobilization and demoralization of militancy activism through direct action could co-exist with the idea that secular trends favoured renewable energy growth and a more general green transition.  Starting in 2022, the Biden Inflation Reduction Act put major funding into renewable power technological innovation infrastructure (USA. White House 2023).  Supporters of deepened climate action saw a real possibility that the United States would marry active industrial strategy to a green transition. This might catch up with European green transition work and the path-breaking development of renewable and non-fossil supply chains in China (Stapper, Baron et al. 2025, Yang, Yang et al. 2025).
Initially, the Biden presidency had built hopes amongst climate reformers that these policy initiatives could build wider support for a return to state leadership in job creation and generalizing prosperity. But Biden’s clean energy initiatives came at the price of tariff policies blocking North American access to Chinese and other international sources of more developed and cheaper service technologies based on renewables. Post-pandemic inflationary pressures and a path to Donald Trump’s electoral victory emerged in the United States before major employment gains in North American renewables and thus mass support for a green transition could stabilize themselves.
With post-pandemic activist pressures shifting away from environment and climate issues in favour of the other causes, major resource companies moved to consolidate a public-relations defence of lower-emitting fossil fuels and an approach to climate action thoroughly detached from a rapid transition towards renewable energy.  China emerged from this period with its fossil-fuel emissions still increasing, but also with a far more successful state-directed project to develop high-technology supply chains based on renewable energy sources.
With the election of Donald Trump to a second term, however, soft climate-change denialism in key resource and manufacturing sectors shifted abruptly to rapid fossil fuel expansion and abandonment of alternative fuel supply chains, just as world renewable energy sources met and surpassed the affordability of fossil fuels. Fossil-fuel companies and allied economic interests even found themselves outflanked in this policy area, with government-led shutdowns of emerging renewable and low-emissions initiatives in North America.  Still volatile, but broadly lower fossil fuel prices have so far broadly discouraged reinvestment in fossil fuels, at rates the new US administration and its international allies have sought. 
The second Trump administration (together with nonstate actions by allied movements) also criminalized and imposed fresh costs on both scholarly and activist opposition. This demobilized some dissent, while energizing others to focus on defending basic constitutional and electoral-democratic principles rather than on climate questions. 
Meanwhile, in Canada, the 2025 election of the Carney Liberals in the face of a rising populist challenge from the right has ended the Trudeau period of modest environmental reformism that neither triggered a decisive transition nor underwrote a resurgent fossil fuel economy.  The 2024 elections saved Liberal fortunes at the rightward-shifting centre of Canadian politics, at the expense of soft independence voters of Quebec shifting away from the BQ, and social democratic and pro-environmental voters shifting away from the NDP. (Both the NDP and the BQ had broadly favoured climate-stabilization and anti-fossil fuel protest.) 
At the time of writing, the new prime minister’s former commitments to a green capitalist transition under renewable energy sources have disappeared from view. The new government was nearly exclusively concerned with attempts to meet the Trump administration’s disruption of continental trade patterns by a renewal of Canadian resource exports. The election of a new populist, pro-oil leader of the Alberta UCP, Danielle Smith, intensified that party’s work to foster a major fossil fuel resurgence across the country. Up to the time of writing, the UCP has tied its partisan future more tightly to populist attacks on both climate science and targeted medical treatments (COVID and transgender treatments). Amidst historically high provincial unemployment rates in that province, heavy industrial investments in job-cutting technologies, and low industrial investment in major new projects, the UCP government demanded a wide-ranging federal abandonment of regulatory incentives for renewable energy transitions, in return for Alberta support for national economic integration or even national unity. Meanwhile, amidst a wave of new nationalist sentiment to respond to Trump administration trade and geopolitical policies while maintaining national unity, anti-fossil fuel sentiment waned amongst even progressive voters.  
A Preliminary Sketch of the Human Geography of Post-Neoliberal Pro-Climate Politics
Under these altered circumstances, climate and environmental movements struggle to recapture forward initiative.  This section offers a preliminary sketch of climate and environmental activist models for an emerging post-neoliberal period.  These options are offered with no certainty about their viability, effectiveness, or popularity: that work would require more prolonged research and real-world experimentation. Instead, these options are based on the strategic potential of existing models of corporate, state, and oppositional activity on the land, as revealed in their deployment under neoliberalism. 
1) A first option would be to double down on non-violent “chokepoint” and “barricade” strategies along existing and planned extractive corridors and related infrastructure.  This would rest first on the calculation that a fundamental imbalance remains in capacities to project power along the more remote stretches of extractive corridors. Relative to the capacities of both state and corporate governance to enforce rules and interests at a distance, this strategy would draw on certain advantages that Indigenous First Nations and other Indigenous communities still enjoy, as well as local non-Indigenous communities unpersuaded by the balance of costs and benefits from living alongside existing or new extractive “critical infrastructure”.  
Additionally, to the extent that Indigenous communities currently exercise or could enrich their historical practices on the land, this strategy would have access to counter-infrastructures that could support land-defence activities, supplying and “staffing” barricade structures at places that corporate management, private security, and state police forces find relatively difficult to engage.
Unlike the neoliberal period, however, this strategic approach would have to be reconciled with a hardened regulatory environment in both Canada and the US to a green transition, and with the intentional expansion (both current and projected under the Carney government or – all the more – any Conservative successor government) of security and surveillance capacities to support extractive infrastructure in remote areas. More than in the neoliberal period, strategies of direct-action contestation would have to presuppose a hardened response from both state and capital, with a corresponding thinning of activist ranks: more moderate or risk-averse supporters would stay home.  One version of this strategy would turn on the delegitimating effect of “filling the jails” or provoking enhanced state coercive responses.
In the Indigenous communities most affected by fossil-fuel extractive activity, the strategy would also presuppose an overall effective presence of members who still favoured a more sustainable or low-impact path on the land. These would have to remain unconvinced (despite enduring conditions of colonial and racialized economic hardship) by state and corporate cooptation campaigns to participate in accelerated resource extraction. 
To the extent that the Carney national-interest infrastructural initiatives under Bill C-5 provide for a new network of more remote resource transportation and communications corridors, such contentious strategies in Canada would have to rely less than before on southern-based environmental activists, would-be allies of Indigenous Nations, and mass-media coverage of confrontations with security forces. 
In sum, this option is likely to be a much more “vanguardist” strategy in its active membership, even if it remained resolutely non-violent, and such a strategy would still have to bank on the delegitimating impact of “filling the jails”, and the willingness of sufficient participants to endure heightened coercive capacities of state, corporate, and non-state actors. 
On the other hand, that willingness would arguably be made more plausible, given the near-certainty that scientific evidence and lived experience would increasingly confirm the rising and accelerating climate and democratic stakes of failure.
2) A second strategic option specifically applies to a resource-extractive advanced industrialized country such as Canada. It would be to re-harmonize to a new or emerging international order, away from US-backed postwar world order and towards a Chinese, EU, or BRICS one. Accompanying such a switch could mean accelerated participation in, and harmonization with, the environmental and renewable innovations of the Chinese or EU economies. 
This option would be built on the possibility that the crisis in US hegemony further resolves into a multi-centred world of competing hegemons, or even into a rapid replacement of the US by China or potentially the EU. (The alternatives might include a prolonged period of hegemonic crisis, or accelerated rates of overall international conflict, economic crisis, civilizational decline, and environmental collapse.) 
A further condition would be that such a new order opened new options for secondary powers as Canada, rather than binding Canada more tightly to a diminished, fossil-bound America. A final condition would be that neither China nor the EU realigned politically to abandon relatively serious material commitments to robust renewable and sustainable industrial reforms. 
This option could entail a more balanced and autonomous trade and geopolitical position, more nearly like that of Australia today, or an absolute and more wrenching switch in allegiances. 
A variant of this option would draw on the influential vision of a middle-power alliance that Prime Minister Mark Carney sketched in his Davos speech on January 20, 2026. For this variant to appeal to an environmental and social-justice social base, however, it would have to abandon the extractive-industrial and neoliberal policy assumptions that infused Carney’s account of a Canadian future.
3) A third option would look inward in the Canadian or the American context, away from initiatives resting on either global harmonization or state-based sovereignty claims. Instead, the emphasis would be on a rapid and deep green transition through the major metropolitan demand centres and their supply lines.  This would concentrate pro-climate and pro-environmental energies on their own current centres of partisan and ideological strength, either complementing or replacing campaigns for rural and frontier-based land defence and environmental action. Instead, the demand and technological gains from a deep energy conversion and other pro-climate and pro-environmental initiatives would force change along the supply corridors that support metropolitan centres.  
Such a strategy would require a jarring reckoning with current urban construction, transportation, and energy practices in major urban centres of North America; a reshaping of the layout and organization of production, residential, consumption, and civil-societal sites. It could mean rethinking the limits to the classical proposition that urban centres are necessarily defined by their reliance on resource frontiers beyond their own jurisdictions (Lewis Mumford).  It would mean learning from and scaling up such initiatives as “SmartGrowth” or “transition town” efforts of the late 1990s and early 2000s.  Elements of such a strategy might include some combination of direct substitution of fossil fuels and other damaging resources, intentional reduction in energy service and other final-good consumption, and radical exploration of “soft energy paths” that reduced the necessary resource inputs for existing levels of energy services (for instance, through urban reorganization to shorten transportation lines, and energy efficiency measures). 
It would also mean a successful calculation of such policies to limit internal opposition. Given existing examples of senior governments intervening at municipal levels to limit such strategies, it would also mean strategizing to prevent, fend off, or endure external interventions from senior levels of government and from angered rural and frontier resource supply centres.  
On a more positive (but politically equally challenging) note, it would force environmental activists to animate more passive supporters into active ones who would participate personally and collectively in material transitional activities. The option would provide part of a response to criticisms that earlier urban-based environmental politics had forced change on more distant resource-based communities without fully facing equally urgent transformations in urban modes of living. A more thorough-going response to such criticisms would include support for parallel extractive transformations in those supply hinterlands.
4) A fourth final option would be a turn to the smaller-scale utopian, communitarian, and survivalist experiments.  These have been part of the modern environmental movement since at least the 1970s (and indeed, they have also formed part of important thought supporting Indigenous decolonization and resurgence). This strategy, one-sidedly pursued, would depend on the calculation that larger scale industrial transformation strategies have failed and are likely to continue to fail. It would depend on a determination that crucial tipping points have been irrevocably breached, to the point that energies spent on other strategies are wasted efforts. It would also depend on the calculation that its own experiments could actually promote or prolong survival, amidst a wider civilizational collapse and mounting environmental destabilization already underway.  
In spatio-temporal terms, such strategies would draw on the internal cycling and other biomimicry of subsistence mixed-farming techniques in agricultural spaces, but also or instead on seasonal hunting, fishing, and gathering rounds. In varied forms, both are deep inheritances of civilizations across the world, and part of lived experiences and shared memories more broadly today.  
However, given the realities of majority urban lifestyles worldwide and especially in North America, this option would depend on the willingness and ability of participants to alter their lives deeply. Participants would have to build or renew skill sets, as well as to learn, sustain, and transmit remnant technologies and scientific knowledge from modern industrial civilizations. It would mean abandoning some of the efficiencies of scale and the protections of larger scale economic and social connections in the face of localized crises, supply failures, or natural disasters. Given the gap between the footprint such communities require and the footprint required to sustain the current global population, it would also have to stand as a remnant strategy. The vast majority of the world’s population will die off in such a transition, whether over the outgoing generations’ natural lifespans, or more suddenly and prematurely through conflict, hardship, and disease.
As a final remark about this short and incomplete strategic inventory, nothing necessarily presupposes that these models must play out in mutual isolation or exclusion.  Instead, the point here is to derive each model from a distinctive configuration of socio-economic and ecological practices in space-time. Each model implies a distinctive transformative effect on the land and therefore a distinctive strategic potential in relation to the others and to forces of non-human nature.  The task of the final section is to sketch an inventory of socio-ecological “operations” (Mezzadra and Nielson) as a kind of grammar for the materiality of “spatio-temporal fixes” (Jessop, Harvey), together with their “strategic-relational implications” (Jessop, Hay). 
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