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Abstract  
To what extent do Indigeneous Peoples exert influence over global climate decision-making 
processes? Recent studies oberve the increased presence and influence of Indigenous Peoples 
over climate negotiations while also recognizing the limits of their political influence. For 
instance, Indigenous Peoples successfully advocated state parties to include language in the Paris 
Agreement of the United Nations Framework on Climate Change (UNFCCC) that recognized 
their role in designing, adopting, and implementing climate change policies. Yet, activists 
continue to push for broader participation of Indigenous Peoples in United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate Change conferences. This article reviews the state of knowledge on the 
political impact of Indigenous Peoples in spaces of global climate governance and the 
mechanisms by which Indigenous Peoples exert political influence. This review identifies three 
prominent debates on the question of the influence of Indigenous Peoples in global climate 
governance: 1) What constitutes Indigenous Peoples political influence over global climate 
governance, 2) the extent to which Indigenous Peoples exert it, and 3) whether the political 
influence of Indigenous Peoples over global climate governance is enough to stop climate 
regimes from harming them.  

1. Introduction
Studies on the organized efforts of Indigenous Peoples to influence global climate 

governance observe and document their increased participation, political impact, and the 
conditions under which they exert political influence (1, 2**).1 This article reviews recent 
literature on the increased involvement and impact of Indigenous Peoples on global climate 
decision-making processes. This text begins with a review of ongoing debates on the presence 
and influence of Indigenous Peoples in instances of global environmental governance. It 
proceeds with a discussion of research on the barriers to the influence of Indigenous Peoples on 
global environmental governance. The article follows with a discussion of an important instance 
of influence—the recognition of the role of Indigenous Peoples knowledge in the Paris 
Agreement. The piece concludes with a discussion of research that points to opportunities for 
increased influence and a review of the debate on whether instances of political influence over 
climate decision-making processes constitute progress in climate regimes that exclude and 
perpetuate harms Indigenous Peoples (3, 4*).  

This review was conducted using an exhaustive and intentional coverage approach (5), 
which aims to include all relevant studies that inform the question of the extent to which 
Indigenous Peoples exert influence over climate decision-making processes. This approach seeks 
to include but is not limited to peer reviewed studies and ensures the inclusion of studies and 
manuscripts authored by Indigenous Peoples engaged in global climate advocacy efforts. Thus, 
conclusions about this body of literature are developed on the basis of a broad and inclusive 
knowledge base. The studies included in this review were drawn from the Web of Science 
database, which includes the Science Citation Index, Arts & Humanities Citation Index, and the 

1 Global climate governance refers to instances of decision-making about climate issues above the national level. 
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Social Science Citation Index, as well as from Google Scholar and the websites of advocacy 
organizations under the leadership of Indigenous Peoples.2 Additionally, the author reviewed 
relevant literature referenced in literature identified through the aforementioned method. The 
author identified themes in this literature through a grounded theory approach (6). This approach 
builds on the strengths of deductive and inductive reasoning by identifying themes that emerge 
from existing theories on the outcome of interest, the influence of Indigenous Peoples on global 
environmental governance, as well as new themes that emerge from the studies reviewed.  

Indigenous Peoples, who manage or have tenure rights over more than a quarter of the 
world’s land surface (7), have expanded their participation across various instances of global 
climate governance since 1998, when Indigenous activists began attending United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) Conference of Parties (COP) (8*, 9, 10, 
11). Indigenous Peoples activist efforts had impact on the Paris Agreement’s article on averting, 
minimizing, and addressing loss and damage stemming from the effects of climate change (10**) 
and over the creation of a Local Communities and Indigenous Peoples Platform (11**, 12**, 
2**). Yet, the extent to which Indigenous Peoples had an impact on the outcome of the Paris 
Agreement on Climate is a matter of debate. Various scholars observe that the inclusion of 
Indigenous Peoples in instances of global environmental governance and their influence within 
these spaces remains limited (12, 13**, 14**, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19). Whereas some studies locate 
the influence of Indigenous Peoples mobilization in the outcomes of climate negotiations, such 
as the creation of the Local Communities and Indigenous Peoples Platform as part of the Paris 
Agreement and its recognition of the role of Indigenous Knowledges in climate change 
adaptation (2**), others conceptualize influence more broadly in terms of changes in 
representation as a result of power struggles (18, 20). Despite its importance, the Local 
Communities and Indigenous Peoples Platform created under the Paris Agreement is seen as an 
inadequate mechanism for Indigenous participation, as it fails to frame Indigenous Peoples 
participation in terms of human rights and avoids recognizing the colonial systems and practices 
that marginalize Indigenous Peoples (13**, 14**, 21). Future scholarship can advance this area 
of study through analyses of the pathways by which Indigenous Peoples achieved the inclusion 
of language in the Paris Agreement that recognizes the role of Indigenous Knowledge in climate 
change adaptation. Further attention should also be placed on the differences among groups of 
Indigenous Peoples in relation to engagement with climate financing mechanisms and the extent 
to which these differences affect the influence of activist efforts among Indigenous Peoples in 
instances of global climate governance.    
2. Barriers to Indigenous Influence 

                                                      
2 The author used the following keywords and variations of them through a truncated search (a technique that 
amplifies a search by including various word endings and spellings): Indigenous Peoples, Environmental Politics, 
Climate Justice, Marginalized Groups, Global Environmental Governance, Global Climate Governance, 
Environmental Policy, Activism, Transnational Activism, International Solidarity, Solidarity, Social Movements, 
Environmental Movements, Environmental Justice, Environmental Injustice, Environmental Justice Movement, 
Paris Accord on Climate, United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, UNFCCC, Non-governmental 
Organizations, Environmental NGO, NGO Influence, INGO, Transnational Social Movements, Transnational Social 
Movement Organizations, TSMO, Transnational Advocacy Networks, Adaptation, Climate Change, Climate Policy, 
Indigenous Knowledge, Traditional Knowledge, Climate Change Mitigation, Indigenous Peoples Exclusion, 
Indigenous Peoples Inclusion, Local Communities, Frontline Communities, Indigenous Rights, Rights of Nature, 
Rights of Mother Earth, REDD+, International Rights of Nature Tribunal, Non-state actors, Environmental Advocacy. 
The author searched through 15 pages of search results on Web of Science and Google Scholar respectively.  



 Scholars have identified various barriers that obstruct the political impact of Indigenous 
Peoples over global climate governance. These include financial constrains, coping with 
differences among groups, nation-state dominance in UNFCCC negotiations, and challenges 
related to the pace with which negotiations take place. A commonly observed barrier is the 
material needs and financial constrains that Indigenous Peoples face in their efforts to maintain 
their presence in spaces of international climate negotiations (13*, 22*, 17). Alliances among 
well-funded environmental international non-governmental organizations (INGOs), also known 
as green groups, have allowed resource redistribution through formal and informal arrangements. 
Transnational environmental advocacy efforts must also cope with differences and disparities 
across social groups and among the many actors that engage in contention within this issue area 
(23). Their ability to cope with this broad range of differences can impact their ability to achieve 
cooperation and political influence (24, 25). Indigenous Peoples involved in transnational 
climate justice activism are engaged in a constant struggle to balance the tactical aspiration of 
portraying Indigenous Peoples as a unified bloc (13**) allthewhile working to cope with the 
differences that mark the diversity of perspectives and identities that mobilize under the 
collective identities of Indigenous Peoples. Yet, achieving unity across different groups of 
Indigenous Peoples is not merely a strategic aspiration. For some Indigenous Peoples activists 
and scholars embracing universalism, collective identities, and cultural diversity is a condition 
for achieving human rights (26, 27, 28, 29).  

The UNFCCC is marked by the continued dominance of nation-states and marginality of 
non-state actors (13**, 22*). Formal and informal norms of and within UNFCCC COPs limit the 
participation of Indigenous Peoples and non-state actors more generally (30, 18). The gains of 
non-state actor participation do not necessarily translate into gains for the participation of 
Indigenous Peoples (13**). Indigenous Peoples challenge the absence of meaningul recognition 
and representation within the UNFCCC (13**, 14**, 18) and within environmental movements 
(25, 2**). Indigenous Peoples report having to cope with the delicate balance between tokenism 
and meaninful inclusion, which (13**) refers to as the double-edged sword of visibility. 
Assertions of Indigenous identities and perspectives are celebrated in instances of global 
environmental governance in so far as they remain ceremonial and absent of political claims on 
the process and outcome of the negotiations (31). Nation-states often supress the issues of 
Indigenous Peoples during climate negotiations by depicting them as domestic matters, 
allthewhile portraying themselves to be champions of Indigenous Peoples and claiming to 
represent them in international fora (32*). Outside of COPs, colonial and capitalist exploitation 
and mining ignores the ecological limits of the planet (33), local claims on land, and customary 
use rights, while also opening up new battlegrounds for Indigenous resistance (34). Indigenous 
activists and nature defenders are subject to bodily harm, repression of their political activism, 
state-sponsored violence, and the consequences of colonial and capitalist violence (35*, 36). 
While repression is widely considered to thwart social movement emergence and influence, in 
the case of Native Americans, the US government’s repression of the Indigenous activists led 
them to “embrace, insist on, and apply international human rights law” (35*, 36).  

Indigenous organizers also report feelings of exhaustion that stem from the pace with 
which COPs take place, late night negotiating sessions, experiences of disrespect, treatment of 
Indigenous Peoples as novelties (37*), having to search for state party allies to gain access to 
informal but potentially consequential negotiations, coping with internal differences and dissent, 
reaching movement agreements, building new ties while severing others, facing repression at 



home and at the negotiating space, grieving for those lost to these struggles, translation across a 
large number of languages, attendance at pre-COPs, and the need for eternal vigilance (13**).  
3. Instances of Indigenous Peoples Political Influence: Affirming Indigenous Knowledges 

The recognition of Indigenous Knowledge in the Paris Agreement’s adaptation section of 
the text is a notable advocacy victory that merits further attention and points to a direction for 
future research. Some groups of Indigenous Peoples engage in considerable efforts to assert the 
legitimacy of their knowledges in spaces of global environmental governance (3, 13**, 18). 
Thus, the inclusion of language in the Paris Agreement that recognizes the role of of Indigenous 
Knowledge is a notable instance of the influence of advocacy efforts among Indigenous Peoples.  

Scholars have cautioned against pursuing the integration of traditional ecological 
knowledge as an end in itself (14**). In their view, meaningful integration of traditional 
ecological knowledge must include participants from a diversity of backgrounds and areas of 
expertise, and not just participants with academic backgrounds from natural sciences (14**). 
Others question whether traditional Indigenous ancestral knowledges are recognized in so far as 
they validate, confirm, or support scientific and technical assessments (13**; 22*). Further, 
Wetts (38) finds that technocratic framings of the issue of climate change remain prevalent 
among most US advocacy organizations. Technocratic framings persist despite the emergence 
and visibility of climate justice frames (12**) and the assertion of the role of Indigenous and 
ancestral knowledges in addressing climate change (9, 39). There is, however, an increased push 
for acknowledgement of Indigenous Peoples knowledges in scientific assessments (9, 13**) and, 
more specifically, within the UNFCCC Subsidiary Body for Scientific and Technological Advice 
(SBSTA). Further, ongoing efforts to implement clauses of the Paris Agreement that recognize 
the role and value of Indigenous Peoples knowledge seek to achieve a more balanced 
participation of Indigenous knowledge holders from various backgrounds, including academics 
and non-academics.3 Indigenous Peoples activists recurrently evoke climate science as part of 
their demands for climate action (27*, 40, 41). Scholars have also proposed pathways to bridging 
gaps between scientists and publics engaged in climate change policymaking processes (42) 
while others propose bridging the gap between Indigenous and scientific knowledges (43).  
4.1 Opportunities for Increased Influence 
 The current historical juncture presents various challenges for efforts to influence global 
environmental governance among Indigenous Peoples, but it also generates numerous 
opportunities. Indigenous Peoples have found opportunities for influence within UNFCCC COPs 
and other instances of global governance (44). Indigenous struggles (36) and climate justice 
frames (12**) are experiencing a period of hightened visibility, which attracts funding support 
for Indigenous organizing and pressures state parties to adopt measures aligned with movement 
demands.  

Indigenous activists also report benefitting from the support of insiders within UN 
megaconferences (45). This support comes in different forms, including invitations to participate 
in informal gatherings in which negotiations take place (18, 31). Specifically, activists may find 
support from nation-state delegates. The degree to which nation-states are democratically 
accountable may have an impact on the extent to which nation-states support advocacy efforts 
(46). Scholars have also called attention to the importance of nation-state support for 
transnational advocacy groups and their advocacy goals as a determinant of transnational activist 
                                                      
3 Recent efforts to this end are documented in recent SBTSA meetings, including the SBSTA - In-session Dialogue of 
the Local Communities and Indigenous Peoples Platform available at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8ChRazhU6Zw.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8ChRazhU6Zw


success (46, 47). Yet, power is not static (18, 20), and great power politics outside of climate 
politics often do not map onto and across each instance of climate policymaking.  

Scholars have documented structural and institutional changes in global environmental 
governance (48) and the conditions under which they take place (45). Decentralized and 
polycentric policymaking structures of global environmental governance provide multiple points 
of entry for Indigenous political influence and participation (2**, 13**, 44, 49, 50*, 51, 52). For 
instance, Indigenous Peoples are intensely involved in advocacy in regional bodies, such as the 
Artic Council, where activist organizations like the Arctic Circumpolar Conference maintain a 
strong presence. Activist organizations under the leadership of Indigenous Peoples like the 
Coordinadora de la Organizaciones Indígenas de la Cuenca Amazónica (COICA) engaged in 
activism across multiple scales of governance and across national boundaries. Some have argued 
that INGO can evaluate these multiple instances of climate governance and their dynamics as 
they prepare to engage in mobilization (53). More generally, globalization provides opportunities 
for generating new solidarities and promoting Indigenous narratives, discourses, perspectives, 
and resistance (54).  
4.2 Influence through Solidarity 

The development of solidarity is an ongoing process that, if achieved and maintained, can 
enhance the political influence of environmental movements (13**, 25, 55, 56). Indigenous 
alliances with other groups representing them generates opportunities for mobilization and 
political influence (13**, 8, 2**). To this end, movements must cope with internal differences 
and adopt norms of inclusion and solidarity whereby movements prioritize the issues and support 
the leadership of intersectionally marginalized groups (55, 56, 57). It is, however, important to 
engage in discussions about what constitutes a marginalized group, as these conceptualizations 
have organizing and policy implications (58). Educational struggles with a focus on Indigenous 
Peoples sovereignty help generate solidarity (59*). Yet, research on Indigenous Peoples is often 
cited as an epistemologically extractice endeavor (13**, 60), and is part of longstanding colonial 
practices (61).   

Differences among Indigenous Peoples climate justice organizers are not only identity-
based, but also emerge along the lines of policy preferences. Distinct positions in relation to 
issues like carbon pricing and financing make portrayals of unity at international fora particularly 
challenging. While some groups consider carbon pricing and trading schemes to be false 
solutions to climate change (27*, 62; 10), others have engaged in joint climate financing ventures 
like the UN’s Green Climate Fund and alliances with transational advocacy groups like the 
World Wildlife Fund (WWF) and Conservation International (CI) (8*, 63, 64, 65, 66). Recent 
analyses point to the limited participation of Indigenous Peoples in projects like REDD+ (66).  

Pressures to exert influence in global decision-making arenas pushes leading INGOs to 
advance incremental policy gains and choose more moderate demands over more far-reaching 
demands to alter the status quo (67). Organizational leaders must balance the opportunity to 
make decisions internationally without local consultation or risk losing this opportunity in the 
interest of internal movement democracy. Further, leaders may have to consult and seek 
acceptance from various audiences (67). For some organizations, embracing the slow pace of 
translocal movement democracy requires a drastic reshaping of the procedures that govern global 
environmental decision-making processes. Scholars have cautioned against acting on the basis of 
urgency and in the name of progress while adopting policies that ultimately harm Indigenous 
Peoples (4*). Supressing internal dissent and local participation as well as failing to enact norms 
of movement inclusion and democracy may ultimately undermine a movement’s political 



influence (2**, 25, 56, 57, 68). While transnational movement participants may seek to build 
unity in diversity (69), movement participants are also subjected to political pressures to 
homogenize Indigenous identities so as to enable delegations of the “Indigenous diplomat” who 
can represent all Indigenous Peoples (13**). Indigenous Peoples identities and systems of 
governance have been described as continuously shifting (70) and inclusive of nature (3). 
5. Conclusion 

This review identifies three prominent debates on the question of the influence of 
Indigenous Peoples in global climate governance: 1) What constitutes Indigenous Peoples 
political influence over global climate governance, 2) the extent to which Indigenous Peoples 
exert it, and 3) whether the political influence of Indigenous Peoples over global climate 
governance is enough to stop climate regimes from harming them. While there is some progress 
towards the participation of Indigenous Peoples in global climate policy design, adoption, and 
implementation, scholars call into question whether exerting influence is a form of progress if 
the policies adopted continue to harm Indigenous Peoples (3; 4*). Coming out of Paris, a 
longtime international Indigenous rights lawyer, Alberto Saldamando, voiced an opinion shared 
by many Indigenous organizers engaged in transnational climate mobilization: the Paris 
Agreement was a human rights violation, and nothing other than a trade agreement (17, 21, 28). 
What constitutes influence is itself a matter of debate (18). While some focus on the impact of 
advocacy efforts on the outcome of climate negotiations (2**), others identify the influence of 
the mobilization of Indigenoues Peoples in both the process and outcome of global 
environmental negotiations (18). These analyses, as well as others (71) stress that influence is 
non linear (16) and that persistence is needed to secure and expand previous gains (25, 2**). 
Policies enacted by nation-states within instances of global climate governance like the 
UNFCCC, however, may not be enough, and instead, decolonization might be a necessary 
condition for addressing the ecological crisis (3, 72, 34). Indigenous activists have a rich history 
of challenging the United Nations, the Westphalian system of territorial sovereignty (35*), and 
its norms of representation (35*). Indigenous Peoples are among the various groups of non-state 
actors who call their legitimacy into question (3). Scholars debate whether the planet has already 
reached a point of no return (4*), and whether international environmental regimes can actually 
usher in progress or policies if, ultimately, these policies pose greater risk to Indigenous Peoples 
(73).  
 

1. Larsen, Peter Bille and Dan Brockington. 2018. The Anthropology of Conservation NGOs: Rethinking the 
Boundaries. Cham, Switzerland: Palgrave Macmillan.  
2. **Tormos‐Aponte, Fernando, and Gustavo A. García‐López. 2018. "Polycentric struggles: The experience of the 
global climate justice movement." Environmental policy and governance 28 (4): 284-294. 

This case study of the climate justice movement examines the movement’s influence over the Paris 
Agreement. The article reviews the climate justice movement’s history and efforts to enact norms of inclusive and 
democratic organizing, which included supporting the leadership of marginalized groups. The article also considers 
the how movements mirror the polycentric structural edifice of global environmental governance as well as the 
challenges and consequences of doing so.  
3. McGregor, Deborah, Steven Whitaker, and Mahisha Sritharan. 2020. "Indigenous environmental justice and 
sustainability." Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 43: 35-40. 
4*. Whyte, Kyle. 2020. "Too late for indigenous climate justice: Ecological and relational tipping points." Wiley 
Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 11 (1): e603. 
 This article considers the extent to which a threshold has been crossed whereby environmental justice is 
no longer possible.  

                                                      



                                                                                                                                                                           
5. Paré, Guy, and Spyros Kitsiou. 2017. "Methods for literature reviews." In Handbook of eHealth Evaluation: An 
Evidence-based Approach, edited by Francis Lau and Craig Kuziemsky, 157-180. Victoria, Canada: University of 
Victoria.  
6. Glaser, Barney G. and Anselm L. Strauss. 2017. Discovery of grounded theory: Strategies for qualitative research. 
London, Routledge. 
7. Garnett, S.T., Burgess, N.D., Fa, J.E. et al. 2018. A spatial overview of the global importance of Indigenous lands 
for conservation. Nature Sustainability 1: 369–374. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-018-0100-6 
8.* Claeys, Priscilla, and Deborah Delgado. 2017. Peasant and Indigenous Transnational Social Movements 
Engaging with Climate Justice. Canadian Journal of Development Studies 38 (3): 325–340.  
 This article reviews the history of Indigenous engagement at the UNFCCC and examines the structures 
that mediate the impact of their mobilization. 
9. Ford, James D., Michelle Maillet, Vincent Pouliot, Thomas Meredith, Alicia Cavanaugh, and IHACC Research 
Team. 2016a. Adaptation and Indigenous Peoples in the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change. Climatic Change 139 (3–4): 429–443.  
10. Havemann, Paul. 2016. Mother Earth, Indigenous Peoples and Neo-Liberal Climate Change Governance. In 
Handbook of Indigenous Peoples’ Rights, edited by Corrine Lennox and Damien Short, 181–200. London, England: 
Routledge.  
11. Lesnikowski, Alexandra, James Ford, Robbert Biesbroek, Lea Berrang-Ford, Michelle Maillet, Malcolm Araos, 
and Stephanie E. Austin. 2017. "What does the Paris Agreement mean for adaptation?." Climate Policy 17 (7) : 825-
831. 
12. Brugnach, Marcela, Marc Craps, and A. R. P. J. Dewulf. 2017. "Including indigenous peoples in climate change 
mitigation: addressing issues of scale, knowledge and power." Climatic change 140 (1): 19-32. 
13. Maldonado, Julie, TM Bull Bennett, Karletta Chief, Patricia Cochran, Karen Cozzetto, Bob Gough, Margaret Hiza 
Redsteer, Kathy Lynn, Nancy Maynard, and Garrit Voggesser. 2016. "Engagement with indigenous peoples and 
honoring traditional knowledge systems." Climatic Change 135 (1): 111-126. 
14. Raffel, Sara. 2016. “Climate Communication and the Exclusion of Indigenous Knowledge.” In 2016 IEEE 
International Professional Communication Conference (IPCC):1–5. Austin, TX: IEEE. Doi 
10.1109/IPCC.2016.7740496. 
15. Ramos-Castillo, Ameyali, Edwin J. Castellanos, and Kirsty Galloway McLean. "Indigenous peoples, local 
communities and climate change mitigation." Climatic Change 140, no. 1 (2017): 1-4. 
16. Okereke, C., & Coventry, P. 2016. “Climate justice and the international regime: Before, during, and after 
Paris.” WIREs Climate Change 7 (6): 834–851. 
17. Paulson, Nels, Ann Laudati, and Amity Doolittle, Meredith Welsh-Devine, and Pablo Pena. 2012. Indigenous 
Peoples’ Participation in Global Conservation: Looking Beyond Headdresses and Face Paint. Environmental Values 
21 (3): 255–276.  
18. Marion Suiseeya, Kimberly R., and Laura Zanotti. 2019. "Making influence visible: Innovating ethnography at 
the Paris Climate Summit." Global Environmental Politics 19 (2): 38-60. 
19. Tomlinson, Luke. 2016. Procedural justice in the United Nations framework convention on climate change. New 
York, NY: Springer International. 
20. Kashwan, Prakash, Lauren M. MacLean, and Gustavo A. García-López.  2019. "Rethinking Power and Institutions 
in the Shadows of Neoliberalism: (an Introduction to a Special Issue of World Development)." World Development 
120: 133-46. 
21. Indigenous Environmental Network. 2015. “The Paris Agreement Does Not Recognize Indigenous Rights.” 
https://www.ienearth.org/the-paris-agreement-does-not-recognize-indigenous-rights/ 
22.* Comberti, Claudia, Thomas F. Thornton, Michaela Korodimou, Meghan Shea, and Kimaren Ole Riamit. 2019. 
"Adaptation and Resilience at the Margins: Addressing Indigenous Peoples' Marginalization at International 
Climate Negotiations." Environment: Science and Policy for Sustainable Development 61 (2): 14-30. 
 This article details Indigenous Peoples’ experience of exclusion and political inequality at international 
climate negotiations. Furtherm the authors identify the problematic relationship between scientists and 
Indigenious organizers within spaces of global climate governance. 
23. Partelow, Stefan, Klara Johanna Winkler, and Gregory M. Thaler. 2020. "Environmental non-governmental 
organizations and global environmental discourse." Plos one 15 (5): e0232945. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-018-0100-6


                                                                                                                                                                           
24. Emilsson, Kajsa, Håkan Johansson, and Magnus Wennerhag. 2020. "Frame Disputes or Frame 
Consensus?“Environment” or “Welfare” First Amongst Climate Strike Protesters." Sustainability 12 (3): 882. 
25. Tormos, Fernando. 2017a. "Mobilizing difference: The power of inclusion in transnational social movements." 
PhD dissertation. West Lafayatte: Purdue University. 
26. De Oro, Moñeka. 2019. Speech delivered at COP25 Climate March in Madrid. Available at: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YFAbuDWBlMA&feature=emb_title.  
27.* Biggs, Shannon, Osprey Orielle Lake, and Tom. B. K. Goldtooth. 2017. “The Challenge is Upon Us: Climate 
Chaos or Communities of Cooperation?” In Rights of nature & mother earth: Rights-based law for systemic change. 
Eds. Shannon Biggs, Osprey Orielle Lake and Tom B.K. Goldtooth. Movement Rights, Women’s Earth & Climate 
Action Network, Indigenous Environmental Network.  
 This report from prominent international Indigenous organizations includes declarations, analyses, and 
perspectives of Indigenous organizers with a long history of engaging in activism around UNFCCC COP meetings.  
28. Goldtooth, Tom B. K. 2017. “Indigenous Peoples Cosmovision, Conflicts of Conquest and 
Need For Humanity To Come Back To Mother Earth.” In Rights of nature & mother earth: Rights-based law for 
systemic change. Eds. Shannon Biggs, Osprey Orielle Lake and Tom B.K. Goldtooth. Movement Rights, Women’s 
Earth & Climate Action Network, Indigenous Environmental Network.  
29. Xanthaki, Alexandra. 2019. "When Universalism Becomes a Bully: Revisiting the Interplay Between Cultural 
Rights and Women's Rights." Human Rights Quarterly 41 (3): 701-724.  
30. Marion Suiseeya, Kimberly R. 2017. Contesting Justice in Global Forest Governance: The Promises and Pitfalls of 
REDD+. Conservation and Society 15 (2): 189–200.  
31. Reo, Nicholas J., Kyle P. Whyte, Deborah McGregor, M. A. Smith, and James F. Jenkins. 2017. “Factors that 
Support Indigenous Involvement in Multi-Actor Environmental Stewardship.” AlterNative: An International Journal 
of Indigenous Peoples 13 (2): 58–68. 
32. Lightfoot, Sheryl R. 2016. Global Indigenous Politics: A Subtle Revolution. New York, NY: Routledge.  
33. Klein, Naomi. 2015. This changes everything: Capitalism vs. the climate. New York: Simon and Schuster. 
34. Whyte, Kyle. 2017. "The Dakota access pipeline, environmental injustice, and US colonialism." Red Ink: An 
International Journal of Indigenous Literature, Arts, & Humanities 19 (1): 154-169. 
35.* Dunbar-Ortiz, Roxanne. 2010. “How Indigenous Peoples Wound Up at the United Nations.” In The Hidden 
1970s: Histories of Radicalism. Ed. Dan Berger. New Jersey: Rutgers University Press. 
 This chapter examines the history that led to the embrace of the international legal landscape as an 
organizing battlground for Indigenous organizers.  
36. Estes, Nick. 2019. Our History Is the Future: Standing Rock versus the Dakota Access Pipeline, and the Long 
Tradition of Indigenous Resistance. 
37. Comberti, Claudia, Thomas F. Thornton, Michaela Korodimou, Meghan Shea, and Kimaren Ole Riamit. 2019. 
"Adaptation and Resilience at the Margins: Addressing Indigenous Peoples' Marginalization at International 
Climate Negotiations." Environment: Science and Policy for Sustainable Development 61 (2): 14-30. 
38. Wetts, Rachel. 2020.  "Models and morals: elite-oriented and value-neutral discourse dominates American 
organizations’ framings of climate change." Social forces 98 (3): 1339-1369. 
39. Hill, Rosemary, Çiğdem Adem, Wilfred V. Alangui, Zsolt Molnár, Yildiz Aumeeruddy-Thomas, Peter Bridgewater, 
Maria Tengö et al. 2020. "Working with indigenous, local and scientific knowledge in assessments of nature and 
nature’s linkages with people." Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 43: 8-20. 
40. Cullinan, Cormac. 2017. “Climate change litigation before the International Rights of Nature Tribunal.” In Rights 
of Nature & Mother Earth: Rights-based law for Systemic Change. Eds. Shannon Biggs, Osprey Orielle Lake and Tom 
B.K. Goldtooth. Movement Rights, Women’s Earth & Climate Action Network, Indigenous Environmental Network. 
41. Global Exchange. 2013. " The Stillheart Declaration on the Rights of Nature.” Woodside, CA: Stillheart 
Institute." 
42. Kythreotis, Andrew P., Chrystal Mantyka-Pringle, Theresa G. Mercer, Lorraine E. Whitmarsh, Adam Corner, 
Jouni Paavola, Chris Chambers, Byron A. Miller, and Noel Castree. 2019. "Citizen social science for more integrative 
and effective climate action: A science-policy perspective." Frontiers in Environmental Science 7: 10. 
43. Makondo, Cuthbert Casey, and David SG Thomas. 2018. "Climate change adaptation: Linking indigenous 
knowledge with western science for effective adaptation." Environmental science & policy 88: 83-91. 
44. Bäckstrand, Karin, and Eva Lövbrand. 2019. "The road to Paris: Contending climate governance discourses in 
the post-Copenhagen era." Journal of Environmental Policy & Planning 21 (5): 519-532. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YFAbuDWBlMA&feature=emb_title


                                                                                                                                                                           
45. Nasiritousi, Nagmeh, and Björn‐Ola Linnér. 2016. “Open or Closed Meetings? Explaining Nonstate Actor 
Involvement in the International Climate Change Negotiations.” International Environmental Agreements: Politics, 
Law, and Economics 16 (1): 127–144.  
46. Lucas, Kirsten, Marcel Hanegraaff, and Iskander De Bruycker. 2019. "Lobbying the lobbyists: when and why do 
policymakers seek to influence advocacy groups in global governance?." Interest Groups & Advocacy 8 (2): 208-
232. 
47. Mitchell, George E., and Sarah S. Stroup. 2020. "Domestic constraints on the global impact of US development 
transnational NGOs." Development in Practice 30 (6): 774-783. 
48. Hale, Thomas. 2020. "Transnational Actors and Transnational Governance in Global Environmental 
Politics." Annual Review of Political Science 23 (1): 203-220. 
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