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Introduction: International Political 
Economy and the Global Environment 

NAZI.! CHOUCRl 

Conventional approaches to political cconoiny, both national and international~ 
have traditionally focused upon matters relating to rnan and ignored interactions 
of humanjty \.vith nature, the effects of hu111an action on natural environn1crHs, and 
the reaction of nature tu human a<'tions. C:ertalnly this ls no longer a defensible 
practice. (~ither on theoretical or on .etnplrical grounds. The profound dependence 
of huntans on Lheir natural environn1cnts-so taken for granted in biology, ecology, 
and other natural sciences-is only no'v beginning to be appreciated in the social 
sciences .. 1\.ncl, n1os1 certalnly, the traditional concerns of political econon1y cannot 
be ig-nored, l'\f:w conc(~rns do not invalidate the importance of older ones. :\t issue 
is the expansion of the frontiers of political econotny and the extension of our 
common understanding of matters at the intersection of politie,s and economics. 

Convcntlonaf perspectives on political econorny need to be augn1ented-at times 
reformu1ate<l~to acknuvvledgc an increasing appreciadon of the interconnections 
hct\vcen hurnans and nature, and of the basic reality that hurnans arc part of, and 
not separate from, nature. The unifying theme of this issue, the criterion by V\·-hich 
the essays \'\'ere chosen, is a shared skepticism about the wisdon1 of conventional 
perspcctivrf. on intc-rnational political economy, 

The go.1ls of this issue are n1odcst. We focus on selt·ct probli:rns of international 
political econon1y (lPE), not on the \vidcst range, the fuJJ panoply of emerging issues, 
The problems addressed herein arc of !'\No types. Some faH within the n1ore conven­
tional bounds of the field as cornrnonly understood, and others go beyond the tradl­
tional bounds to engage rnore directly ne\v issues 5uch as hurnanity/naturc 
intcrconnt:ctions that n1ay threaten nalural environments and nnderrnine the long­
lerrn abilitv of nature to withstand the assaults of n1an . 

. 4\.ll of th~ essays, each in its o\\.·n way, attempt the follo\ving: to tfx·us on some 
particular dimension of conventional IPE that, in the author's \·icw, must be 
refrained in order to extend our kno\.vledge and broaden our understandlng of 
contemporary IPF.. as \.vell as its historical underpinnings and future prospects. 

A brief synopsi~ of issues raised is as folto\vs: first, vvhilc the eye of th{' beholder 
is recognized as the basis fOr the definition of beauty, it is seldom in itself the 
su~ject of inquiry in political econorny. llo\'-' perspective defines paradigm is seldom 
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addressed. Even in studies of contending paradigms of political economy, the etTects 
of perspective arc not addressed head on. The fact that what one sees depends on 
how one looks at it (or even who one is) remains among the issues given least atten­
tion to date. 

Second, reference to "man," so central to our conventional perspectives, violates 
the most basic of facts: roughly half of humanity are not "men"; they are most 
certainly "women." The role of gender in international politics and political 
ccono1ny has only recently acquired the status of legitimate scholarly inquiry. But 
\VC do not yet relate gender matters to questions of states, markets, power, or 
environment. 

Third, conventional approaches to international political economy singularly 
ignore matters of population, of demographic dislocation, and of mobility across 
national boundaries. The most frequently cited books on the political economy of 
international relations make scant, if any, reference to these matters (specifically, 
"variables"). 

Fourth, while the growing appreciation of the role of international institutions 
remains an important development in the study of international relations and inter­
national political economy, hovv international institutions affect developmental 
processes is an issue of import that is only now· being addressed. Not unconnected 
arc queries into the systemic sources of political and economic activities. 

When these queries arc raised in the context of human/nature interactions, then 
a full range of intellectual problems emerge-well beyond the scope of approaches 
to international political economy as conventionally defined. Fifth, then, is the effort 
to dra\v out the implications of the one theory of international relations that explic­
itly addresses humanity/nature interactions to the emergent challenges associated 
with global w·arming. 

Therefore, the concluding article of this issue addresses conceptual and empiri­
cal underpinnings of the political economy of global environmental change. 

None of the problems addressed in this issue \vill evaporate with the passage of 
time. None are truly "solvable"; none can be subject to the proverbial "quick-fix." 
All challenge the conventional bounds of international political economy. All engage 
in the effort to press beyond the bounds of what w·e conventionally regard as the 
field of international political economy. 


