There is end of history disad to the permutation – politicizing geopolitics and saying the US did something bad and we should redress those issues falls fate to the bad predictions of Fukuyama because that ignores the ecological approach to geopolitics that the alternative takes.
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Yet the double movement of politicizing ecol­ogy and historicizing geopolitics is insufficient, as it can become too easily and too narrowly anthropocentric— ­ “we” make nature and therefore “we” make history. Instead, “we” humans, ­ as defined as late moderns, are in desperate need of an ecological approach to geopolitics as well. By ecological, I mean a form of analysis characterized by multispecies encounters and deep relational processes across geographical scales rather than a form of political thinking that relies on discreteness, causality, and human agency. Hence an ecological approach does not center principally on the environment, what in international relations is called environmental security; nor does it limit global politics to states, international organizations, social movements, or even ­ humans. Instead, I take ecology to mean that all things ­ that make a difference in the vast landscape of global security ought ­ to be included in the geopolitical considerations of con­temporary life. From this ecological perspective, geopolitics has culminated in a planetary epoch in which a particular Anthropos is capable of making a “cene.” 24 However, I think the Anthropocene as a philosophical and political crisis has been too quick to forget the geopolitical arrangements of power and vio­ lence that have brought us to this point. Not all of “us” have played an equal part in the making of either ­ the Anthropos or the Anthropocene. In part, the often narrow focus on climate change and the fever pitch of the contemporary crisis erases the Euro-­American role in building and maintaining the current world order. The argument often advanced by great ­ powers and environmentalists alike amounts to something like this: now that every­ thing is broken, it is everyone’s problem, so pointing fingers only gets in the way of a solution. Even critical and posthumanist approaches often lose sight of the role of hegemony and power. This is, in part, because ­ the effort of those ­ lines of thought to decenter the human ­ as the sole locus of thinking and action is also a necessary but insufficient maneuver. This chapter attempts to relax the focus on a narrow human ­ world while holding on to the very specifically human ­ and often national assemblages that broke this planet.
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