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HOTOMY OF CLIMATE HOPE AND  SFU GEOGRAPHY
LA DOOM?

ARE DISCOURSES OF HOPE AND DOOM NATURALIZING CAPITALISM AND UNDERMINING CALLS FOR MORE RADICAL TRANSFORMATION?

Discourses of climate hope
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REFERENCES WHAT DO THESE DISCOURSES ACCOMPLISH, AND WHOSE INTERESTS DO THEY SERVE’

e Coupling “bad news” climate science with optimistic forecasts of energy transition communicates that nothing has to
fundamentally change, naturalizing the continuation of capitalism in the face of its epochal ecological crisis

e Construction of “doomism” functions as a tool for the dismissal and deplatforming of voices arguing that mitigating

climate change requires a more complete transformation of society

e These disciplinary processes restrict communications that question the feasibility of mitigating the climate crisis under
capitalism; they produce and are produced by capitalist realism (Heron, 2023)

TOWARDS A MORE CONSTRUCTIVE DISCOURSE OF CLIMATE HOPE?

e Hope should be engendered through communications focused on the possibilities of a world defined by climate justice
— a climate utopianism — not a paternalistic insistence that everything is fine
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https://tinyurl.com/hopevshopium

“only a return to explicitly utopian thinking can clarify the minimal conditions for the preservation of human solidarity in the face of convergent planetary crises” (Davis, 2010)



