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INTRODUCTION 

In recent decades, climate change has emerged not only as a scientific and environmental issue, 

but also as a deeply political and epistemological issue (Piechota et al., 2005). While 

overwhelming scientific consensus confirms the reality and urgency of anthropogenic climate 

change, the persistence of denial, delay, and inaction points to a troubling paradox: ignorance in 

the face of knowledge. This paradox is not merely the result of a knowledge deficit, but is 

increasingly being understood as the product of systemic, organized, and politically motivated 

ignorance - what scholars term "agnotology," the study of culturally induced ignorance. The 

strategic production of doubt, misinformation campaigns by fossil fuel lobbies, and state-led 

obfuscation contribute to a complex ecology of ignorance that shapes public perception and policy 

outcomes. 

 

Moreover, the asymmetrical effects of climate change across the Global North and South are 

mirrored by asymmetries in whose knowledge counts and voices are marginalized (Nulman, 2021). 

Indigenous ecological wisdom, local environmental knowledge, and lived experiences are 

frequently excluded from the mainstream climate discourse, contributing to epistemic injustices. 

The politics of not knowing, therefore, cannot be separated from broader questions of power, 

authority, and legitimacy in the production and circulation of knowledge. As climate crises deepen, 

understanding these dynamics becomes crucial for imagining more just and inclusive 

responses.This chapter situates climate change within the broader framework of knowledge 

politics, highlighting how ignorance is not simply a passive absence, but an active force with 

ecological, epistemic, and political consequences (Pongiglione & Martini, 2022). 

 

This chapter aims to critically examine how ignorance - far from mere lack of information - 

operates as a political and epistemic force in the context of climate change. It interrogates the 

intentional and structural mechanisms through which not knowing is cultivated, maintained, and 

weaponised in environmental governance. By exploring the concept of "ecologies of ignorance," 

this chapter sheds light on how uncertainty, denial, and selective knowledge production serve 

specific interests, often reinforcing the existing hierarchies of power and marginalization. The 

chapter also seeks to expand the analytical lens by incorporating insights from environmental 
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studies, political science, and epistemology, thereby bridging disciplinary boundaries(Krishna 

Pasupuleti, 2024). It emphasizes the need to recognize and legitimize diverse ways of knowing, 

including indigenous, local, and experiential knowledge, which have long been sidelined in 

dominant environmental narratives. Ultimately, the purpose of this chapter is to argue that any 

meaningful engagement with the climate crisis requires not only technological and policy 

solutions, but also a critical rethinking of how knowledge is produced, withheld, and contested 

(Sormunen, 2023). By exposing the politics of ignorance, this chapter aims to open space for more 

inclusive and reflexive approaches to climate action and environmental justice. 

CONCEPTUAL CLARIFICATION 

The term “ecologies of ignorance” refers to the structured, systemic, and often strategic 

production, distribution, and maintenance of ignorance within environmental contexts, especially 

surrounding climate change (Pongiglione & Martini, 2022). Rather than seeing ignorance as a 

mere absence of knowledge, this concept reframes ignorance as an active social and political 

condition - something that is produced, sustained, and weaponised. It engages with the insight that 

not knowing is often not accidental or innocent, but can be cultivated through institutional 

mechanisms, ideological interests, and power relations. 

 

The intellectual origin of this idea can be traced to agnotology, a term coined by the historian of 

science, Robert N. Proctor to study culturally induced ignorance, particularly as it pertains to 

scientific controversies (Launer, 2020). The tobacco industry's efforts to obscure the links between 

smoking and cancer exemplify how ignorance can be manufactured. This notion was later 

expanded into environmental studies, especially with the rise of climate change denialism and 

obfuscation of ecological data. “Ecologies” in this context does not refer only to natural 

ecosystems but also to epistemic environments - the social and institutional spaces in which 

knowledge (or the lack thereof) circulates (Sturman & Quénol, 2023). This framing allows us to 

understand ignorance as being embedded in and shaped by networks of power, politics, media, and 

science. In doing so, it foregrounds the idea that ignorance is not a void but a terrain that is 

complex, contingent, and contested. 

 

Moreover, by using pluralecologies, the concept acknowledges the multiplicity of forms ignorance 

can take, from deliberate denial to willful blindness (Gilchrist, 2020), and from systemic omission 

to strategic deferral. This pluralistic framing allows for an analysis that is sensitive to the many 

layers and scales at which ignorance operates in the climate discourse, from local communities to 

international policy arenas. The idea of “ecologies of ignorance” has evolved through 

interdisciplinary engagement across history, sociology of knowledge, political science, and 

environmental studies (Ford, 2025). Initially emerging from agnotology and science and 

technology studies (STS), it has expanded in scope and complexity to capture the multifaceted 

nature of knowledge suppression in environmental politics. 

 

In the 1990s and the early 2000s, a growing body of research began to examine how corporate 

interests, such as fossil fuel industries, manipulated scientific uncertainty to delay climate change 

(Cherkashyna, 2023). The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) was often 

challenged by counter-narratives funded by think tanks and lobbying groups, showing that 

ignorance could be orchestrated and institutionalized. Here, ignorance functioned as a political 

resource, a way to stall regulation, maintain profits, and shape public discourse. Gradually, this 
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understanding has moved beyond the dichotomy between knowledge and ignorance. Scholars 

began to explore the co-production of knowledge and ignorance - how institutions selectively fund 

research, how methodologies constrain visibility, and how cultural narratives shape what counts 

as evidence (Dasgupta et al., 2024). This shift was crucial for environmental studies, as it revealed 

that what remains unknown about ecosystems, species, and climate futures is not always due to a 

lack of scientific effort, but often due to political, economic, or ideological filtering. 

 

Political ecologists and environmental justice scholars have further expanded the concept by 

highlighting how marginalized communities are disproportionately affected by environmental 

ignorance (Lustiyati et al., 2023). For example, the underreporting of toxic exposure in low-income 

areas or the lack of climate data for indigenous territories illustrates how ignorance can reproduce 

social inequalities. This lens exposes not only who knows and who does not, but also who defines 

legitimate knowledge and who is excluded from epistemic authority. 

 

Today, “ecologies of ignorance” serve as a powerful heuristic to critique how uncertainty is 

politicized in the age of climate crisis (Haider & Rödl, 2023). It underscores how ignorance is not 

a passive backdrop to climate change, but an active, dynamic field shaped by contestations over 

truth, accountability, and future-making. The concept continues to evolve through intersectional 

approaches that consider race, class, gender, and geography integral to how ignorance is structured 

and contested in climate politics. “Ecologies of ignorance” is conceptually linked to several related 

frameworks, including agnotology, epistemic injustice, strategic denial, and post-truth politics. 

While these concepts overlap, they emphasize different aspects of how ignorance is constructed 

and maintained (Bain, 2022). 

 

Agnotology focuses on the deliberate production of ignorance, especially through media, corporate 

strategies, and institutional manipulation (Dasgupta et al., 2024). While ecologies of ignorance 

build upon this, they extend the idea by examining the broader systems - cultural, political, and 

epistemic - within which ignorance circulates and becomes sustainable. Epistemic injustice, a term 

popularized by Miranda Fricker, refers to the harm done to individuals as knowers in their capacity 

(Graham et al., 2022). This concept is particularly relevant in environmental contexts whichere 

indigenous or local knowledge is systematically devalued or ignored. Ecologies of ignorance 

integrate this by analyzing how knowledge hierarchies contribute to environmental 

mismanagement or neglect. Strategic denial involves conscious rejection or suppression of 

available evidence, often for political or economic gain (James, 2017). While denial is a 

component of ignorance ecologies, the latter also includes more subtle forms, such as institutional 

silence, bureaucratic inertia, and cultural taboos - modes of ignorance that do not always stem from 

denial but nonetheless sustain not knowing. 

 

Post-truth politics, characterized by the decline of factual consensus and the rise of emotionally 

charged narratives, provides a broader socio-political context in which ecologies of ignorance 

thrive (Pusterla, 2024). In the climate realm, this manifests as disinformation campaigns, false 

equivalences in the media, and the erosion of scientific authority. In distinguishing these concepts, 

ecologies of ignorance function as a meta-framework, attending not only to instances of ignorance, 

but also to their interrelations, circulations, and embeddedness in power structures. It encourages 

scholars to think beyond binaries of knowledge and ignorance, asking instead, What kinds of 

ignorance are at play? Who benefits from them? What are the material consequences? 
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THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS 

The notion of “ecologies of ignorance” draws on several intersecting theoretical traditions to 

explore how knowledge is obscured, withheld, or strategically ignored in relation to climate change 

(Pongiglione & Martini, 2022). At its core, the concept engages with agnotology, political ecology, 

and poststructuralist epistemology, each of which offers distinct insights into how ignorance is 

produced and sustained. Agnotology, a term coined by Robert Proctor and Londa Schiebinger, 

refers to the cultural production of ignorance, particularly through deliberate practices (Kourany, 

2020). It foregrounds ignorance not merely as a lack of knowledge but as something actively 

constructedthrough misinformation, strategic silences, and institutional inertia. In the context of 

climate change, agnotology helps explain how fossil fuel lobbies, state actors, and certain media 

institutions contribute to climate denial and delay. The focus shifts from asking "what is 

unknown?" to "why is it unknown, and who benefits from this unknowing?" 

 

Political ecology offers another foundational perspective, highlighting the power relations that 

shape environmental discourse and practices. Political ecology emphasizes that environmental 

issues are never purely technical; they are always mediated by social, economic, and political 

forces (Karlsson, 2018). In terms of ignorance, this perspective reveals how certain knowledge 

(e.g., indigenous ecological practices or community-based adaptation strategies) are rendered 

invisible or marginal, while technocratic, market-friendly narratives dominate climate policy. This 

field interrogates how environmental governance often privileges certain stakeholders, while 

excluding others, thus constituting a form of epistemic injustice. 

 

Poststructuralist theories of knowledge, particularly those influenced by Michel Foucault and 

Donna Haraway, also inform this framework(Deane, 2022). Foucault’s work on power/knowledge 

underscores how knowledge systems are embedded in power regimes that determine what can be 

known and said. Haraway’s concept of “unk-situated knowledge” challenges the presumed 

objectivity of dominant scientific narratives and calls for an awareness of partial perspectives and 

epistemic plurality. These ideas underpin the critique of climate science as an authoritative 

discourse that marginalizes lived experiences and alternative ways of knowing. 

 

Taken together, these theoretical traditions underscore that ignorance is not an accidental or 

apolitical condition(Peels, 2023). Instead, they emerge from specific configurations of power, 

authority, and exclusion. By conceptualizing ignorance ecologically, that is, as embedded in 

interdependent networks of institutions, discourses, and practices, this framework enables a critical 

analysis of the structural and epistemic forces that prevent meaningful climate action. While 

agnotology, political ecology, and poststructuralism form the backbone of the “ecologies of 

ignorance” framework, other theoretical approaches either challenge or enrich this perspective. 

These include risk society theory, post-normal science, and technology studies (STS )(Dey, 2022). 

 

Beck’s theory of risk society posits that late modern societies are characterized by a shift from the 

distribution of wealth to the distribution of risk (Alaszewski, 2023). In this model, management of 

climate-related risks is a central concern. While Beck acknowledges the production of ignorance, 

especially through institutional denial and risk displacement, he remains optimistic about reflexive 

modernization, that societies can become more self-aware and rational in handling risk. Critics 
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argue that Beck underestimates the depth of the political and economic interests that sustain 

ignorance. 

Post-normal science, developed by Silvio Funtowicz and Jerome Ravetz, complements the above 

framework by emphasizing that in cases where “facts are uncertain, values in dispute, stakes high 

and decisions urgent,” traditional scientific methods are insufficient (Céspedes et al., 2024). This 

perspective calls for the inclusion of extended peer communitiessuch as laypeople, indigenous 

groups, and activistsin climate debates. Postnormal science supports the argument that epistemic 

plurality is necessary, but it differs from agnotology by focusing less on the strategic production 

of ignorance and more on the conditions of uncertainty. Science and Technology Studies (STS) 

provides critical insights. Latour, Jasanoff, and others have shown how scientific facts are co-

produced with social, political, and cultural contexts (Chang et al., 2021). STS shares with 

agnotology the focus on the social construction of knowledge, but emphasizes the entanglement 

of knowledge and ignorance in technoscientific processes. Jasanoff’s concept of “civic 

epistemology” is particularly relevant, showing how different societies legitimize knowledge 

differently in public decision-making. These ideas complicate the simplistic binaries of 

knowing/unknowing by highlighting hybrid and contested forms of knowledge. 

 

While these perspectives may diverge in emphasis - some focus on reflexivity and others on 

structural power - they collectively reinforce the need to rethink epistemology in a climate context 

(Mickel, 2015). The “ecologies of ignorance” framework benefits from this plurality by integrating 

diverse critiques of how knowledge is produced, marginalized, or rendered ineffective. The choice 

of foreground agnotology, political ecology, and poststructuralist epistemologies in analyzing 

climate change and ignorance is deliberate (Dasgupta et al., 2024). These frameworks best capture 

the politics of not knowing - the strategic, structural, and systemic forces that shape ignorance as 

a condition of climate governance. Although risk theory and STS offer useful extensions, they 

often lack the critical edge needed to unpack how power and inequality determine the ecology of 

knowledge itself. 

 

Agnotology, in particular, centers on the political economy of ignorance - asking who produces 

ignorance, for what ends, and at whose expense (Dasgupta et al., 2024). This avoids the trap of 

treating ignorance as a gap to be filled by more education or better science. Instead, it demands a 

politicized account of epistemic omission and delay. Political ecology brings the global climate 

crisis down to its situated, localized effects, revealing how environmental degradation is intimately 

tied to the histories of colonialism, dispossession, and capital accumulation. Poststructuralist 

thought adds a meta-theoretical lens, allowing for a critique of epistemic hierarchies that determine 

what counts as valid knowledge. This triadic lens is especially potent when examining climate 

change not simply as a material crisis but as an epistemic one - a crisis of knowing, communicating, 

and acting upon knowledge (Većkalov et al., 2023). This helps illuminate why, despite 

overwhelming scientific consensus, climate action has remained fragmented and delayed. It 

exposes how ignorance is not just residual, but functional, serving interests that benefit from the 

status quo. 

 

In choosing this composite lens, this chapter aims to go beyond the analytics of uncertainty to map 

the architectures of ignorance. It contends that any effort to rethink knowledge in the age of 

uncertainty must engage seriously in the intentional and structural production of not knowing in 

climate politics. 
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DEBATES, GAPS, AND THEORETICAL CHALLENGES 

One of the central controversies in discussions on climate change and epistemic uncertainty 

revolves around the production and manipulation of ignorance (Pongiglione & Martini, 2022). 

While traditional models assume ignorance to be an absence of knowledge, emerging scholarship 

emphasizes strategic ignorance - deliberately cultivated unknowing by powerful actors to preserve 

economic and political interests. The fossil fuel industry’s suppression of climate science, 

particularly the role of corporate actors such as ExxonMobil in obfuscating climate risks, 

exemplifies the tension between scientific knowledge production and its intentional distortion or 

dismissal for profit and power. 

 

Another major tension exists between scientific consensus and political action (Kobayashi, 2021). 

Despite robust scientific evidence and intergovernmental consensus on anthropogenic climate 

change, policymaking remains often stagnant or regressive. This disconnect points to what some 

theorists call an “epistemic-political disjuncture; even when knowledge is available, institutions 

fail to act on it due to ideological inertia, lobbying pressures, or nationalist populism. This raises 

fundamental questions about the role of knowledge in a world in which facts are increasingly 

contested or rendered irrelevant in political discourse. 

 

There is also a growing debate about the epistemological dominance of Western scientific 

frameworks in climate discourse (Hanson, 2023). While climate science is often perceived as 

objective and universal, it is embedded in technocratic rationalities that marginalize indigenous, 

local, or alternative ecological knowledge. These knowledge systems often offer a more holistic, 

relational understanding of environmental change but are sidelined in global governance 

structures. This leads to an epistemic hierarchy where “scientific” ways of knowing are privileged 

over experiential or traditional forms, exacerbating both ecological degradation and knowledge 

injustice. 

 

Finally, tensions also arise around the temporal and spatial scales of climate ignorance. Decisions 

in the Global North often obscure the disproportionate vulnerability of the Global South to climate 

disasters (Nenmini Dileep, 2022). As a result, temporal urgency is displaced by political 

temporization, and spatial inequalities are masked by discourses of global responsibility that ignore 

historical emissions and colonial legacies. These debates reveal the complexity of unknowing - 

not merely a failure to know, but a willful refusal to engage with inconvenient truths. 

 

A growing body of critical scholarship has responded to these tensions through the conceptual lens 

of agnotology, the study of culturally induced ignorance (Dasgupta et al., 2024). Agnotologists 

argue that ignorance is not merely a passive void but is actively produced, sustained, and 

mobilized. This perspective shifts attention from knowledge production to ignorance production, 

implicating state and corporate actors in practices that delay climate change. For instance, Naomi 

Oreskes and Erik Conway’s work on the “Merchants of Doubt” highlights how scientific 

uncertainty has been weaponized to maintain fossil fuel hegemony. 

 

From a postcolonial standpoint, scholars critique how dominant climate discourses continue to 

replicate colonial logic (Handy, 2024). Chakrabarty, for instance, highlights the tension between 

the planetary and the postcolonial, suggesting that climate change requires a rethinking of politics 

beyond nation-states, but also warns against the erasure of historical responsibility and local 
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struggles. Indigenous scholars such as Kyle Powys Whyte argue that climate change is not a “new” 

crisis for many Indigenous communities, but a continuation of colonial disruption - thus 

reorienting the temporality of climate narratives and emphasizing continuity rather than rupture. 

 

Feminist epistemologies also offer critical tools to investigate how knowledge is constructed and 

whose ignorance matters (Vendramin, 2020). Scholars such as the Lorraine Code and Vandana 

Shiva challenge the masculinist, technocratic paradigms that dominate environmental governance. 

Feminist political ecology emphasizes the lived experience of ecological degradation and 

foregrounds care, relationality, and situated knowledge as crucial for rethinking climate 

governance. These critiques align with the idea of epistemic justice, which demands the 

recognition of diverse knowers and knowledge systems when confronting ecological crises. 

 

Environmental humanities and speculative theory further contribute to this critique by exposing 

the limits of enlightenment rationality in dealing with ecological collapse (Crowley, 2023). 

Scholars such as Bruno Latour and Timothy Morton argue that climate change is a “hyperobject” 

that overwhelms traditional categories of understanding. This insight problematizes the 

epistemological foundations of modernity, calling for rethinking ontological categories such as 

nature, humanity, and agency. 

 

A shared concern emerges across these critical perspectives: the need to deconstruct hegemonic 

knowledge systems that obscure, deny, or silence multiple truths of climate vulnerability (Tsopmo 

et al., 2022). These critiques do not reject science, but demand a pluralization of knowledge and a 

reconfiguration of epistemic authority in the age of ecological uncertainty. Despite the rich and 

growing field of climate epistemology and ignorance, several gaps remain (Ahmed et al., 2022). 

First, much of the literature focuses on either macro-level institutional ignorance (e.g., state 

denialism and corporate misinformation) or micro-level cognitive biases (e.g., individual denial 

and psychological distance). There is a need for meso-level analysis, that is, studies that examine 

how ignorance circulates through intermediary spaces such as NGOs, media ecologies, educational 

institutions, and digital platforms, where knowledge is translated, reframed, or lost. 

 

Second, while agnotology has successfully mapped the production of ignorance in industrialized 

contexts, less work has been done on ignorance in postcolonial or indigenous settings (Dasgupta 

et al., 2024). How do subaltern communities navigate, contest, or produce their own forms of 

strategic ignorance in the face of environmental governance or extractive capitalism? This question 

opens up possibilities for decolonizing agnotology by incorporating subaltern epistemologies and 

politics of refusal. 

 

Third, this study assumes a binary relationship between knowledge and ignorance (Le Morvan, 

2021). However, recent anthropological and Science and Technology Studies (STS) suggest the 

need to complicate this binary, recognizing ignorance not only as an epistemic absence but also as 

an affective, embodied, and performative practice. For example, communities may engage in 

practices of ‘not knowing’ to resist surveillance, protect sacred ecological knowledge, or navigate 

ambiguous futures. This calls for greater attention to the ambivalence of ignoranceas both a tool 

of oppression and a possible space of resistance. 
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Finally, while much emphasis has been placed on climate denial and delay in the Global North, 

less scholarly attention has been paid to the vernacular idioms of uncertainty in the Global South 

- how local cultures articulate, cope with, and theorize uncertainty without access to formal 

scientific discourses (Beiter, 2023). Understanding these idioms is crucial not only for knowledge 

pluralization but also for designing more inclusive, context-sensitive climate policies. 

APPLICATION OR ILLUSTRATION 

Sundarbans, a vast coastal region spanning India and Bangladesh, represent a crucial ecological 

frontier that is also a political and epistemic battleground (Das, 2022). Comprising the world’s 

largest mangrove forest and a critical buffer zone against cyclonic storms, this region is 

emblematic of climate-induced vulnerability. Sea-level rise, saline water intrusion, and 

increasingly frequent cyclones have led to loss of habitable land, agricultural degradation, and 

large-scale displacement. Yet, despite its high visibility in climate science, the unfolding crisis in 

the Sundarbans is also marked by profound “ecologies of ignorance.” 

 

The politics of not knowing in the Sundarbans manifests in several ways. First, official records 

often underreport or inconsistently track climate-related displacements (Haque et al., 2020). This 

bureaucratic invisibility renders displaced communities ineligible for state-sponsored 

rehabilitation or climate-adaptation schemes. As a result, a large number of climate migrants are 

absorbed into urban informal sectors, where their status remains precarious and undocumented. 

Knowledge gaps here are not simply epistemological absences; they are structured silences that 

align with political and economic priorities. 

 

Second, scientific models and climate forecasts often abstract human experience with 

environmental changes (Zhang et al., 2023). Risk maps and sea-level projections rarely capture 

the cultural, gendered, and caste-based vulnerabilities that condition people’s abilities to adapt. 

For instance, women in Sundarbans face heightened risks of trafficking and exploitation during 

migration, a fact often omitted from mainstream adaptation discourse. Here, the production of 

ignorance is entangled with gender and social hierarchies, selectively excluding experiential 

knowledge from institutional actions. 

 

Third, state- and donor-funded climate interventions, such as embankment construction, mangrove 

afforestation, and resettlement schemes, often proceed without adequate consultation with local 

communities (Ito, 2017). Local resistance to such projects is frequently portrayed as irrational or 

uninformed, revealing an asymmetry in what counts as “reliable knowledge.” In this context, ‘not 

knowing’ is actively sustained by governance regimes that prioritize technocratic solutions over 

participatory engagement. The state’s ignorance of local ecological practices, land use history, and 

customary rights often undermines long-term sustainability. 

 

In addition, geopolitical dynamics influence climate vulnerabilities that gain international 

visibility (Loiko, 2022). The transboundary nature of Sundarbans complicates the coordinated 

response, as India and Bangladesh have different strategies and narratives around adaptation and 

sovereignty. Climate-related ignorance here is geopolitical - certain risks are acknowledged or 

downplayed, depending on diplomatic and economic interests. For example, the displacement of 

religious minorities or indigenous groups has received far less attention than infrastructure-focused 

projects that align with national growth agenda. 
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The Sundarbans thus illuminate how the politics of not knowing operate at multiple levels: state, 

scientific, local, and global (Hossain et al., 2024). Climate ignorance is not merely the absence of 

data but an active process of denial, delay, and strategic silence. It reflects which knowledge 

matters, whose lives are countable, and which futures are made visible or left in the dark. As 

climate change intensifies, these ecologies of ignorance become more consequential in shaping 

environmental justice contours. 

 

This case study reveals the limitations of traditional epistemologies that assume ignorance is 

simply a void filled by scientific knowledge (Peels, 2023). Drawing on feminist epistemology, 

postcolonial theory, and political ecology, we can reconceptualize ignorance as a productive and 

politically situated force. Following Nancy Tuana’s framework of “epistemologies of ignorance,’ 

Sundarbans illustrate how ignorance is socially constructed and strategically maintained to serve 

power. 

 

From a postcolonial perspective, the neglect of subaltern knowledge systems in climate 

governance underscores the epistemic violence embedded in the global environmental discourse 

(Oberthür et al., 2021). The preference for technocratic solutions over indigenous and local 

knowledge reinforces a hierarchy that privileges Northern expertise and marginalizes the Southern 

lived experience. This asymmetry is not accidental; it reflects colonial continuities in how 

environmental knowledge is authorized and mobilized. 

 

Moreover, political ecology helps us understand how environmental ignorance is embedded in the 

material relations of power, resource distribution, and socio-natural inequalities (Rudow, 2020). 

The politics of not-knowing in Sundarbans is not a failure of science per se, but a reflection of 

broader structural dynamics - of development priorities, bureaucratic rationality, and institutional 

inertia. Ignorance is not just a passive but an active mode of governance. 

 

Finally, the concept of “climate justice” has gained sharper contours when viewed through the lens 

of epistemic injustice. The silencing of local voices, marginalization of gendered experiences, and 

denial of lived realities all point to the need for a more pluralistic and reflexive approach to 

environmental knowledge. Recognizing ignorance as a relational and situated condition opens up 

space for counterknowledge, solidarity, and alternative futures. 

CONTRIBUTION AND INNOVATION 

 

This chapter introduces the concept of ecologies of ignorance as a distinct analytical lens for 

understanding the multiple, layered, and often intentional forms of not knowing that shape climate 

change discourse and governance (Ford, 2025). Whereas traditional environmental and political 

analyses focus on gaps in knowledge or scientific uncertainty as obstacles to effective climate 

action, this chapter reorients the debate by foregrounding ignorance as a structural and political 

condition, rather than a mere epistemic deficit. Drawing from critical ignorance studies, 

postcolonial theory, and political ecology, this chapter contends that ignorance is not simply the 

absence of knowledge, but is actively produced, managed, and weaponized in the service of 

specific interests, especially those of states, corporations, and global governance institutions. 
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This approach moves beyond critiques of misinformation or denialism, and instead interrogates 

the politics of unknown institutional silences, suppressed knowledge, and epistemic exclusions that 

allow climate injustice to persist (Parr, 2021). It sheds light on how dominant regimes of 

knowledge marginalize alternative epistemologies, especially those rooted in indigenous, local, or 

subaltern worldviews, by labeling them as unscientific or irrelevant. The chapter also emphasizes 

how these ecologies of ignorance are spatially and socially uneven, disproportionately affecting 

the most vulnerable communities while obscuring the real causes and consequences of 

environmental degradation. 

 

Furthermore, by placing ignorance at the center of the analysis, this chapter challenges the 

technocratic assumption that more data or better science alone can solve the climate crisis (Haider 

& Rödl, 2023). Instead, it argues for a broader epistemological shift: one that critically examines 

who gets to know, what counts as knowledge, and how systems of power configure both 

knowledge and ignorance. This reframing offers a vital corrective to the prevailing narratives of 

environmental governance and opens up new pathways for more just, pluralistic, and accountable 

climate politics. 

 

The central proposition of this chapter is that addressing the climate crisis requires not only 

confronting the ecological and economic dimensions of the problem, but also the epistemic 

regimes that sustain and normalize ignorance (Haider & Rödl, 2023). It synthesizes insights from 

environmental studies, political science, and epistemology to argue that ignorance should be 

treated as a constitutive feature of climate governance, rather than as an anomaly to be corrected. 

The concept of ecologies of ignorance encapsulates the interconnections between political 

interests, institutional practices, and epistemic exclusions, which actively shape what is visible, 

knowable, or actionable in climate discourse. 

 

This chapter proposes a multi-pronged approach to undoing the ecologies of ignorance (Peels, 

2023). First, it calls for epistemic pluralism - recognizing and valuing diverse forms of 

environmental knowledge, including indigenous cosmologies, experiential insights, and feminist 

critiques of objectivity. Second, it advocates for politics of transparency and accountability, where 

institutions must confront not only what they know and do not know, but also how and why certain 

forms of ignorance are sustained. Third, it urges the development of methodologies for listening 

and refusal, where marginalized communities are not merely consulted but empowered to 

challenge the framing and priorities of dominant environmental policies. 

 

By integrating these perspectives, this chapter offers a fresh framework for rethinking climate 

politics in an age of uncertainty (O’Brien & Milkoreit, 2022). It highlights how epistemic justice 

is inseparable from environmental justice and how confronting ignorance is not a distraction from 

climate action, but a precondition for its legitimacy and effectiveness. In doing so, it contributes 

to a growing body of interdisciplinary scholarship committed to transforming not only what we 

know about the world but also how we come to know it. 

IMPLICATIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS 

The notion of “ecologies of ignorance” invites a reconfiguration of how political theory, 

environmental studies, and epistemology address the intersection of knowledge and climate crises 

(Pusceddu, 2021). This chapter argues that ignorance is not simply a lack of knowledge but a 
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constitutive element of power relations and institutional design. The theoretical implications are 

significant: First, they challenge the epistemological assumption that more data and better 

information necessarily translate into better action. Instead, we must interrogate the political 

production of ignorance - agnotology - as central to environmental governance and delays. 

 

Second, this reframing opens up space for analyzing ignorance as active and strategic, rather than 

passive (Peels, 2023). The strategic deployment of not-knowing - through denialism, bureaucratic 

ambiguity, and technocratic deferment -  has become a tool for managing dissent, sustaining 

extractive systems, and postponing accountability. In this way, the politics of climate change is 

less about addressing scientific uncertainty and more about managing political certainties of risk, 

inequality, and historical responsibility. 

 

Third, the concept of ecologies of ignorance encourages the decentering of dominant 

epistemologies in favor of more plural and relational modes of knowing (Meissner & Huebner, 

2022). This includes indigenous cosmologies, feminist epistemologies, and postcolonial critiques 

that foreground the embedded, place-based, and historical understandings of the environment. 

Such a shift reframes the climate crisis not as a technical problem of emission reduction, but as an 

epistemic crisis rooted in silencing, erasure, and structural disavowal. In sum, by theorizing 

ignorance as a constitutive and political category, we gain a sharper analytical lens to study climate 

change not only as an environmental phenomenon, but also as a contested terrain of knowledge, 

authority, and power. 

 

The framework of “ecologies of ignorance” opens up several promising directions for 

interdisciplinary research (Ford, 2025). First, empirical studies can map how ignorance is produced 

and maintained in different climate governance regimesthrough legislative inaction, corporate 

lobbying, or international climate negotiations. Comparative studies across the Global North and 

South can illuminate how different social, economic, and historical contexts shape what is rendered 

knowable or unknowable. 

 

Second, there is scope for investigating the affective and cultural dimensions of climate ignorance: 

how fear, apathy, and denial are circulated through media, education, and popular discourse. How 

do societies normalize not knowing in the face of an impending catastrophe? Third, future research 

could explore counter-epistemologies - ways in which marginalized communities resist, reframe, 

or repurpose-dominant knowledge systems. This may include ethnographic studies of grassroots 

climate movements, indigenous climate knowledge systems, and local forms of environmental 

monitoring. 

 

Finally, methodological innovation is required to study ignorance. Traditional research designs 

often privilege what is known; new approaches must account for what is hidden, silenced, or 

forgotten, drawing on archival gaps, discourse analysis, and critical cartographies. 

 

Recognizing ecologies of ignorance has direct implications for policy, education, and activism 

(Samson, 2020). Climate policy must go beyond transparency and data sharing to critically address 

the structures that perpetuate selective ignorance, such as vested interests, institutional inertia, and 

techno-scientific elitism. Policy interventions should include mechanisms to identify and redress 

knowledge exclusion, particularly those affecting vulnerable and indigenous communities. 
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In environmental education, curricula should incorporate critical pedagogy that teaches students 

not only what is known about climate change but also what is systematically ignored or denied, 

and why. This empowers future generations to become active epistemic agents rather than just 

informed citizens. For climate activism, the politics of not knowing can be a rallying point: making 

visible the hidden forces that stall action, demand accountability for ignorance production, and 

promote epistemic justice as central to climate justice. 

CONCLUSION 

This chapter has explored the complex interplay between ignorance and knowledge in the context 

of climate change, revealing how “not-knowing” is not simply a lack of information but a 

politically and socially constructed condition that shapes ecological futures (G, 2024). By 

unpacking the concept of the antecedents of ignorance,” this chapter highlights how uncertainty, 

denial, and strategic silence function as mechanisms that maintain power structures, obscure 

responsibility, and delay meaningful climate action. 

 

Central to the argument is the recognition that ignorance is embedded within environmental 

governance and political discourse, not merely as a passive deficit, but as an active, performative 

process (Zimmerman, 2022). This politics of not-knowing manifests through selective attention, 

the dismissal of scientific consensus, and the production of doubt  -  practices that are often 

deployed by vested interests to sustain economic growth paradigms and geopolitical priorities at 

the expense of environmental justice. In this way, ignorance serves as a shield that protects 

dominant ideologies and institutional inertia, complicating straightforward narratives of progress 

and knowledge accumulation. 

 

This chapter contributes to environmental studies and political science by advancing the critical 

understanding of knowledge production as inherently situated, partial, and contested (Moustafa, 

2022). It challenges dominant epistemologies that privilege certain forms of scientific expertise 

while marginalizing indigenous knowledge systems, local experiences, and the affective 

understanding of ecological change. This pluralistic approach underlines the necessity of 

rethinking what counts as valid knowledge in a fractured world, increasingly marked by ecological 

precarity and epistemic uncertainty. 

 

Furthermore, the chapter situates ignorance within broader socio-political and economic contexts, 

emphasizing that tackling climate change requires more than technical solutions or enhanced data 

collection (Tshikororo et al., 2021). It demands addressing the underlying political economies and 

power relations that sustain ignorance and cultivating forms of democratic accountability and 

inclusive knowledge-making that embrace complexity and ambiguity. This entails fostering 

epistemic humility, reflexivity, and openness to multiple ways of knowing that can disrupt 

hegemonic narratives and support just and resilient environmental futures. 
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