


































































1: What is your overall opinion of this manuscript? 
 Overall, the strength and contributions of this manuscript are excellent and I can 
fully recommend its publication. My suggestions for changes are very minor. The MS is 
remarkable, especially for an edited book of this type, for its even quality across all 
contributions, which is a testament to both the expertise of the scholars and the efforts of 
the editors. The writing for the most part is concise, well organized, and clear. I am happy 
to have had the chance to read it, and my own coursework and research have directly 
benefited by a number of the pieces. The book will be a good place to send both graduate 
and undergraduate students to bring them up to speed on the breadth and direction of 
some of the best work being done in the field.  
 I see the work as a sort of state of the field piece, taken up and addressed in the 
context of some stimulating themes.  
 
2: Do you feel that conceptual and methodological concerns are appropriately addressed 
or would you recommend a reassessment of these concerns? 
 

 As these are mostly syntheses of past and current work, this isn’t 
significantly applicable, but for those pieces that do approach new conceptions, 
they are appropriately cast and contextualized. 

 
3: In terms of content do you think that the manuscript needs any revisions? (e.g. 
additions, omissions) 
 

 The content is well chosen and embraces many of the major themes 
addressed in Latin America’s environmental history in the period from the 19th 
century to the present, which is its strength. The authors and editors have set 
appropriate bounds between the various contributions, and yet they do helpfully 
connect at various points. 

 
4: Do you think that the proposed structure needs any revisions? A key question is the 
length of the proposed manuscript. 
 

The length doesn’t seem inappropriate. And the book is reasonably organized and 
structured around regions and themes. I’ll have a comments below on specific 
suggestions for a few articles. 

 
5: Does the research presented appear to adhere to the ethical standards of the 
discipline? Are informant identities blurred where appropriate? Does the author discuss 
appropriate methodological steps to protect participants?  
 
 Questions not relevant to the work herein. 
 
6: In which disciplinary areas would the main and subsidiary interest in this manuscript 
occur? 
 



This is potentially a fairly broad range of interests and fields: Environmental 
History, Latin American History, Agricultural History, History of Science, Urban 
History, Forest History, Indigenous History, History of Food, etc.  

 
7: What do you consider to be the main markets for this manuscript? (i.e. academic, 
postgraduate, undergraduate, general interest) 
 

 The main audience for this book will be scholars of Latin America’s 
environmental history and their students. As with other environmental histories of 
the region, it is likely to draw the attention as well of scholars and policy makers 
in geography, anthropology, conservation, agriculture, etc. 

 
8: Who do you consider to be the main purchasers for this manuscript? (i.e. individual 
academics, individual students, central libraries, department libraries) 
 

Scholars, students, and university libraries. 
 
9: If the work is likely to be useful for students, for what courses and at what levels might 
it be useful? 
 

The book would make an excellent choice for adoption in courses dealing with 
Latin America’s environmental history, or even as material that could be used in 
more broadly focused environmental courses, such as the Americas or world 
histories. 

 
10: Do you envision the work being an essential purchase or recommended reading for 
students, or neither? 
 

A little of both. It is quite likely some of the chapters would be assigned as stand 
alone readings. 

 
11: Are you aware of any other material that is appropriate for the same course/purpose 
as this manuscript (either forthcoming or already available)? If you are, please supply 
details of title, author, publisher (where known) and any other comments e.g. strengths 
and weaknesses. 
 

There is nothing out there currently that matches this book’s principal 
contribution, in this scope and detail. There are a few of articles/chapters that 
attempt to give the state of the field (Lise Sedrez, Mark Carey, Shawn Miller) 
which can become quickly dated, but there isn’t anything this comprehensive or 
ambitious. Miller’s book, An Environmental History of Latin America 
(Cambridge, 2007), makes a more basic, narrative approach aimed at a broader 
readership. 
 
 

 



13: Is the author’s style appropriate for the intended market? 
 

The writing is concise and clear (in all three languages), avoids jargon, and is 
hence accessible to a general readership. 

 
14: Is the title/subtitle appropriate for the intended market? 
 

The title “New Histories” seems a bit misleading. The “history” here isn’t for the 
most part new, and there’s very little primary research, with a couple of 
exceptions. I see that in the introduction, the word “New” has been dropped, 
which I think works better; it is more accurately descriptive, if a bit plain. How 
about something like “Environmental Histories in Latin America: Nations, 
Regions, and Themes.” I’m not sure that fully expresses that this collection of 
chapters is largely a synthesis, a state of the field, but that would be helpful as 
well. 
 

15: Please, outline any points you may have regarding possible international sales (i.e. 
countries, course, level, need for case studies etc.). 
 

No useful comment. 
 
16: What is your overall recommendation? 
 

Again, I recommend publication. This is work of high quality that meets a 
particular need in the field. 

 
17: Do you have any other points not covered by this questionnaire? 
 
Here are just a few comments on specific chapters. Those I do not comment on I think are 
pretty much ready to go. Again, the quality across the collection is quite good, and my 
comments consist of minor concerns. 
 
Chapter 3: The Caribbean 
 Page 73. The author may want to cite Roderick Nash who I believe first made the 
argument for the transition from exporting raw nature from exotic places to importing 
tourists to appreciate exotic nature in situ. His examples are the US, Africa, and 
Switzterland, and they often lead to conservation, but there are similarities with the 
Caribbean. See Roderick Nash, “The Exporting and Importing of Nature: Nature 
Appreciation as a Commodity, 1850-1980. Perspectives in American History 12 (1979) 
517-60.  
 I wouldn’t mind seeing a little more on the environmental consequences of 
tourism in the Caribbean. 
 
Chapter 4: Indigenous Traces 
 I found this piece of great interest, the tenacity of indigenous cultures in the face 
of 500 years of challenges to culture and property. It can come off as a bit of an 



“ecological native” piece. The author addresses this, but only in the last paragraph. 
Addressing it earlier might better parry such criticism. 
 In English, the title might be something like: “Imprints and Remnants: the 
Persistence of Indigenous Ecological Relations in the Tropical Andes.” Creoles are given 
little attention in the piece and might be dropped from the title. They should remain in the 
piece itself, but maybe more as a counterpoint to the dominant theme. 
 
Chapter 5: The Splendid Cradle 
 On page 126, the same map is used a second time. I believe it should be a map 
that shows the period after 1960.  
 The author does mention climate, but only very briefly. Climate is also an old part 
of Brazil’s internal and international identity and construction, an essential element of the 
berço esplêndido. Maybe a bit of content on the perceived role of climate in both 
perceived failures (environmental determinism, as perceived by Brazilians and 
foreigners) and successes (tropical agriculture, extractives), but also the challenges or 
benefits climate change itself may present Brazilians. Will they be net beneficiaries, or 
will droughts impose heavy penalties on a nation that relies heavily on hydropower, etc? 
 
Chapter 6: Jungles 
 A great theme, and excellent use of literature here to demonstrate changing 
attitudes toward La Selva. The author speaks briefly (pp. 147-48) of the impact of 
roadbuilding in the Amazon. She might cite Shelton Davis, Victims of the Miracle, 
Cambridge: 1977.  or Douglas Stewart, After the Trees: Living on the Transamazon 
Highway. UT Austin, 1994.  
 Maybe a bit more developed title. In the title, I’d translate “Selvas” to “Jungles” 
since the piece deals with tropical forest in that connotation. And it might read, in part,  
“From Threatening to Threatened” to foreshadow the chapter’s argument about changing 
attitudes that lead to tropical forest conservation and protections. 
 
Chapter 7: Wall and Creeper 
 This is a superb piece that makes the best of what is still a neglected area of 
research. I appreciate the authors efforts to share lots of examples from across the region 
to add some flesh to the generalizations. One area I’d like to possibly see a little more is 
on the benefits of urbanization. There are many challenges, but one that comes to mind 
(and this ties to Cuvi’s chapter) is farm preservation. Because the region has such high 
urbanization rates, some of the world’s highest, and because Latin Americans (despite 
some recent trends, such as gated communities that are appropriately mentioned) tend to 
live more densely than the N. American model, does this bring benefits? The automobile 
and its infrastructure haven’t been as widely adopted. This would seem to help protect 
farms on the fringe whereas in N. American they are disappearing rapidly. That might be 
too specific, but can the piece consider the city’s environmental benefits? The piece does 
note the communal benefits of public spaces. But what other benefits are there to high 
rates of urbanization and dense living arrangements, for land use, energy use, 
transportation issues, etc.? 
 
Chapter 8: Campesino Agrodiversity 



 This is the most narrowly focused piece of the work. I still think it makes a good 
fit, but the research here, as Soluri mentions repeatedly, is thinner than in most of the 
other areas and themes covered in the collection, so it has less of a synthesizing 
contribution. 
 I wonder if the inclusion of coffee fits the specific central intent of the piece. The 
initial focus is on domestic production for domestic consumption, which despite 
assumptions about LA being a place of food exports, was in some ways the central 
agricultural and economic activity across the region. The stories of agrodiversity around 
maize, beans, and potatoes are of central significance. Coffee, on the other hand, was an 
introduction, and it didn’t have much diversity in itself. Coffee, or coffee production, is 
presented more as a space in which agrodiversity in other crops could take place. First, I 
wonder how much of LA’s coffee was consumed locally. In Brazil, at the very least, it 
must have been quite high. So maybe more about that aspect of coffee, if it is kept, or 
maybe that’s beside the point. Second, and maybe more pertinent, was coffee really all 
that different than say indigo, rice, tobacco, and possibly even sugar as a space in which 
other forms of diverse agriculture and seed saving, could take place. Maybe coffee, with 
its shading practices, is the best example, but my sense is that even slaves in sugar, 
despite being a far less stable cultural entity than natives and campesinos, in their 
provisioning plots may have had a fairly strong domestic agricultural presence, one in 
which diversity was not only maintained but was enhanced by African introductions. So, 
is coffee exceptional? Maybe coffee, rather than having a section to itself, could be 
incorporated into the other three sections, noting how the campesino’s diversity was 
taking place in all kinds of agricultural landscapes, even those thought of primarily about 
exports. Maize, potatoes and beans, in various varieties, were probably all produced on 
coffee, sugar, and other plantations, in addition to more traditional farms and 
communities. Currently, the section on beans is only 5 paragraphs, which feels a bit 
cursory.  
 
Chapter 9: Ranching 
 The is a superb overview of the research. My only question is whether the authors 
can say more about recent trends: feedlots, factory farms, and their environmental 
impacts say relative to more traditional farms? And is their space to say anything about 
animal rights? Funes Monzote’s recent work “Animal Labor and Protection in Cuba: 
Changes in Relationships with Animals in the Nineteenth Century” in Few and Tortorici, 
Centering Animals in LA History, Duke, might merit a little space. That is more about 
oxen as labor than ranching per se, but as this is only chapter that deals directly with 
animals, it may merit some brief attention. 
 
Chapter 10: Laborers of Extraction 
 With this chapter, the reader may feel somewhat unsatisfied on the question of the 
results of labor organization and resistance. The nature of work in extractive industries is 
there, and that there was resistance, but the content on the actual results of labor 
resistance is often lacking. On p. 243, for example, the author does note gains in health, 
safety, and social benefits, but it would be nice if they were spelled out a bit more and the 
actual role of labor movements in securing them better detailed. Nationalization was a 
result in some instances (Mexico and Chile), but again readers aren’t told exactly what 



benefits nationalization brought, or didn’t bring to the workers. There is the suggestion 
that some nationalized entities were not much better to their workers than had been 
multinational corporations, but it could be clarified. 
 The observation that the dispersed nature of extractive industries made labor 
organization and its effectiveness difficult is enlightening. Maybe a bit more could be 
said about those difficulties and how they made labor success a fraught endeavor. That 
Venezuela did not build centralized refineries for fear that the workers who gathered 
there would be trouble suggests the benefits of scattered extractive workers for the kind 
of labor relations they wanted to maintain. 
 On p. 249, it is noted that today, it is not workers who are leading the fight against 
extractive industries but local communities, indigenous groups, and environmentalists. 
Why? Have the workers in those industries secured most of what they wanted: good 
wages, healthcare, reasonable working conditions, etc? And hence have they left the 
fight, and in fact, become part of the industrial machine that threatens local peoples and 
the landscapes they depend on. Have corporations coopted workers by giving them 
mostly what they want in order to focus on new battles? 
 
Chapter 12: Panorama of Parks 
 This contribution is well written with insightful observations throughout. 
However, I find the introduction not all that helpful in setting up the major points that are 
made. Its narrative is slow to get to the point, and its content only ties into one early 
assertion. In its place, I’d prefer to see more on the pace of park formation, the nature of 
the parks, and some more comparative elements, not necessarily between Latin American 
and the rest of the world, but with each other. More on the “panorama” the title promises. 
There is content on where parks have been formed, and when. Where have they not 
formed, and why, or why were some areas later than others? The map on p. 292 does give 
a sense of parks’ widespread adoption across the region, but some few more examples 
might help. On the map, Uruguay and Paraguay seem to lag. Why? 
 The quantification of park formation in the graph, and the periodization the author 
creates are enlightening. But I wonder if the rather severe dip after about 2005 deserves 
some explanation. Is it a data problem, or have park creations fallen that precipitously, 
and if so why?  
 The issue of origins stories also might be done somewhat more concisely. For 
example, on p. 281, I’d drop the first half of the paragraph and simply start with “There 
was no single hero and no native “Yellowstone” . . . 
   
 



1: What is your overall opinion of this manuscript? 
 

Before I got this manuscript, I already knew short summaries of most of the 

contributions presented for a workshop of the Rachel Carson Center for Environment 

and Society (RCC) in Munich, and I already found these papers really promising. Next 

year I will teach a seminar related to the topic and already am in search of relevant 

literature:  As far as I realize, there is no comparable anthology with such a variety of 

approaches on the book market. Taken all aspects together, I would strongly 

recommend the publication of this manuscript.  

Until now, the only extensive “Environmental History of Latin America” is a book with 

that very title, written by Shawn William Miller (Cambridge University Press, 2007). At 

the time of its publication it was a landmark; but if you compare this new anthology 

with Miller’s book, you find a wealth of new aspects. Another book that has dealt with 

South America is Alfred Crosby’s “Ecological Imperialism” of 1986: Crosby’s work 

was a famous, even overpoweringly successful for some time; but over the course of 

time it became clear how limited it was: one cannot continue to regard (Latin) American 

environmental history merely from an epidemiological and biological viewpoint: as a 

victory of neophytes. The “New Environmental Histories” are based instead upon a 

much more detailed regional research – mostly based on  secondary literature, but 

sometimes on archival sources - , and at the same time taking into account transnational 

perspectives.  

It is also important that most contributions of this manuscript are written by Latin 

American historians. In this respec the anthology marks a breakthrough as until recent 

time you found only rarely Latin American historians on international conferences on 

environmental history. Moreover, historians from Latin America usually were focusing 

only on their own national history. This book presents an emerging international 

network of scholars dedicated to Latin American environmental history with a more 

transnational outlook.  

On the whole you can say they represent a second generation of environmental 

historians who are telling not only a history of decline, of reduced biodiversity and 

violation of nature by humankind, but a diversity of narratives. So José Augusto Pádua, 

former Greenpeace Latin America’s Forest Campaign Coordinator, explains that the 



Green public of the First World make an exaggerated alarm on the destruction of the 

tropical rain forest: In fact, the savannahs with their high biodiversity are threatened 

much more by big agrobusiness. Or take the contribution written by John Soluri on 

“Campesinos, Cuisine and Hidden Histories of Agrodiversity”: It is not only a history of 

decline, but a much more ambiguous history in which even the tortilla sometimes 

appears as an element favouring the campesinos as well as agrodiversity.  

Shawn Van Ausdal and Bob Wilcox point out that Elinor Melville’s “A Plague of 

Sheep” (1994) – a classic work on Mexican environmental history – probably has 

exaggerated the destructive effect of sheep grazing; but as to modern cattle ranching, 

the “declensionist” narrative of environmental history remains realistic (p. 227). And, as 

Myrna Santiago detects (p. 248), “at the turn of the 21st century, mining and oil projects 

of unprecedented scale accosted the Latin American landscape.” Moreover, today we 

know that the famous “wilderness” in several parts of Latin America is not pristine, but 

is the result of depopulation caused by epidemics introduced by the European 

conquistadors. Colonial history, however, is only treated in a rather marginal way in this 

anthology, though Emily Wakild looks back to “deep nature, 16.500-10.000 years ago” 

(p. 276 f.). It is a pioneering work in particular for the 20th century. Also climate history 

is treated only sporadically; Stuart McCook, however, emphasizes (p. 271), that “in the 

early 21st century, many of Latin America’s most pressing problems are now connected 

to climate change.” 

From my view environmental history should not only present a story of lament, but also 

a story of opportunities. This book presents not only environmental history but also the 

history of environmentalism. To be sure the authors are well aware of ambiguous traits 

of “green revolutions” for which Mexico presents the best example: see the contribution 

of Chris Boyer and Micheline Carino on “Los revoluciones ecológicas de Mexico”.In 

my opinion the element of surprise, of unexpected change in these turns of history, is of 

particular importance. Appropriately the editors point out in their introduction (p. 3 f.): 

“Latin American environmental history has emerged in a paradoxical era marked by the 

expansion of both protected areas and mega-mines; an increase in organic coffee 

farming and genetically modified soy plantations; and the rise of transnational NGOs 

and drug cartels.”  



 
 
2: Do you feel that conceptual and methodological concerns are appropriately addressed 
or would you recommend a reassessment of these concerns? 
 

I think so. Several scientists might prefer more extensive theoretical and/or 

methodological reflections; but the wider public usually is bored by this. 

 
3: In terms of content do you think that the manuscript needs any revisions? (e.g. 
additions, omissions) 
 

I do not see any need of revisions but would rather recommend that this manuscript 

should be published. To be sure, with regard to the fact that today nearly 80 percent of 

Latin America’s population is living in cities, in most contributions the tremendous 

environmental problems of the big city agglomerations especially since the second half 

of the 20th centuries appear merely in a marginal way; but they are described in an 

impressive and analytical manner by the contribution “O mura e a hera” composed by 

Lise Sedrez and Regina Horta Duarte, also with a look upon of the environmentalism of 

the elites in their “green gated communities”. Several contributions point out in an 

impressive way that environmental problems got new dimensions in the second half of 

the 20th century on which the main emphasis of this anthology has been put, including 

the effects of Caribbean tourism which changed “tropicality” from hell to paradise as is 

described in an impressive manner by the contribution of Reinaldo Funes Monzote.  

 
 
4: Do you think that the proposed structure needs any revisions? A key question is the 
length of the proposed manuscript. 
 

For such an extensive matter with this variety of topics, the length is quite adequate. 

 
 
5: Does the research presented appear to adhere to the ethical standards of the 
discipline? Are informant identities blurred where appropriate? Does the author discuss 
appropriate methodological steps to protect participants?  
 

Yes. The indigenes are treated in a fine and sympathetic way; see in particular the 

contribution of Nicolás Cuvi. And the editors are right when they assure in their 

brilliant preface that “a cosmopolitan ethos has guided this endeavour”.  



 
 
6: In which disciplinary areas would the main and subsidiary interest in this manuscript 
occur? 
 

Not only environmental history, but general history, too. It is promising that in this 

anthology environmental history again and again becomes “histoire totale”. 

 
7: What do you consider to be the main markets for this manuscript? (i.e. academic, 
postgraduate, undergraduate, general interest) 
 

The manuscript though it meets high academic standards is mostly written in a popular 

and vivid, sometimes even exciting style. Surely it can be used also by undergraduates, 

and it is of interest for a wider public too: especially for those who are interested in 

environmental questions, belong to an environmentalist NGO and/or are travelling in 

Latin America and the Caribbean. 

 
8: Who do you consider to be the main purchasers for this manuscript? (i.e. individual 
academics, individual students, central libraries, department libraries) 
 
I presume most purchasers will be students and academics. 
 
9: If the work is likely to be useful for students, for what courses and at what levels might 
it be useful? 
 

Seminars and lectures on Latin American and/or environmental history. 

 
10: Do you envision the work being an essential purchase or recommended reading for 
students, or neither? 
 
The book may well become a basic literature for courses. 
 
11: Are you aware of any other material that is appropriate for the same course/purpose 
as this manuscript (either forthcoming or already available)? If you are, please supply 
details of title, author, publisher (where known) and any other comments e.g. strengths 
and weaknesses. 
 
Most well-known and fundamental are surely the books of Alfred Crosby and Shawn W. 
Miller that I mentioned above. 
 
12: Do you think the proposed length seems appropriate for the topic and readership? 
 



Yes. 
 
13: Is the author’s style appropriate for the intended market? 
 
I think so. Of course an anthology like this contains stylistic differences but I would 
argue against dropping any of the contributions. 
 
14: Is the title/subtitle appropriate for the intended market? 
 
I think so. 
 
15: Please, outline any points you may have regarding possible international sales (i.e. 
countries, course, level, need for case studies etc.). 
 

I presume also in Europe this book will find many readers. 

 
16: What is your overall recommendation? 
 
See my first point. 
 


