
concei’ning a pary’s conipiianee with fhc’ Convention. In practice.
this is hy fitr the most uscd Lt1d it greatly improves participation
CI’reves 2OOJ).
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CONSERVATION AND PRESERVATION
Jean-Frédéric Morin
[Jnizer,vihh L.ewa/, (,‘etneida

Amandine Orsini
tj’niz’e,:vité Sttni—I.om,v -- l3ru.ve//ev. lh’lgiuin

How should tise etiviroriment ht’ protectcd? ‘Fwo opposite stances have
addrcssed this question. Proponents of a coflservationist approach argue
that humans have to intervene on tise environmt-nt to actively favor
its sustainahility. They heheve for exampk’ that ecosystem services
and goocis provideci hy iurests (timber, rt’ereation, Iandscapes, etc.) cati
only 1)e en joveci l)Y several gent’rations over time if forestrv technicjues
(species setection, Iogging methods, etc.) art used tO ensure that cover
aisd qualitv ut torests remain constant over tirne. In contrast, advocates
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of a preservationist approat’h consicier that humans sisould shy aw’ay as
much as possible trom nature. They daim that management teehnic1ues
otten have harrnf’ul unintended c’oflsequenc’es, whiie tiaturat prOcesses,
such as svilcifires or species extinction, arc necessary regenerative
episodes that should he neither tàvored nor pt’evcntt’ci by human inter
vention (Epstt’in 200h).
f\1notig the first eonservatiotust acivocates vert’ hutiters, ftrrners,

and fisherrnen svho. at tise erid of the nineteenth cetitury, t’tdlecl for
international cooperation te) cnsure the sustainabh’ exploitation ut
natural resuurc’es anci sceure tht’ir activit As a resuit of’ their chotts,
several agrt’ernents were c’onciuclt’cI such tS the 1881 International
Phylloxera Convention, which aimed at protecting Fiuropean \Vineries
from Àmeriean v’sts, or the 1902 Convention for the Protection ut’
Birds Useful tu Agriculture, pl’ot’etin.g insectivorous bircis. Sint’e tiw
1 980s. several devl’l()ping c’ountnes have enclorsed this consen’ationist
approaeh as a way ot protecting tiseir t’conomic interests. for example.

• thcy activeiv support the 1992 biodiversity regixne, which aims at
favoring the conservation of’ biodivc’rsity, its sustamable tise, and the
sharing ut henehts that arise f’rom this use.
Prest’rvationist arguments have alsc) deeplv inftuenced international

environmental politic’s. Nongovernmental organizations such
as tise Sierra Club ancl tise Royal Soeiety for tise Protection ut’ Birds
have 1jushcd states te) ereate protc’t’ted areas tu preserve wildtite. Several
internatic niai treaties vere conc’Iudc’d te) promott’ tise creaticri ut’ nat—
urai parks. irn’Iuding tise 194)) Convention on Nature Protef’tiOn and
Wilcllifi’ Preservation in tise Western Hernisphere, tise I 971 Wetlands
Convention and tise 1972 Convention Concerning the Protection oh’
World Cuttural and Naturai Heritage. In seme controversiat cases, tise
creation ut protected areas on lJrc’st’rvetionist grounds lcd to the eviction
oC indigenous peoples and local communities from their trad
itionai land (Adanss and Hutton 2007. Ybarra 2018). Other preserva
tionist agreements aim at preserving specific species irrespective of their
location. sueh as tise 1973 CITES and tise 1979 Bonn Convention on
Migratory Species ut’ Wild Animais. ‘I’hese treaties are based on sci—
entitic. recreational, esthetic grounds or on ecocentrism, flot on tise
dcsire te) conserve natural resources for future exploitation.
In stime international regixnes, c’onservationist anci preservttionist

views cqwnly clash. It ix notoriously tise’ case at tise International
Whaling Conunission. wherc Japan ttdvocates for sustainable
hunti;u. ptat’tices vhi1e tise Unitt’d Sttttes anci otiser countries support
pre’sc’rvistion tindi are oppose’d tu ail whaling activit even for species that
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are not nclmi.ci’ed. Ihere arc’ aiso heateci dcl) tics undt’r the CI’tES, as
soiiii’ .-\lt’icitn (‘OUtltCi(’S, suc’h as k&tiva, fiivccr a ttiCt han 00 tin tradt’ ol
ivorv svhiic others. including ‘Limhal)we. argue tirai, an unrnanageci t’Ie—
1)hant population (‘an negatwelv impact tilt’ t’(’OSVStCtfl Wllile ivory stlts
can funci et cnsc’n’ation (Stucs 2001).
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CORPORATE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY

Jennifer Clapp and lan H. Rowlands
(.‘,ihei:viIv of [I aterlou, f.’anat/tt

Corporate social respotlsiliity (CSR) rcfers ht’oadtv tu actions that
business and corporations vciluntarily tcndc’rtakc hoth tc) p1’omo
social and cnvin)nflwntal goals and tc) ininimize anv pontia1 social
and cnvic’onmcntal cOsts aSSOCiatCd IVitil their business acnvities. ‘flic
rationaic hcliiiid CSR is that [irms thcmscivcs arc hest placeci tu ensurc’
compliance and i.mplementafion and tu mc)nitor ugrt’ss toward
dwir own environrnentai md social performance targets anci vill du su
hecause it tiiakcs goodi business scrtse’.
‘I’he I 0h)) 70s saw strengthening of cnvironrncntal regulations in

many states, anci environrnctctal agcnc’ics Oc uphold those rules were
estahlished iii rnost countries by the earlv t 980s. \‘Vith the risc ut lib—
eral environnientalism alter the’ micl— t90t)s, however, state—driven
“comrnand—and—contrccl” type cnvironmcntal regulations began tu lose
favor with governments, opelting spacc tor more flexible voluntat’y
corporate—drivcn approachcs te) guvcrnilcg the environmental impact
of husine’ss anti corporatiolis. Initially thert’ vas somc conccrn about
whcthcr iirms that aciopteci CSR vithin thcir business mociel vciuici he
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ahic tfc fuifill ihcir fjduc’iai’s— dutv te) shac’t’hoiciers tu prioritize financiai
carnings. luis c’onccrn f’ultosvcd i’elilton I’rit’dmans behel’ that lirrns’ pri—
rnarv rcsponsihility ii to gencrate profits and flot takc social issues iflto
consideration tt”leming et al. 2013).
Bv thc (‘arlv 1 990s, business leacicr Stephan Schmidhciny, then head

ot’ the Business Council Iir Sustainahlc Dc’veloprncnt, an organization
establishccl in 11)01) 0) rcprcscnt the Vcict’ 0f business leaders at the
1992 Rio Eartii Summit (sec Summit diplomacy). began to cham—
in CSR. Hc argucci that firrns must “change course” la) p° social
and etcvin)nnwntal issues at dcc center (if’ tlicir decision-making bccausc
he hclic’vcd h was in die lirm’s economic intcrest to do so. Fie terrne’ci
this concept “cco-cflicic’tccy.” ‘flic rationale \vas simple: CSR would help
firms tci eut costs tiiwugh cfiicicncy gains from (vcr rc’c1uired inputs and
reduccd \vastc, ivhilc itt the same timc the grecn image (if’ firms would
bel1) te) crcatc new markets (Schrnidheiny 191)2).
Most global business leaders embraccd CSR bv thf-’ carly 2000s and

h became wiciely ac’cepted in curporatc circles that business knows hcst
how 10 design anti irnplcmcnt cnvironmcrital mcasures more eflicicntly
than one-size-fits-all command-and-control rcgulations. Tuda many
sec CSR as a dc ftcto (‘ondhtiun f’or business sucçcss. Must international
firrns, incluciing a growing number of’ hrms in dcvcloping countric’s,
undcrtakt’ sornt’ sort oU CSR—tvpe activitics. such as reporting,
labeling, and certification. dernonstrating how e’ntrcnched CSR has
bet’omc as a normative i’rame in global govcrnancc (Cranc et al. 2019).
Inchviclual CSR n’porting ht’ firms is pcrhaps the must widcsprcad

type of CSR activittç Must transnational corporations now pruducc
regular CSR reports. Selfreportecl CSR at’tivitics tvpicallv range from
hroad statemcnts about comrnitmcnt to “doing right” for thc enviro;c
ment to details un spccific programs or initiatives. Such rcporting might
be defcnsivc in the c’arlv stages. cspecially fbr firms that are in higher-risk
industries, ur proactive, as is utten the case with firms with tiigh public
profiles (Shabana et al. 21)1 7). One ut the drawtiacks ut indiviclual CSR
repurting is that firms cari bc selective in what they (‘bouse tu report,
shaping their own cnvirunmt’ntal image without nccessarily nieethig
any externally set standards. For example, in 2000 thc transnational oil
firm BP widely trumpetcd its grecn ener activities in a major public
relations campaign “Bcyunci Petroleum,” while the vast majority ut its
iflvestmcnts c’cmaincd in uil antI gas exploration in suhsec1tit’tit vears. lins
type ut sclectivc CSR approach lcd tc) (‘laims bv critics ut greenwashii-cg.
Tin’ vulncrability ut firms tf) externat critique fir selectivc CSR

reporting svas une 0f thc’ iactors behind tIn’ risc ut collective approaches


