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This paper introduces southern blue criminology, a novel theoretical framework
that extends traditional criminological analysis to encompass the environmental
harms affecting the world’s oceans, particularly from a Global South perspective.
This approach critiques crime-centric analysis and expands upon the concept of
"harmscapes” — areas significantly impacted by ecological damage - by
integrating socio-economic and cultural contexts often overlooked by
prevailing enforcement paradigms developed in the Global North. Through a
critical review of existing criminological theories and maritime enforcement
practices, this study highlights the inadequacies of current approaches that fail
to account for the transnational and complex nature of oceanic harms. Southern
blue criminology is proposed through four integrative perspectives: shifting from
a crime-centric view to embracing a broader conception of ocean harmscapes;
moving beyond state-centric responses to foster whole-of-society involvement
including non-state actors; transcending Western-centric governance models in
favor of context-dependent strategies that respect local knowledge and
practices; and expanding the analytical frame from human-centric approaches
to include human—nonhuman assemblages, recognizing the ocean as an active
participant in ecological and social interactions. The framework aims to foster
more effective and sustainable management of marine environments, proposing
a shift from a punitive focus to a more comprehensive, preventive, and
restorative approach. The implications of this research are significant,
suggesting a transformative shift in policies to better address the intricate web
of factors contributing to maritime environmental crimes and to enhance global
ecological justice.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the field of criminology has witnessed a
significant paradigm shift, extending its gaze beyond traditional
urban crime landscapes to the often-overlooked realm of
environmental harm. This expansion has given birth to an
innovative and critical sub-discipline known as “green
criminology”. Pioneering the examination of crimes and harms
affecting the environment, green criminology serves as a lens
through which the intricate relationship between human activities
and ecological degradation can be scrutinized (Brisman and South,
2018). Amongst the diverse ecosystems under threat, the world’s
oceans emerge as critical sites of harm or “harmscapes”, vast yet
vulnerable, facing unprecedented challenges ranging from overfishing
and coral bleaching to plastic pollution and acidification.

The concept of “harmscapes”, as suggested by Berg and
Shearing (2018: 75), invites us to view the oceans not just as
serene expanses of blue but as dynamic arenas where various
forms of environmental harm converge. From the relentless
exploitation of marine life to the insidious spread of pollution, the
seas bear silent witness to a multitude of transgressions against
nature. These issues are complex and multifaceted, often
transcending national boundaries and legal jurisdictions, making
their study and regulation a formidable challenge.

Adding to this complexity is the emergence of “southern green
criminology” (Goyes, 2019). This approach underscores the
importance of incorporating the views and experiences of the
Global South in understanding environmental crimes. It
challenges the traditional, often Western-centric narratives,
calling attention to the unique environmental struggles and
injustices faced by territories located in the Global South. Critics
might argue that the focus on southern perspectives complicates
consensus building on international regulations. However,
inclusivity can lead to more robust and culturally sensitive
policies that are more likely to be effective and respected across
different jurisdictions.

As we delve into the realm of blue criminology, an area
specifically dedicated to studying crimes in marine environments,
we recognize the urgent need to integrate these diverse perspectives.
However, a noticeable void remains in the discourse - the absence
of a dedicated approach to “southern blue criminology”. This
nascent field promises to blend the insights of blue criminology
with the nuanced perspectives of southern theory (Carrington et al.,
2016), fostering a more inclusive and holistic understanding of how
to understand and study harmscapes in maritime contexts
including transnational maritime environmental crimes.
Integrating insights from disciplines such as marine biology and
international law can enhance our understanding of harmscapes,
providing a more comprehensive approach to marine conservation
and policy-making.

While southern blue criminology primarily focuses on the
environmental harms impacting the oceans, it also encompasses
coastal contexts, addressing the unique socio-legal issues within and
beyond domestic jurisdictions. This includes recognizing the small
local southern communities that are affected by environmental
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harm and crime within their territorial waters, extending up to
200 nautical miles out to sea, as well as the complexities of
international waters governed by international laws. This dual
focus allows for a comprehensive understanding of how oceanic
harms are governed across different jurisdictions, their respective
legal frameworks, and the complex challenges of navigating these.

In this piece, we navigate these interconnected realms, exploring
how the recognition of oceans as harmscapes within green criminology
not only broadens our understanding of environmental crimes but also
underscores the critical need for diverse and inclusive approaches in
addressing these global challenges.

2 Criminological engagement with
environmental harms

The recognition of environmental harms has significantly
reshaped the landscape of criminology, expanding its purview
beyond conventional crime analysis to include the complex realm
of ecological injustices. This shift has led to the development of
green criminology, an approach that critically examines the
intersections between human behavior and environmental
degradation. As this field matures, it has increasingly embraced
southern perspectives, leading to the evolution of what is now
recognized as southern green criminology. This adaptation
acknowledges the diverse impacts of environmental harm across
different global contexts, challenging the previously dominant
narratives shaped by Northern viewpoints (Goyes, 2019).

More recently, the focus has extended to the blue criminology
framework, which specifically addresses the unique challenges
posed by marine environments (Garcia Ruiz et al, 2020). This
approach emphasizes the urgent need to engage with the myriad
harms inflicted upon the oceans, from illegal fishing to the dumping
of toxic waste, and seeks to incorporate broader, more inclusive
governance responses that are sensitive to the complexities of
marine conservation and sustainability.

In this section, we will explore the development and significance
of these criminological sub-disciplines, highlighting how their
emergence not only broadens our understanding of environmental
crimes but also pushes the boundaries of criminological research to
more effectively address the pressing ecological issues of our time.

2.1 Green and southern green criminology

Green criminology critically addresses the interactions between
human activity and environmental harm, expanding traditional
criminology’s scope to include issues such as pollution, wildlife
trafficking, and illegal waste disposal (Lynch and Long, 2022). This
field advocates for a justice system that incorporates ecological
justice, recognizes crimes against the environment and aims to
ensure the sustainability of natural resources for future generations
(White, 2008; South and Brisman, 2012). Green criminologists also
promote the notion that green crimes are not victimless crimes
impacting the whole-of-society and future generations (South,
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2014) and offer opportunities for environmental restorative justice
(Dore et al., 2022; Kamolane-Kgadima and Kathi, 2024).

As this sub-discipline develops, there is growing recognition of the
global nature of green harms (Spapens et al, 2016) and the related
regulatory challenges, including the social legitimacy of both the rules
and the rule-makers (Hiibschle, 2017; Hiibschle and Shearing,
forthcoming'). However, the particular vulnerabilities and
perspectives of the Global South have led to the development of
southern green criminology. This approach highlights how
environmental degradation disproportionately affects low- and
middle-income countries, often exacerbated by historical and ongoing
global inequalities (Goyes, 2019). Southern green criminology
emphasizes the need to consider local contexts and the impacts of
global power dynamics on environmental policies within the Global
South. It critiques the predominant Western-centric approach,
advocating for integrating Indigenous and local knowledge systems
and addressing the structural drivers of environmental injustices
(Carrington et al, 2019; Goyes, 2019). Environmental crimes
committed by corporations are often overlooked and Indigenous
protests are criminalized in what Weis (2019) terms “criminal
selectivity”. This approach exposes systemic biases that prioritize
corporate profits over environmental and public health, especially in
marginalized communities (Weis, 2019). Furthermore, recent dialogues
in green criminology, such as those articulated in the International
Journal for Crime, Justice and Social Democracy, emphasize the
importance of democratizing criminological knowledge and
recognizing diverse “ways of seeing” (Berger, 1973) and “ways of
living” (Morizot, 2022). This includes acknowledging the unique
challenges, opportunities and knowledges from regions like Africa,
Asia and Latin America, where environmental exploitation, natural
and mineral resource extraction have a long colonial and ongoing
history (Goyes et al., 2024; Hiibschle et al., 2024). These practices often
impact women and girls disproportionately (Mai-Bornu, 2024).

Incorporating these perspectives not only broadens the theoretical
base of green criminology but also enhances its practical relevance,
advocating for policies that are both culturally and contextually
sensitive. By integrating insights from key scholars and recent
publications, green and southern green criminology can contribute
significantly to a more equitable and effective approach to addressing
global environmental challenges and contextual vagaries and global
power differentials which impact on both the nature of harmscapes and
governance responses in Global South contexts (Goyes, 2019).

2.2 Blue criminology

Introduced by Garcia Ruiz et al. (2020), blue criminology
scholarship investigates marine-related harms by shifting the focus
from traditional human-centric approaches to recognizing the
intrinsic rights of the ocean - itself often a victim of harm. This
approach is essential for tackling marine-related harms such as illegal
fishing, pollution, and the destruction of habitats (Hutchinson, 2023).

1 Hubschle, A, and Shearing, C. (forthcoming). Governing wildlife security:

Towards pragmatic conservation (London: Routledge).
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A blue criminology approach also acknowledges the differential use
and application of legislation, and the inadequacies of international
law response to ocean harms given the jurisdictional and fragmented
nature of state and global responses, and the broader issues of social
injustice and inequality that underpin these harms (Brisman et al,
2018; Bueger and Edmunds, 2020; Garcia Ruiz et al., 2020).

For example, the application of blue criminology in combating
illegal waste dumping in international waters showcases its potential to
influence international marine law and policy. However, the
fragmented nature of state and global responses, as well as the
jurisdictional complexities, often impede the effective implementation
of these innovative legal concepts. The solution suggested is a move to
recognize “ecocide” as a crime to address ocean harms, coupled with
preventative, sustainable and inclusive governance solutions to ocean
harms, recognizing too that a one-size-fits-all response is not
appropriate (Bueger and Edmunds, 2020; Garcia Ruiz et al., 2020).
We seek to extend this framing and advocate a “southern blue
criminology” approach where particular emphasis is laid on
recognizing the contextual differences in North and South spaces
where, for instance, a shift to governing-through-ecocide or
sustainable practices still raises significant governance challenges not
always considered in Northern contexts given the often unique socio-
material risks faced in southern contexts. We ultimately consider what
principles could inform contextually-relevant governance responses to
ocean harmscapes in southern contexts.

3 Towards a southern
blue criminology

As we delve deeper into the intricate web of environmental
issues plaguing our oceans, it becomes increasingly clear that a one-
size-fits-all approach falls short in addressing the myriad challenges
these vast harmscapes present. Particularly, the integration of
southern perspectives — those stemming from the Global South -
is crucial in understanding and effectively responding to the
complexity of oceanic harms. These regions, often most affected
by environmental degradation, offer unique insights that can lead to
more resilient and sustainable outcomes.

The ocean, as a harmscape, is not just a victim of environmental
degradation but also a complex, dynamic system that influences and is
influenced by human activities. From overfishing to the trafficking of
underwater cultural heritage trafficking (Browne and Raff, 2022), the
actions that harm the ocean also have profound repercussions on
coastal communities, many of which are located in the Global South
(Bennett et al,, 2023). These communities often depend on the ocean
for their livelihoods, food security, and cultural identity. Thus, harm to
the ocean is not just an environmental issue; it’s an issue of social justice
and equity.

Traditional law enforcement approaches, often designed in and for
well-capacitated and trained law enforcement agencies located in the
North, are ill-equipped to deal with the transnational and multifaceted
nature of maritime environmental crimes (Holley and Shearing, 2016).
These approaches usually emphasize regulation and punishment,
overlooking the underlying socio-economic factors that drive such
crimes (Abdurrachman et al, 2021). For instance, in the case of illegal
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fishing, law enforcement might focus on penalizing the fishers, many of
whom are from impoverished backgrounds and are driven by necessity,
rather than addressing the larger systemic issues like the lack of
sustainable livelihood options, systemic inequality or the role of
international fishing conglomerates (Auld and Feris, 2022).

A poignant illustration of the limitations of conventional law
enforcement can be seen in the handling of transnational maritime
environmental crimes. These crimes, such as illegal dumping of
hazardous waste or oil spills, often occur across multiple
jurisdictions, making enforcement and accountability challenging.
The 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill, for example, had far-reaching
consequences that transcended national boundaries, affecting marine
life, ecosystems, and coastal communities across the Gulf of Mexico
(Murawski et al., 2021). The response to such disasters often highlights
the gaps in international regulatory frameworks and the inadequacy of
existing legal instruments in addressing the complex interplay of
ecological, economic, and social impacts (Awewomom et al., 2024).

This brings us to the need for a “southern blue criminology”
approach. Such an approach would incorporate the perspectives and
experiences of the Global South, recognizing the unique challenges and
needs of these regions. It would advocate for a more holistic
understanding of maritime environmental crimes, one that considers
not just the legal and regulatory aspects but also the socio-economic
and cultural dimensions. By doing so, southern blue criminology could
contribute to more effective, equitable, and sustainable solutions to the
myriad problems facing our ocean harmscapes. This reorientation
towards a southern blue criminology not only enhances our
understanding of marine environmental issues and maritime harms
but also encourages the adoption of governance frameworks that are
more attuned to the varied and complex realities of different regions.

Southern blue criminology, while primarily focused on marine
environments, also recognizes the interconnectedness of land-based
bodies of water such as rivers, streams, and lakes. These freshwater
systems are integral to the health of coastal and ocean communities,
as they often serve as conduits for pollutants and other
environmental harms that eventually impact marine ecosystems.
This holistic approach ensures that environmental harms
conducted “on-land” are acknowledged for their downstream
effects on coastal and oceanic environments, thereby fostering
more comprehensive and effective conservation strategies.

What exactly would inform a southern blue criminology approach
that differentiates and/or extends beyond current framings? We have
developed four principles or underlying premises which could inform
appropriate practices — in other words, rather than advocate for a
prescriptive set of “best practices” we propose particular “ways of
thinking” or sensibilities which need to be present to engage with the
complexities of ocean harmscapes in diverse Global South contexts
(Berg and Shearing, 2011: 27).

3.1 From crime-centric to
ocean harmscapes
A crime-centric or crime-only sensibility with respect to ocean

harmscapes may crowd out innovative alternatives and longer-term
solutions; it may ignore harms which are not criminalized (or subject to
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international criminal law) yet are devastating in impact; it presumes
that there exists a capable law enforcement body, state apparatus or
“functional equivalent” (Loader and Walker, 2007: 31) to identify and
prosecute ocean “crime”, which may not be the case; it may presume a
dichotomy between “victim” and “offender” when we know that oceans
may be both the source and recipient of harms; and given this, its main
governance tactic of blaming and punishing may do nothing to mitigate
future climate change-related harmscapes (Berg and Shearing, 2018).
Finally, it may buy into the very global disparities that a harm-based
approach seeks to mitigate — through for instance, criminalizing the
most vulnerable but ignoring the global power dynamics that underpin
the existence and nature of ocean harms (Hiibschle and Shearing,
2025). In this way the “crime-izing” ocean harms may end up being
more harmful (Berg and Shearing, 2018). This is not to say that legal or
criminal governance are never appropriate, only that it should be
considered on a case-by-case basis in relation to context — not because it
is the default solution informed by a normative global agenda. Shifting
to a harm-centric sensibility, allows “crime-izing” harms to be one of
the many solutions available to mitigate and resolve harmscapes. By
reflecting on ocean harms through the lens of a “harmscapes” approach
we challenge these often narrow conceptions within criminology which
favor a focus on discrete harmful events (crimes) which impact humans
and which invite and favor law enforcement and state-centric solutions.
A harmscapes approach recognizes the complexity, temporality, and
the contextual vagaries of ocean harms - oceans as both the sources and
recipients of harm, harms as also involving long-term planetary
implications, and necessarily transcending human-centric ideas of
sovereign boundaries. They invite reconsideration of spatiality, as
oceans both inhabit local, everyday spaces of human engagement
(local fishing practices, for instance) but also planetary spaces
impacting on human survival (global human dependency on oceans
as a source of oxygen, for instance).

A “harmscapes” approach thus invites us to move beyond
narrow framings by recognizing the convergence of old harms
(e.g. overfishing) and more contemporary, climate change-related
harms (e.g. ocean acidification and warming); the fact that harms
may transcend fixed “temporal, spatial and conceptual boundaries”;
and which invite us to reconsider governance responses accordingly —
particularly the need to shift from human-to-human, institution-
centric, and blame- or punishment-centered approaches to the bigger
issues underpinning the proliferation of ocean harms (Berg and
Shearing, 2018: 75). These bigger issues — which constitute a
convergence of both social and environmental or socio-material risks
- invite innovative responses that don’t neatly align with any single
institution or any singular governance technology or practice but
require a “whole-of-society” response (Berg and Shearing, 2011).

3.2 From state-centric to whole-of-society

Related to this point, a harm-centric sensibility requires a broader
toolbox than only crime-izing responses, it may require a range of
governing entities to contribute the right responses (tools) to an ocean
harmscape, including state and non-state entities — the private sector,
communities, individuals, and so forth. A whole-of-society response
simply requires that harms be treated with appropriate solutions and
include those best placed to solve or mitigate ocean harms. It means
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finding solutions for and aligning resources to the context and nuances
of that problem rather than starting off with an already-resourced
solution (e.g. the criminal justice system) and trying to apply it to all
ocean harms (e.g. law enforcement or crime-centric governance
responses) (Berg and Shearing, 2011). By normatively favoring,
usually monocentric, solutions, alternative governance options are
crowded out and the contextual realities and (state) governance
deficits of, for instance, Global South spaces, are disregarded. Whole-
of-society, or polycentric governance solutions recognize that the
center of authority may shift - dependent on the entity best placed
to deal with the harm - that it may not always or normatively be the
state that resolves ocean harmscapes, particularly when the state is
complicit, weak, absent, illegitimate and/or ineffective, which may be
the case, dependent on context (Berg and Shearing, 2020). The
importance of context is thus an obvious point, but yet normative
and universal solutions still prevail.

3.3 From Western-centric to
context-dependent

Context matters, yet it is widely acknowledged that certain
knowledges and governance goals predominate (such as a crime-
centric approach to harms), sometimes to the detriment of
alternative perspectives — hence the renewed focus on southern
perspectives. In relation to ocean harmscapes, in many Global
South contexts where plural governance dominates, there may be
far more reliance on the non-state, yet prevailing global normative
ideals of “good governance” tends to pathologize the non-state
(especially the private sector) and thus close off solutions which may
cater better to the public good than state-centric and Western-
centric ideals (Berg and Shearing, 2018, 2020). Universally accepted
solutions or goals (such as the Sustainable Development Goals) may
or may not account for flexible governance solutions - usually
preferring state or institutional solutions — they do not necessarily
acknowledge the contextual realities and importance of fluid,
informal, hybrid systems of governance and varied forms of
authority, as well as the diverse knowledge and capacities that
these systems may bring to bear to ocean harmscapes (Watson et al.,
2024). The critique here is that while SDGs aim to address broad
global challenges like those outlined in SDG 14, “Life Below Water,”
they may not fully incorporate the nuances of local governance
systems, particularly in the Global South (Menton et al., 2020). This
oversight can hinder the effectiveness of interventions designed to
conserve and sustainably use marine resources. Community-led
initiatives in these regions, which utilize traditional practices and
local ecological knowledge (Loch and Riechers, 2021), exemplify the
potential of alternative governance models that are often more
adaptable and locally relevant than top-down, formal structures.

3.4 From human-centric to human-—
nonhuman assemblages

Finally, consideration has to be made of the ocean itself as a
nonhuman “actant” (borrowing from Bruno Latour’s terminology).
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Sensibilities on the ocean have evolved over time - for instance a
prevailing sensibility is that the ocean is a (bottomless) resource, “an
inexhaustible warehouse”, and an entity to be controlled and
demarcated through boundaries and borders accordingly
(Shearing, 2015: 256). More recently the sensibility has shifted to
that of an entity which has its own rights (Garcia Ruiz et al., 2020).
However, the ocean should be regarded as an entity which has
actant properties in recognition of its place within assemblages of
human-nonhuman engagement and the recognition of the
intertwining of socio-material sensibilities. In other words, it is to
recognize the “entanglement” of the ocean to all beings/species on
earth “in a complex set of assemblages” thereby necessitating a
move past a purely human-centric framing of the ocean as a human
resource (Harrington and Shearing, 2017: 17, 20; Brisman and
South, 2018; White, 2011). This shift in sensibility has governance
implications where monocentric, crime-centric responses
undermine the interconnectedness and complexities of human-
ocean engagement at a local and planetary scale.

4 Concluding remarks

In conclusion, the exploration of “southern blue criminology”
underscores a pressing need to reconceptualize how we approach
oceanic harms. By integrating insights from southern and green
criminology perspectives, this emerging field emphasizes the
importance of recognizing the diverse and complex governance
landscapes that characterize the Global South. Traditional
Western-centric and state-focused strategies often fall short in
addressing the multifaceted nature of ocean harmscapes,
including transnational maritime environmental crimes, that
transcend national borders and cultural contexts. By advocating
for a more inclusive understanding that values non-state actors,
informal governance, and hybrid systems, southern blue
criminology calls for a broader, more adaptable framework. This
approach not only aims to mitigate the immediate impacts of
environmental crimes but also seeks to foster long-term
sustainable relationships between human communities and the
marine environments upon which they depend. As we move
forward, embracing these varied perspectives will be crucial in
developing effective, equitable, and culturally resonant responses
to the pressing environmental challenges facing our oceans today.
This paradigm shift towards a more integrated and context-
sensitive criminology can lead to more effective governance and
a deeper respect for the interconnectedness of human and non-
human systems in our global ecology.

Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included
in the article/supplementary material. Further inquiries can be
directed to the corresponding author/s.

frontiersin.org


https://doi.org/10.3389/fcosc.2024.1422829
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/conservation-science
https://www.frontiersin.org

Hubschle and Berg

Author contributions

AH: Conceptualization, Writing - original draft, Writing -
review & editing. JB: Conceptualization, Writing — original draft.

Funding

The author(s) declare financial support was received for the
research, authorship, and/or publication of this article. The
funding for AH contribution to the article was provided by the
European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s
Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant
agreement n° 804851).

References

Abdurrachman, H., Hamzani, A., and Mariyono, J. (2021). Environmental crime and
law enforcement in Indonesia: some reflections on counterproductive approaches.
Environ. Policy Law 51, 1-8. doi: 10.3233/EPL-210024

Auld, K., and Feris, L. (2022). Addressing vulnerability and exclusion in the South
African small-scale fisheries sector: does the current regulatory framework measure up?
Maritime. Studie.: MAST. 21, 533-552. doi: 10.1007/s40152-022-00288-9

Awewomom, ], Dzeble, F., Takyi, Y. D., Ashie, W. B,, Ettey, E. N. Y. O, Afua, P. E,,
et al. (2024). Addressing global environmental pollution using environmental control
techniques: a focus on environmental policy and preventive environmental
management. Discov. Environ. 2, 8. doi: 10.1007/s44274-024-00033-5

Bennett, N. J., Lopez de la Lama, R., Le Billon, P., Ertér, I, and Morgera, E. (2023).
Ocean defenders and human rights. Front. Mar. Sci. 9. doi: 10.3389/
fmars.2022.1089049

Berg, J., and Shearing, C. (2011). The practice of crime prevention: design principles for
more effective security governance. South Afr. Crime. Q. 36, 23-30. doi: 10.2139/ssrn.2674002

Berg, J., and Shearing, C. (2018). Governing-through-harm and public goods
policing. Ann. Am. Acad. Political. Soc. Sci. 679, 72-85. doi: 10.1177/
0002716218778540

Berg, J., and Shearing, C. (2020). “Polycentric security governance and sustainable
development in the global south,” in The Emerald Handbook of Crime, Justice and
Sustainable Development. Eds. J. Blaustein, K. Fitz-Gibbon, N. Pino and R. White
(Emerald Publishing Limited, Bingley), 153-173.

Berger, J. (1973). Ways of seeing (London: British Broadcasting Corporation and
Penguin Books).

Brisman, A., McClanahan, B., South, N., and Walters, R. (2018). Water, Crime and
Security in the Twenty-First Century (London: Palgrave Macmillan). doi: 10.1111/s0c4.12650

Brisman, A., and South, N. (2018). Green criminology and environmental crimes and
harms. Sociol. Compass. 13, 1-12.

Browne, K., and Raff, M. (2022). “The protection of underwater cultural heritage—Future
challenges,” in International Law of Underwater Cultural Heritage: Understanding the
Challenges. Eds. K. Browne and M. Raff (Springer International Publishing, Cham), 591-665.

Bueger, C., and Edmunds, T. (2020). Blue crime: Conceptualizing transnational
organized crime at sea. Mar. Policy 119, 104067. doi: 10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104067

Carrington, K., Hogg, R., and Sozzo, M. (2016). Southern criminology. Br. J.
Criminol. 56, 1-20. doi: 10.1093/bjc/azv083

Carrington, K., Hogg, R., Scott, J., Sozzo, M., and Walters, R. (2019). Southern
Criminology (London: Routledge).

Dore, A., Hiibschle, A., and Batley, M. (2022). “Towards environmental restorative
justice in South Africa: How to understand and address wildlife offences,” in The
Palgrave Handbook of Environmental Restorative Justice. Eds. B. Pali, M. Forsyth and F.
Tepper (Palgrave Macmillan, London).

Garcia Ruiz, A., South, N., and Brisman, A. (2020). Eco-crimes and ecocide at sea:
Toward a new blue criminology. Int. J. Offender. Ther. Comp. Criminol. 66, 407-429.
doi: 10.1177/0306624X20967950

Goyes, D. (2019). Green Southern Criminology: Science against Ecological
Discrimination (Bingley: Emerald Publishing).

Goyes, D. R, Hiibschle, A., Okafor-Yarwood, I, and South, N. (2024). Green
criminological dialogues: voices from africa. Int. J. Crime. Justice. Soc. Democracy. 13, i-vii.
doi: 10.5204/ijcjsd.3244

Harrington, C., and Shearing, C. (2017). Security in the Anthropocene: Reflections on
safety and care, (Bielefeld, Germany: Transcript Verlag.).

Frontiers in Conservation Science

10.3389/fcosc.2024.1422829

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’'s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations,
or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product
that may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its
manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

Holley, C., and Shearing, C. (2016). “Policing and new environmental governance,”
in The Sage Handbook of Global Policing (London, UK: SAGE Publications), 552-572.

Hiibschle, A. (2017). “Contested illegality: Processing the trade prohibition of rhino
horn,” in The architecture of illegal markets. Eds. J. Beckert and M. Dewey (Oxford
University Press, Oxford), 177-197.

Hiibschle, A., Kerina, K., Mogende, E., and Suping, K. (2024). Voices from the frontlines in
the okavango river basin: towards a cooperative model of environmental activism in the
global south. Int. J. Crime. Justice. Soc. Democracy. 13, 51-68. doi: 10.5204/ijcjsd.3317

Hutchinson, A. (2023). “The harms and crimes against marine wildlife,” in Oxford
research Encyclopedia of Criminology and Criminal Justice (Oxford, UK: Oxford
University Press). doi: 10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.013.772

Kamolane-Kgadima, B., and Kathi, T. (2024). The mpumalanga highveld air
pollution crisis: A South African reparations framework for environmental state—
corporate harm. Int. J. Crime. Justice. Soc. Democracy. 13, 1-13. doi: 10.5204/ijcjsd.3245

Loader, I, and Walker, N. (2007). Civilizing security (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press).

Loch, T. K,, and Riechers, M. (2021). Integrating indigenous and local knowledge in
management and research on coastal ecosystems in the Global South: A literature
review. Ocean. Coast. Manage. 212, 105821. doi: 10.1016/j.0cecoaman.2021.105821

Lynch, M. J., and Long, M. A. (2022). Green criminology: capitalism, green crime and
justice, and environmental destruction. Annu. Rev. Criminol. 5, 255-276. doi: 10.1146/
annurev-criminol-030920-114647

Mai-Bornu, Z. L. (2024). Green criminology in the Niger delta of Nigeria: why African
women’s voices matter. Int. J. Crime. Justice. Soc. Democracy. 13, 41-50. doi: 10.5204/ijcjsd.3248

Menton, M., Larrea, C., Latorre, S., Martinez-Alier, J., Peck, M., Temper, L., et al.
(2020). Environmental justice and the SDGs: from synergies to gaps and contradictions.
Sustainabil. Sci. 15, 1621-1636. doi: 10.1007/s11625-020-00789-8

Morizot, B. (2022). Ways of being alive (Chicago: Polity Press).

Murawski, S. A., Kilborn, J. P., Bejarano, A. C., Chagaris, D., Donaldson, D., Hernandez, F.
J., et al. (2021). A synthesis of deepwater horizon impacts on coastal and nearshore living
marine resources. Front. Mar. Sci. 7. doi: 10.3389/fmars.2020.594862

Shearing, C. (2015). Criminology and the anthropocene. Criminol. Criminal. Justice.
15, 255-269. doi: 10.1177/1748895815584712

South, N. (2014). Green criminology environmental crime prevention and the gaps
between law, legitimacy and justice. Revija. za Kriminalistiko. Kriminol. 65, 373-381.

South, N., and Brisman, A. (Eds.). (2012). Routledge International Handbook of
Green Criminology (1st Edn.) (London: Routledge). doi: 10.4324/9780203093658

Spapens, T., White, R., and Huisman, W. (2016). Environmental Crime in Transnational
Context: Global Issues in Green Criminology (New York, N. Y.: Routledge).

Watson, D., Berg, J., and Laponi, L. (2024). “Actioning the human rights agenda and issues
of access to justice,” in A Research Agenda for a Human Rights Centred Criminology. Series:
Palgrave critical studies in Human rights and criminology (Palgrave Macmillan, Cham).

Weis, V. V. (2019). Towards a critical green southern criminology: an analysis of
criminal selectivity, indigenous peoples and green harms in Argentina. Int. J. Crime.
Justice. Soc. Democracy. 8, 38-55. doi: 10.5204/ijcjsd.v8i3

White, R. (2008). Crimes Against Nature: Environmental Criminology and Ecological
Justice (Cullompton, Devon: Willan Publishing).

White, R. (2011). Transnational environmental crime: Toward an eco-global
criminology (London: Routledge).

frontiersin.org


https://doi.org/10.3233/EPL-210024
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40152-022-00288-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44274-024-00033-5
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.1089049
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2022.1089049
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2674002
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716218778540
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002716218778540
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12650
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2020.104067
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azv083
https://doi.org/10.1177/0306624X20967950
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.3244
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.3317
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.013.772
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.3245
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2021.105821
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030920-114647
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-criminol-030920-114647
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.3248
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-020-00789-8
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2020.594862
https://doi.org/10.1177/1748895815584712
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203093658
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.v8i3
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcosc.2024.1422829
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/conservation-science
https://www.frontiersin.org

	Southern blue criminology: rethinking ocean harmscapes in a global context
	1 Introduction
	2 Criminological engagement with environmental harms
	2.1 Green and southern green criminology
	2.2 Blue criminology

	3 Towards a southern blue criminology
	3.1 From crime-centric to ocean harmscapes
	3.2 From state-centric to whole-of-society
	3.3 From Western-centric to context-dependent
	3.4 From human-centric to human–nonhuman assemblages

	4 Concluding remarks
	Data availability statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher’s note
	References


