The Anthropocene debate – uneven earth article. Written by Aaron Vansintjan. 
The article written by Vansintjan was published for the website which he is co-editor of, uneven earth. The article is located within the additional reading of the world today chapter of people across time module. The website focusing on environmental politics[footnoteRef:1]. Vansintjan has a MSc in Natural resource sciences from McGill university and a BA in Philosophy with a minor in environment[footnoteRef:2]. The articles’ main purpose is the discussion surrounding the introduction of the word Anthropocene, whether the use of the word is productive in discussions surrounding climate change which leads to Vansintjans own opinion of the use of the word.  [1:  Vansintjan, Aaron, <https://www.bcnuej.org/aaron-vansintjan-bio/ >, [Accessed 01/08/2025].]  [2:  Vansintjan, Aaron, <https://www.bcnuej.org/aaron-vansintjan-bio/ >, [Accessed 01/08/2025].] 

It is agreed that language and culture both have influence on each other. The language we choose to communicate with, or choose to describe something, can and will have an effect on the culture surrounding it[footnoteRef:3]. Alternatively, the culture in which we are immersed in will have an impact on the language we choose to use. The relationship between the two is often described as homologous[footnoteRef:4]. Vansintjan adopts this way of thinking when approaching the topic. He highlights that the terminology we use to discuss climate change, can impact and frame the solutions that are discussed to address this. His argument is that to address climate change effectively, the words used to describe the problem need to be considered and chosen carefully[footnoteRef:5].  [3:  Guessabi, Fatiha, ‘Blurring the Line between Language and Culture’, Language Magazine 2023.]  [4:  Guessabi, Fatiha, ‘Blurring the Line between Language and Culture’, Language Magazine 2023.]  [5:  Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].] 

Climate change is a topic which has been discussed for many years. The article is written for a academics and those involved in the discussions of climate change. The website it is published on is described as being where the ‘ecological meets political.’[footnoteRef:6]. This does not necessarily narrow the intended audience due to the topic the article would be suitable for a broad range of readers. Vansintjan sets this out early on in his article, discussing how the terminology has been broadly adopted, not just by scientists but by climate activists, environmental groups and artists to name a few[footnoteRef:7]. This notion is supported by the referencing throughout the article, utilising main stream news outlets, such as the BBC when discussing the topic. These sources are relatable for the general public. As for someone like myself, who is not an academic in this field, but choose the article out of pure interest. The mainstream news outlets are where I would draw my own understanding of climate change from.   [6:  Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].]  [7:  Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].] 

However, for the broader audience certain terminology and words require understanding beyond the argument of climate change such as ‘epoch’. To continue to be an effective article, words such as these forces the reader to research their meanings. With limited knowledge of the language used within the article would be less effective. This leads to the article’s primary weakness. 
The articles main weakness is the method in which it has been published. Although it would be beneficial to be read by a broader audience. By utilising his own website to post the article, the discussion may be lost to general public and potentially academics for which the article is intended for. Without the desire or want to research this particular subject one would not come across the article. 
The article is broken down into different sub headings to address key elements surrounding the terminology. He discusses how both sides of the argument use the word Anthropocene for their advantage before going on to discuss the problem with using the word[footnoteRef:8]. The article is fair and balanced in highlighting these areas following the popularisation of the word and its usage. This would suggest the reason the article was written in the first place, and would also give indication as to why it was written in 2015. Vansintjan highlights that with increase of the use of the word Anthropocene, the critique gained traction, this traction increased particularly over a period of a year in the lead up to the publication of this article.  [8:  Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].
] 

Furthermore, the issues he draws attention to highlights why this article would be written and published on a website where ecological meets political. One of the issues that is discussed is the political connotations now associated with the word due to its introduction. This politically charged problem long with the scientific problem of deciphering when you determine that humans had a real time impact on the climate forms the major part of why Vansintjan calls for more effective use of the language used. 
The summary is clear and effective in its communication. Citing the earlier need for appropriate language, Vansintjan expands providing examples of words which have gained attention, and then however dropped off in terms of their importance[footnoteRef:9]. Vansintjan passion for discovering the most effective language to discuss climate change is clear and evident. The article in this sense is successful in drawing the reader’s attention it the importance of the change to climate, and the need to discuss it appropriately [footnoteRef:10]. As someone who relies on news outlets to understand climate change, Vansintjan was effective in gaining my attention during this article.  [9:  Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].
]  [10: Vansintjan, Aaron, ‘The Anthropocene debate’, <https://unevenearth.org/> , (2015), [Accessed 01/08/2025].
] 

Although fair and balanced in the arguments for and against the use of the word. The article is Vansintjans opinion. His opinion being that a more appropriate word is needed to discuss climate change. Due to the connotations and history surrounding the word Anthropocene Vansintjans opinion is that the word is not fit for purpose. 
									Word count 985. 
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