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Chapter 1

Introduction 
It was just three days after an important governmental agreement was signed by the Ecuadorian government with the UNDP in the city of Quito, when I was entering by truck and canoe the geographical area this agreement was supposed to be about. I was approaching The Yasuní National Park (YPN) in the Ecuadorian part of the Amazon. For me it was very exciting to have the chance during my fieldwork to have an experience on the place I had chosen to be a tangible part of my Case study. This agreement was aiming to protect not only the fields of this biologically megadiverse place but also amongst others, to grant the rights to life for a number of indigenous groups living there such as the Waorani ethnicity, from which two indigenous groups remain in voluntary isolation, the Tagaeri and the Taromenane. However, I was very surprised as soon as I got to cross the Napo River and stepped on the ground of the river’s bank. Everything was organized so that after we would get out of the canoe, a big place would be expecting us surrounded by wire fences with a long corridor giving us an orientation to follow. Such a strange experience in the middle of the Amazon was ironically very similar to the security measurements of an international airport. Indeed, Repsol’s security guards were waiting for us to introduce our bags through the X-ray machines to be registered. I remembered the suggestion I got beforehand in case Repsol’s people would ask what I was doing there; “You better say you are a student, not necessarily a social researcher or activist”. The experience continued with many fascinating question marks that jumped into my head, forming part of a conscious piece of fieldwork that made me face different realities along its process. Nevertheless, the only attempt to be there was actually to get to know the place I will be talking about in my research paper, The Yasuní National Park (YNP). 

The Ecuadorian government is making a ‘remarkable’ proposal in order not to extract proven oil deposits in one of the fields this park is divided into, the ITT block (Ishipingo, Tambococha, Tiputini). It is the so called Yasuní-ITT Initiative (YITTI). However, I ask myself if trying to understand this awkward situation I experienced would be somehow related to the scope of my research. And in fact, regarding the connection and disconnections between ‘Realities and ‘Discourses’ all over the world, I do believe it does. The discourses and the realities I had to face throughout this experience are key to the analysis I am trying to build in this work. The government of Rafael Correa is trying to develop such an initiative supported with development discourses and ideals this government claims to be working on. Under the umbrella of a new constitution that suggest changes to the Ecuadorians with its slogan “let’s leave the past behind” (National Assembly, Government of Ecuador 2008), more democratic processes, participatory and inclusive political processes are supposed to be taking place since. According to Correa, the Yasuní-ITT Initiative represents “an emblematic project of the citizen’s revolution” of his government (Acosta, 2010)).
Through the use of this particular initiative as a policy arena, I will try to analyze and understand whether this is an example that shows or not an alternative and different stream of development that connects with the realities of the people it has been claimed to be working for. By doing so, I will try to identify the connection and or disconnection of these discourses with the different realities that could be clearly seen throughout the analysis of the relations between civil society (CS) actors and the state.
Development, Latin America and Ecuador
Besides the fact that it is an initiative that calls worldwide attention, it takes place within a political transition and tendency of leftish governments emerging in Latin America. The management of natural resources according to this tendency has different approaches, many of them pushing for state’s owned companies to be in charge of the extractive activities like oil exploitation and mining. Moreover the case of the YITTI takes place in a moment of history where current paths of development based on economic growth and a capitalist system are being challenged all over the world. Within this context, governments of South America seem worried about climate change (Gudynas 2009) as well as development. However, in the case of Ecuador, Rafael Correa debuted as a president since November 2006 “identified with the most radical current in Latin America’s widely discussed political “left turn”(Conaghan 2008). In his own words, Correa promised to end “the long and sad night of neoliberalism” by putting Ecuador on the road to “socialism of the twenty-first century” (Ibid). A new model of socialism also identified as the new historical project (NHP), which contains the concept of participative democracy as on the main basics (Heinz Dietrich. 2001):3). Around this new project of a new version of socialism, Correa accomplished one of his political goals by bringing a new constitution to the Ecuadorians with the principles of what his political party Movimiento Alianza Pais(MAP). The latter described in his project called “citizens revolution”. 
A constitution “for the Ecuadorian people”

Since the election of President Rafael Correa, the Ecuadorian society has been facing its own reality with the general political discourse of its new president. The progressive tendency of this government brings discourses of an alternative development that aim to provide a more democratic political system, where participation, inclusiveness and social justice are an essential part. In the same line, the new constitution of Ecuador, which was approved by the Ecuadorian voters in 2008 (Finer, Lett. 4, 2009), has brought up a new perspective in terms of the ideals for a common life project of Ecuadorian citizens. The inclusion of indigenous cosmovisions in its constitution highlights the intrinsic rights that are given to nature. The “good living”(Sumak kawsay) is a concept that is included in the new constitution and it claims for an opportunity to build a society supported in a civic coexistence in diversity and harmony with nature and the Pachamama
 (A. Acosta. 2010). The term of a plurinational and intercultural State gives also important premises for the magnitude of this constitutional project. However, the main idea of mentioning these constitutional changes through this paper is to contrast, on one hand what has been said it is going to happen and on the other, what is really happening with the use of a case study. By doing so, I acknowledge there are two levels observed in this research, the discursive one and the reality one. 

The new Ecuadorian constitution claims to be for the people as declared in Art.1:
 “Ecuador is a constitutional State of rights and justice, social, democratic, sovereign, independent, unitary, intercultural, plurinational and secular ……… The sovereignty lies on the people, whose will is the fundament of authority, and it is exercised through the public power organs and the direct participation forms envisaged by the constitution*” (National Assembly, Government of Ecuador 2008). 

With this piece of precedent, I will concentrate the focus of this research on the Ecuadorian “People”, and by that I mean the same “people” this constitution is claiming to provide with rights and justice through their participation. As Art. 95 notes in its principles of participation, 

“The citizens, in individual and collective form, will participate in a protagonist/leading way in the decision taking, planning and administration of public issues, and in the popular control of the State’s and society’s institutions as well as of its representatives, in a permanent building process of citizens’ power…*” (Ibid,p.69). 
Therefore, by considering the collective side of the latter article, the objectives of this research will be highly interested in testing if such principles included in constitution’s chapter one, “Participation in democracy”, are to be palpable at the people’s level in its collective form. Thus, I will try to understand if it can be argued there is something new being brought by Correa, and by implication, as the slogan of the constitution’s front cover points out, Ecuadorian people are being able to say that “the past has been left behind”.

The angle: Civil Society, participation in its collective form
I aim to gain more understanding in this issue looking carefully at the relationship between the State and Civil Society actors, thus I will analyze how the dynamic of these relationship works by looking at the case of the Yasuní-ITT Initiative. In doing so, I will use some of the concepts included in the constitution as participation, inclusion and representativeness. Following what Art. 95 indicates,
“…..Participation will be directed by the principles of equality, autonomy, public deliberation, respect to difference, popular control, solidarity and interculturality. The citizen’s participation is a right in all public interest’s issues, which will be exercised through the mechanisms of representative-, direct and communal democracy” (Ibid).
Finally it is worth to mention that this case is in the middle of significant power relations and political discourses that are key to the scope of this research and make the problem even more colorful, thus representing a ‘global’ challenge to States and Civil Society’s actors in the field of Development, Conservation and environmental policies.

Negotiating for the Yasuní? 

Ecuador has one of the most important biologically natural diverse places on the earth, the Yasuní National Park, which is located in the Amazon west basin of the country declared by the UNESCO “World Biosphere Reserve” since 1989. Within this area of 928,000 ha, this natural reserve does not only count with an extraordinary biodiversity but also with a special state of conservation and cultural heritage. Besides the high concentration of forest and species, this park is also home to a number of indigenous groups such as the Waorani ethnicity, from which two indigenous groups remain in voluntary isolation, the Tagaeri and the Taromenane. However, the Yasuní National Park (YNP) is representing nowadays a very crucial environmental issue, not only at a local level but also at a global dimension. After the discoveries of exploration for oil reserves and formal studies that were made since 1983 and later on in 1995 and 2003-2004, the ITT block of the YNP turned into a crucial economic and political factor for debate around fossil oil production in the country (Fontaine, 2007:12). Significant oil reserves have been estimated to be under the ground of this part of the Park. The field is a 200 km2 area located in the west part of the YNP in the Ecuadorian Amazon, where proven reserves amount to as much as 412 million barrels of recoverable heavy oil and potential reserves account to be up to 920 million barrels (Ibid). In year 2007 the Ecuadorian government presented the “Yasuni-ITT” initiative, emerging as an alternative proposal, which seeks to keep large heavy crude deposits in the ground, creating an international fund which will compensate these potential economic incomes, thus claiming for the contribution to the reduction of CO2 emissions and the conservation of the environment. The initiative started basically proposing to keep the Yasuni-ITT oil reserves under ground indefinitely if the international community share responsibility by contributing to an international Fund, The Yasuni Trust Fund to be managed by the United Nations Development Program, with at least half of the profits the State would receive in the case of extracting the crude. This would approximately represent $350 million per year for a period of ten years (Finer et al. 2009: 12). However, in case of exploiting the estimated reserves of 846 million barrels, it would contribute to climate change with the emission of approximately 404 million metric tones of CO2 and additional social and environmental impacts within the most important lung of the planet. 

The initiative aims to support the rights guaranteed by the Ecuadorian government in the constitution for territories of peoples in voluntary isolation and the protection of indigenous communities (Ministry of Foreign Affairs et al.Government of Ecuador 2007:14). The new constitution recognizes for the first time the own rights of the Nature or Pachamama. This and the inclusion of other important amendments show an important trend towards biocentric perspectives and the recognition of the intrinsic values of nature in the new Ecuadorian Constitution (Gudynas, 2009). Nonetheless a fundamental contradiction is taking place by neglecting the principles of biocentrism and the intrinsic values of nature, where the inherent value of Pachamama appears to be playing a role for the legitimization of economic compensation, as the proposal suggests. 

About the Yasuni-ITT Initiative
An eye-catching issue is the external face of the formal proposal presented by the government, in which it details information about the relevance of the idea and also about the main concerns related to this initiative in such a way that it seems to be a project coming directly from the government without clear evidence mentioning other actors that might have contributed to the formalization of this initiative even before the current government was in power. Therefore it is important to bring up the fact that this proposal was presented by the government in cooperation with international actors at the institutional level, whereas local actors of civil society, such as the indigenous movement and the environmental movement are not mentioned or included in the formal document. By addressing this perception of “lack of acknowledgment or inclusion” with actors that might have participated in the project, would give more comprehension of these relations and their implications. 

The last but not the least, looking at important events since the initiative was raised, Rafael Correa (The Ecuadorian president) has been asserting himself in different occasions regarding the issue and the period of time the Ecuadorian government has been planning to give for the negotiations around the proposal. The proposal was raised in September 2007, but right at the first opportunity to sing the agreement in Copenhagen and after several months of high-level negotiations, the president ordered at the last minute not to sign it. The 9th of January , Correa criticized the Copenhagen team on his weekly radio address, for accepting conditions in the UNDP trust fund that were "shameful" and "threatened the sovereignty" of their country (Martin, 2010). This joined the lack of clarity in the president’s discourse, thus representing an important element for the analysis of the initiative and the political implications arising from it. Yet, the proposal has been already signed in an event which Correa didn’t attend.
 
Targeting dynamics of relations and methodology 
Trying to understand if Correa has brought to the Ecuadorians more democratic processes with participation and inclusion, one of the best ways to see if this is really operating is with the Case of the Yasuní-ITT Initiative. As it is here considered to represent a policy process, the methodology used for this analysis focuses on the relations between civil society actors and the state regarding the inclusiveness of this policy process. Throughout the understanding of the dynamics of these relations, we can reach a deeper understanding about their meaning within development studies. 
In order to understand the dynamic of these relations, a specific research question that will lead the analysis around this relation was established; How open and participatory are the relations? In order to answer to that question, primary data was used as in the form of qualitative semi-structured interviews with identified key actors and the use of snowball technique. Regarding the actors interviewed, they belong to a certain extent to environmental and indigenous organizations that have been involved in the case study. However, there were also other actors interviewed like former government officials and scholars. It is important to mention that one of the actors interviewed was an indigenous woman, Manuela Ima, whose native language is the Waorani. All the interviews were carried out in Spanish and the quotes cited in this paper have been translated by myself . Regarding my understanding for the correct use in Spanish I adapted some of the expression in the case of Ima.
Table 1: Actors Interviewed
	Organization/Actor, Date
	Details

	CONAIE( Miguel Guatemal, Vice-president), 30 July 2010
	Confederation of Indigenous nationalities of Ecuador

	CONAIE (Marlon Santi, President), 11August 2010
	Confederation of Indigenous nationalities of Ecuador

	Acción Ecológica (Esperanza Martínez), 2 August 2010
	NGO involved in the environmental movement, promoting the protection and conservation of the Yasuní as one of if not the first one. 

	Fundación Pachamama (Natalia Greene), 5 August 2010
	Focused on promoting an alternative model of development based on the “good living”, promoter of the respect on the environment’s rights.

	AMWAE (Manuela Ima, president), 4 August 2010
	Association of the Waorani Women of the Ecuadorian Amazon.

	Fundación Natura (Oscar Yépez), 4 August 2010
	NGO involved in the protection and conservation of Nature

	Grupo Faro (Sigrid Vásconez), 5 August 2010
	NGO involved with the advance of reforms and opportunities based on research and analysis

	Alberto Acosta, Ex-Minister of Energy and Mines,10 August 2010
	Key actor for the initiation of the YITTI

	Carlos Larrea, Scholars and Consultant, 5 August 2010
	Government’s advisor as formulator of the YITTI

	Eduardo Pichilingue, 11Agust 2010
	Civil Society actor and ex-government official in the work for the protection of isolate tribes.


Chapter 2

Conceptual lines for the understanding process
For the analysis in this research paper I decided to use the Ecuadorian constitutional contents related to the concepts of participation, inclusion and autonomy as well as the identified discourses related to them in the frame of developmental studies. Additionally, I used some theoretical lines in which the relations between Civil Society and the state can be traced considering its particular context of democratization and development. It is therefore the choice of the writer to connect both practice and theory in line with the leading argument of the research. Nevertheless, it is worth to mention that the use of theoretical lines in this research is in no way meant to lead the discussion of the arguments arising throughout this work. Rather, the use of a conceptual and or theoretical framework is a means of academic connection for the practicalities of the story to be followed with a conceptual and theoretical line that fortifies both the analysis and the understanding of the deeper matters here stated.
Despite the focus of this analysis is centred on a contemporary issue, it is necessary to briefly introduce the origins of the concepts on which this research is based. Among the concepts this story touches on/is dealing with, main focus will be given on the ones that give more weight for the analysis in terms of its theoretical frame and therefore the angle from which this topic is approached. Civil Society, Social movements, State, Democracy, Development, Participation, Exclusion, Plurality and Autonomy will be the major conceptual components of analysis. 

State, Civil Society and Development

The concept of Civil Society can be traced back to the times when ideas of Democracy were beginning to take root (Hyden 1997)). As Hyden describes in his article “Civil Society, Social Capital, and Development: dissection of a Complex Discourse”, the concepts of Civil Society and Social Capital find the origins of its notions in nineteenth century e.g., with the democratic currents of the Italian Risorgimento movement(Hyden 1997). However, what really takes us to enter in the debate of these concept is the relevance of the philosophical origins suggested by Hyden to the analytical frame of a contemporary issue such as the one this research paper is dealing with. The main considerations made in this section refer to questions concerned about the relation between the State and Civil Society. For that purpose, we will give special attention to the parameters identified by Hyden for the analysis of these relations. One parameter of analysis concerns the question whether Civil Society is primarily an economic or a sociological phenomenon. The other parameter asks whether civil society is essentially autonomous of the state or if they both, state and civil society are organically linked
. While identifying four major thinkers that contributed to the evolution of the concept of civil society in philosophical and political discourse, Hyden proposes for the contemporary debate on the concept four different schools attached to those early thinkers. As we can see below in figure 1, there are four master advocates identified among the philosophical pioneers on the concept. To the same four positions, we can see four philosophical schools proposed by Hyden. Relevant analytical patterns are brought for this research through the main observations and underlying assumptions of these schools.

FIGURE 1
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In order to take this analysis into a more practical dimension, it is also suitable to follow relevant aspects made in Hyden’s analysis. By the interpretation of the challenges of building social capital through civil society and its relationship with development, Hyden describes three levels for the analysis of civil society; the country level, the associational level and the global level. Furthermore and within a framework of democracy- and development related issues, he argues that civil society has different kinds of challenges according to the different patterns of state-civil society relations. Thus, Hyden’s presentation of four different scenarios in which civil society can be found are key to the analysis of this research.
Scenarios of challenge for Civil Society 
 Democracy has reached every region of the world and according to Huntington “it has become the only legitimate and viable alternative to an authoritarian regime of any kind”. Within this frame and also considering a common used premise in development discourse; “democracy is good for development”(Hyden, 1997:4), “civil society has become both a cause and a consequence of this processes”(Ibid., 19). However, the interpretation of the challenges civil society faces has very much to do with the contextual frame in which its relationship with the state takes place. As Hyden refers to these challenges, civil society should be interpreted as “a sphere that evolves largely in response to the inability or failure of the state to meet need or demands of is citizens”(Ibid.,20). Therefore, the scenarios worked by Hyden are useful as a reference point for the identification of general notions on the role and challenges of civil society according to the type of regime it finds itself. The main aspects considered for this categorization are: Inclusive or exclusive State and open or not open State; free or unfree civil society. 
Figure 2
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The figure above help us specially to gain understand on how different regimes’ types underlie different conditions for the role that civil society actors play, and by doing so, an understanding on the contributions of civil society to development under such conditions can be enhanced. Owing to the fact that these theoretical facts will be part of the analytical chapters in the following section, only a brief notion of the fundamental principles of these scenarios will be mentioned in this part.

By only taking the latter critics into consideration, a reflection about the relevance of other philosophical schools with opposing views, is key to the understanding of this relations. By mentioning this, I mean the importance of considering the different perspectives on the topic in this analytical frame. For example, in the general observations of these philosophical schools described by Hyden, the ones linked with the tradition of either Paine or Hegel, would rather focus on a political economy perspective where civil society cannot be viewed in isolation from economic forces (Ibid.,p.7). This is the case of the post-Marxist school and its philosophical roots. Gramsci joins these debate by concluding that the development of counter-hegemonic associations that represent alternative norms can overturn the control that the dominant class has over society (Ibid.,p.7)What we can see as a token of this debate is the fact that there are different views regarding the context in which these relations take place. According to each view, assumptions are made by these schools about the way processes out of this relations turn into. In short, there are four major perspectives as illustrated in the figure above. One perspective is looking from a political economy angle and the other from an angle believing in the autonomy of noneconomic forces. In the same way other two perspectives make statements about the relation between state and civil society by looking at civil society as whether autonomous of the state or organically linked to the state. However, by briefly touching on the perspectives worked by Hyden, a theoretical platform of these relations will be used for the analysis and normative sphere of the Story described in this paper. Indeed, the purpose of the use of these theories is to best connect them with events observed by this research.   
Chapter 3
Environmental Relationship

Chronologies of an environmental relation

Following with the scope of this analysis I started to look at the relation between the parts by identifying them according to their involvement in issues related to the Yasuni-ITT Innitiative. In order to give the reader more clarity of this relation I will try to briefly describe selected moments of this story.
  Through my research I encountered certain common facts regarding the chronology of this research area that lead me to highlight three crucial points in the chronological line of this relation. The first event that gives a clear reference of time and relation is the idea of the “Moratoria petrolera”(The Oil Moratorium*), which came up in year 2000. The second one is the entrance of Alberto Acosta as the Minister of Energy and Mines by the Government of Rafael Correa in 2007. The third and last moment as breakpoint to this chronology is the signing of the Agreement with the UNDP in August 3rd of the current year. Along this 3 identified episodes I will try to bring up relevant historical facts and encounters that are key to understand this relationship since its roots until the present.
A previous idea with broader scope

The Oil Moratorium is a very important historical fact that takes this analysis into the roots of Ecuadorian oil history and the origins of the current Yasuní-ITT Initiative. It was a call for a moratorium of the oil’s frontier expansion that came out after many years of oil extraction carried out by both foreign and state-owned undertaking since the 70s in the Ecuadorian Amazon(Acosta, 2010). The major reasons of this event were the dramatic impacts to the indigenous peoples and nationalities of such an extractive activity around this geographical area. At first glance the impacts were in terms of territoriality, health, feeding and the cultural traditions of indigenous peoples. For instance, there is an international suit still going on against Chevron-Texaco for the damages caused during their operation. The damages were in form of environmental impacts and negative consequences in terms of health to the indigenous peoples of this region. “In Ecuador 3 important indigenous ethnicities have been lost during the oil era; “the Tetetes, Tantahuaris and Encabellados” (Santi, 2010)
 However, the Oil Moratorium idea started in year 2000 with a book called “El Ecuador postpetrolero” (post-oil Ecuador) and was presented in year 2003 as a formal proposal to the Ministry of Environment by 3 NGOs: Pachamama Foundation, Centre of Economic and Social Rights(CDES) and Acción Ecológica Foundation (Acosta, 2010). Around the same time, an idea of a historical agreement aiming to stop the payments for the Ecuadorian foreign debt was formally formulated by CDES in year 2001 in order to conserve the Amazon. The argumentation of it was in line with the concept of ecological debt and the idea was introduced by the groups discussing issues of foreign debt (Ibid). 

In year 2006 the Kichwa-Amazonian community of Sarayacu in the Pastaza region achieved a very important pronouncement of the Interamerican Court of Human Rights that ordered several provisional measurements in favor of this community (Ibid). The latter is only one of many other examples of resistance by indigenous and non-indigenous communities living in territories where not only oil but also logging and mining activities started and are still latent(CONAIE & Macas, 2007). Some cases had made it to the national and international legal arena, others succeeded or failed in their resistance process without reaching the courts
. Nevertheless, the resistance of indigenous and non-indigenous communities in the Ecuadorian Amazon was, if not the only root, at least one of the most important key causes for the further development of ideas like the Oil Moratorium. 

The creation of a network called Oilwatch in year 1996 contributed to the strengthening of and support to those resistance expressions, creating protection spaces for them (Martinez; Acosta, 2010). Since the initiation of this network, actors like Acción Ecológica were promoting the Oil Moratorium basically with arguments linked to Climate Change, focusing as well on the idea that not only oil exploitation should stop but also oil exploration (Ibid).  According to Martinez from Acción Ecológica, the reasoning behind is that “it is clear that if it is not possible anymore to consume what has been already discovered, why should there be exploration for more discoveries?*”. This is an argument that will be discussed later on one of the analytical chapter.

 The idea of not exploiting oil in the Yasuní was exposed as part of the Oil Moratorium’s initiative with a final document called “An eco-logical call for conservation, climate and rights”. It was presented by Oilwatch in year 2005 at an expert’s meeting held in Italy regarding protected areas (Acosta, 2010). The idea started to gain momentum among the national debate at a moment just before presidential electoral campaign’s processes were taking place in Ecuador. Thus, the Oil Moratorium idea got included in Correa’s plan of government at his electoral campaign in 2006. A memorandum sent to the future Minister of Mines and Energy was sent by the representatives of Acción Ecológica in December 2006. This Memo was certainly demanding and augmenting the main basis of the contents of the current Yasuní-ITT Initiative.
Reaching the State
Rafael Correa gets elected as the Ecuadorian president of Ecuador in November 2006 and the second breakpoint of this relation’s chronology takes place. Alberto Acosta is designed as the Minister of Mines and Energy and presents the idea of not extracting the oil in the Yasuní-ITT fields, whereby an internal political process starts around the issue. A very particular course around the initiative begins within the government and tensions emerge between the Minister of Energy and Mines(Acosta) and the executive president of the Oil State’s company (Petroecuador). President Correa intervenes and decides to give a moratorium on the ITT fields, setting two clear options; Leaving the oil under ground or exploiting it. The Yasuni-ITT Initiative was officially presented by the Government in June 2007. Several events within the government and between the Ministries took place regarding this initiative. 
The constitutional “spirit”: a “messy” institutional policy process

For the analysis of this work I also included the inputs made by Carlos Larrea. He is an important actor of this story, who doesn’t belong to Civil society, rather he has been involved in the Yasuní ITT Initiative at least formally since it started to take place at the governmental instance. Larrea was in charge of the technical macroeconomic studies of the initiative. His words in the interview are taken as the ones coming from his personal opinion as a Scholar and as the technical coordinator of the initiative and not as one coming from an official position. By referring to the relations analyzed in this work, Larrea introduces the concept of participation making considerations of constitutional order regarding the process of policy making. As he mentions, 
“Once the policy is defined as a State’s one, because according to the constitution and the Ecuadorian laws the only one that can take decisions about the extraction of oil is the State, the only one that has the political ability to promote or not the initiative, is the Sate”.
 By referring himself to the moment when the initiative started to be at the government’s side within the policy making process, Larrea narrates how the idea of a participatory base was always there,
 “this implies the participation of civil Society, the participation particularly of the ones that inhabit the national parks, the Yasuní national Park and the participation of social organizations. This is the spirit of the constitution”
The new constitution brings up the need of a participatory, inclusive and democratic State. Yet by acknowledging all this what is written as the legal normative frame, Larrea also clarifies what has happened in terms of the policy making process since year 2007, where the government started to work formally on the Yasuni ITT initiative. According to him, the period between 2007 and to date, has been a period where the institutional structure for the promotion of the YITTI has changed several times. In other words “it hasn’t been a stable evolution in time”. First the initiative was under the administration of Maria Fernanda Espinoza at the Chancellor Office, then Maria Isabel Salvador at the same Ministry was in charge. After, a technical secretariat independent from the Chancellor office was established for a short time period coordinated by Juana Ramos. Later on the initiative came back under the Chancellor’s Office, where a Committee for the administration and direction of the initiative was established, chaired by Roque Sevilla. The latter lasted until January 2010, where again the initiative passed to be promoted by three commissions politically chaired by the current minister or Foreign affairs, Maria Fernanda Espinoza. “So, there has been a constant change in the institutionalism, what has created certain instability”. However, the initiative reached great national and international attention by the mid-2008, and the conformation of the first negotiating commission was established (Acosta, 2010:28 ).
The end: an international agreement for Climate Change
In December 2008 the head of this commission, Fander Falconi, was appointed as the Minister of foreign affairs. Having received previous financial support from the GTZ(German Society for Technical Cooperation) and the Spanish cooperation, the UNDP joins the Initiative as the potential supervisor of the Trust-Fund, which had been planned in form of an international agreement. This agreement was first put into context at the COP 15 in Copenhagen in December 2009, where after being approved a priori by Correa, a last minute decision taken by himself ordered the Ecuadorian commission not to sing it due to several points in discordance within the document. The reasoning for this was in allusion to sovereignty with an apparent imposition of the potential contributors regarding the use of the revenues from the Trust. Voices spread the idea of Oil interests as being the reasons behind the latter. Finally, less than 4 months ago the agreement of the Yasuní-ITT initiative was singed with the UNDP in Quito, where the non-attendance of the president left a feeling of distrust. Instead of him, the Vice-president Lenin Moreno was in charge of the signing event. 

Signals and evidences of an environmental Relation
I would like to enter into detail regarding the nature of this relationship specifically along the periods of time briefly described above. In order to understand how this relation works I will try to make some differentiation among the actors regarding their orientation and or involvement whether to the environmental or indigenous movement. Nevertheless, it is important to mention beforehand that the differentiation between actors focused on environmental issues might overlap with the ones focused in the support of indigenous communities. In fact this shouldn’t be a surprise due to the strong pro-environmental orientation of indigenous cosmovisions. As a matter of fact, the research problem described in this document is strongly related to indigenous communities, their history and the role they have played in porttraing this environmental conflict. 
Through Action
Starting from the beginning of this story I will try to put ‘pictures’ of this relationship into the chronology. First of all, going back to the very roots of the Initiative, I will try to understand how the different actors expressed their interests to the State. Miguel Guatemal is the Vicepresident of the CONAIE, which is an autonomous indigenous organization created around 22 years ago. In terms of the relationship between this organization and the State, Guatemal mentioned also previous governments apart from Correa’s one, and the terms in which they were trying to establish this relation. In the case of environmental issues he refers not only to the current government by mentioning other previous “right-wing” governments e.g. ex-president Rodirgo Borja, Febres Cordero, Noboa, Alarcon,
they all have listened to our proposal based on Biodiversity, which has been presented to the Congress, now transformed into the Constituent Assembly*. 
A suit was presented by this organization to the Interamerican Court of Humans Rights(IACHR), where they demanded the right of life for the indigenous tribes the Tagaeri and Taromenane, which still remain in isolation. Additionally, this organization has been trying to insist for the protection of different territories where the indigenous nationalities had their original homes. As he highlighted, they 
“have always denounced that this territory of the ITT shouldn’t be exploited, because as soon as the large companies are introduced there, these peoples have to migrate due to the destruction brought and that might be the destiny of the Tagaeri and Taromenane, ....to get extinguished*”(Guatemal,2010)
 By mentioning the case of the Tagaeri and Taromenane, Guatemal refers to the time when they tried to denounce the destruction and extinction of those peoples. In spite of their attempts, “the government doesn’t want to listen, instead it seems to having intensified extractive activities, precisely with the current government…”(Guatemal, 2010). A feeling of exclusion can be established by the way in which the respondent refers the lack of state’s attention regarding the realities in the fields, leaving peoples on the margin despite their attempts of communication. The testimony of a Waorani woman can bring us deeper into the implications of the latter mentioned by illustrating her realities.    

From realities

While trying to explain the struggles they have passed through as an indigenous ethnicity, among many different activities the Waorani Women have done throughout the time, the president of the association, Manuela Ima, calls my attention by relating one of the activities they are involved with as AMWAE(Association of the Waorani Women of the Ecuadorian Amazon) Apart from capacitating their people to do traditional craftwork, they are also involved in looking after their territories in the sense of the problems that these fields face on a daily basis. As “Omari” (Manuela Ima in her own language
) pointed out, the Waorani women also help to take care of the territory, where also their brothers leave, the Tagaeri and Taromenane
. She refers to the danger they are exposed to when people from the “Madereras”(Logging companies) and “Petroleras” (oil companies) want to enter their territories. Omari brings one reality in her words by mentioning the relational burden they as “Waorani” experience in the case of the Tagaeri and Taromenane. 
“It also is our responsibility to help them, when somebody wants to enter and bother those peoples…, they don’t like to listen to the light aircraft, nor to the car. As soon as they listen to it they come to attack and that is the problem we always try to address by asking not to touch or enter their territories”(Ima, 2010). 
However, what Omari slightly touches on with this statements is also the fact that the delimitation of the YNP and the Waorani ethnic reserve might not be considering that isolated tribes are not sedentary. Therefore, Waoranis in their territories get to meet with Tagaeris and or Taromenanes. As described, they confront the Waorani for problems they face like the noise described(Ima, 2010). Even more interested in telling me those experiences,Omari recounted this story by mentioning what she has done in those situations. 
“And so, when something happens, I always face it up, and say it. One time I said to the government of Rafael Correa: ‘don’t talk anymore, it is their territory! Who is responsible, you or me? If you send the oil company to enter in the Tagaeri and Taromenane zones, a Tagaeri is going to die, but you are not the one that is going to respond, it is us, you might answer but nobody is going to help us’, they’ll keep killing and killing and the problem is bigger….”(Ima).
In the same line, Omari continued telling what had happened before when they entered in their territories, introducing Petroecuador, and the negative impacts they got by permitting the undertaking of oil exploration and production for many years. It is worth to mention in terms of this relationship, the way she looks at this situation by illustrating an example of their realities once she had the chance to speak to Correa.

What do you think if I enter into your house through the door with my shoes on, wanting to occupy this place, and you say ‘Manuela, it is not your house, it is my house, you are getting it dirty’. You would say ‘Excuse me, I entered without letting you know’.
 With this words, Omari and her people have tried to let others know about their struggles. As a solution they tried to build a compromise, whereby they express these idea demanding to Correa a compromise where they could get included: “your friends want to enter, first they have to compromise and talk with the organization..”(Ima, 2010).  The same way she remembered the time she went with ten of the Waorani women to the fields where Petrobras was supposed to initiate operations. They were aware of the Government’s attendance to the fields just one day before, they had to walk and travel all day long without money and raised funds in order to get to the those Yasuni fields. At 9am the Government was supposed to arrive and as Omari recounted:
“as soon as we appeared, some of our friends from the Amazonian Kichwas told me: ‘Aren’t you afraid?’ they asked, and we said: ‘what did you say? So, because the Government is coming in i.e., is going to enter here in the colony and is going to take out all the oil, so, there is nothing else to fight for? That is how we women are, we have to fight, it is not his house, we are not bothering at all, it is our house and if someone comes we have to defend ourselves.”(Ima, 2010)
Afterwards, Omari and the other women made their way to the place but the military wouldn’t let them go through. Then, Omari expressed herself:

 “Gentelman, you are not the owner of this place, move away, nobody is going to take me out of here, it is our land they are entering in, let me enter, I just want to talk, we talk and nothing is going to happen, we don’t have anything to attack with, is only about talking”. “No, you are going to hit the government with lances’ he said.
Omari insisted and explained him that was not going to happen and finally they could enter. The vice-president was there and after one of the women hit her “machete” against the ground claiming for attention, their arguments started to come into light. They didn’t want them to contaminate the forest, nor did they want the animals to die,
 “Our families live in these territories, we are poor, we don’t have education nor have we health, but this lands are very important for us, it is ours, if these animals die, we will die too. We don’t need money, it is our forest”. 
Other events were part of that story, however 8 months after that event Omari got to find out that Petrobras was going to leave and they could comment it with the brave woman with the machete: “do you remember? We were there. If something happens one day, just let me know”(Ima, 2010). These were some of the examples of their involvement and progress regarding their interest in protecting their people, thus their homes and their environment. 
Into policy processes: an example
In relation to the latter mentioned, Eduardo Pichilingue brings us back to the times where another policy was created. Since around 10 years ago he has been very committed with the protection of the isolated peoples/tribes located in the fields of the Yasuni. In year 1999 strong pressure form the environmental sector in Ecuador allowed the establishment of a policy that ended up with the declaration of an intangible zone. “An intangible zone that unfortunately was never delimited until year 2007”. After a serious massacre of about 30 isolated indigenous peoples in year 2003 the conformation of a public oversight for the isolated peoples takes place. “The massacre occurred due to pressures of the logging and oil related activities in the zone”*(Pichilingue). The oversight was leaded by a CS-based group, which aimed to pressure the government to clearly establish the delimitations of the intangible zone. Since there was no clear definition of the limits, “there were no limits, therefore, everybody thought they could do whatever they wanted”. A very difficult process started, where the political context of Ecuador added more complexity to it. Governments like the one of Lucio Gutierrez seemed to have the doors closed at the beginning for this issue. After opening those doors, several meetings took place especially, where the interest of the Oil’s sector over those territories were put as a limitation. A mysterious way was evidenced in this relational process, where governmental reports were secretly managed. Conditions in favor of Oil companies were given in the process of delimitation. A coup d’état breaks this policy-making process and a new one starts with the next government of Alfredo Palacios by year 2005. “We knocked on the doors again, but non interest was shown by this government”(Pichilingue,2010). Finally after many efforts and much time, a decree of delimitation of the intangible zone was signed by Palacios at the end of his government. The work of the oversight of isolated peoples, made up of Pichilingue and other CS’s actors, was finished with the achievement of this decree. “By mid-2007, President Rafael Correa presents the national policy for the isolated indigenous peoples, “a policy strictly of the government….and not necessarily from the country”(Pichilingue, 2010). Pichilligue adds a reflection of it by highlighting that “in order to be a State’s policy of the country, a process of consultation has to be carried out, a process that unfortunately hasn’t taken place yet”(Pichilingue,2010).
Realities clashing with discourses and the constitutional rhetoric

By considering the support of CS to the YITTI as an important and critical one, Larrea sums up this support in general from both, the environmental organizations including Accion Ecologica and base-organizations like the CONAIE, as one that overall admires with sympathy the initiative. “That doesn’t mean that they share all the points of the initiative, nor it means that they support the government”. Subsequently he expresses himself to the current context of this relation while he mentions that “currently the relation between the government and national indigenous organizations like the CONAIE is rather strained”. There have been recently many issues of debate with those organizations like the Water Law, where at this point it is worth to mention how Correa himself has branded some of the representatives of this organization as “Terrorist” in the month of August 2010(Larrea, 2010). This way, it is “not necessarily a situation of a certain polarization” but rather Larrea describes it as “one of distances between the government and the indigenous organizations” (Ibid). 
However, there seem to be more than simple “distances” as reasons for this confronting positions. As Guatemal recounts,

In 2007 I summoned the Minister of Environment to ask her if she knew how the people are living in the places where there is ongoing exploitation. What has been done for that?*(Guatemal,2010). 
The answer was “ We are going to look at it, analyze and apply technologies, this and that..”(Ibid). Guatemal refers to this situation as a permanent conversation where not all this situations are put into practice and he also mentions how this way CONAIE has been clashing and confronting with the State specially due to their demands. A situation where 
the government says they will look, do this and that but it never happens, and this way we have been putting up(resisting to) with it*. (Ibid)
We can slightly see how institutional spaces don’t seem to be connected with activities that encourage their participation and inputs for an inclusive policy-making process. In the specific case of the Yasuní, CONAIE has proposed not to exploit these fields together with the support for the defense of these territories but as its representative expressed, the government has never tried to consult them as the constitution indicates. 

There is a violation to our rights, and we have had some meetings with the UN special reporters like James Anaya, to whom we gave evidences of what is really happening.
According to Guatemal, they did have a small space of dialog, but there was no progress in conciliating because
 “everything that the Government wants, has to happen, in other words, we as the indigenous, have to accept everything what they say, so there is non-dialogue, rather there is a direct imposition.” 
Consequently, we can see how the communication between these two parts has been rather a difficult process of claims and formal accusations where no progress has been made. Instead, there seems to be a space where actors are used to play the same roles... coming with the same outcomes period after period (government after government, minister after minister). I ask myself, for the benefit of whom, are things done or not? Who has the right to decide these issues are less important than others and which were more important than e.g., the protection of the Tagaeri and Taromenane?
“Connectors” of ideas: from “Realities” towards “Discourse”

Coming back to Guatemal, other episodes were mentioned when it came to the question of how they get in contact with the State. They have also worked with organizations especially like “Acción Ecológica” to give information and compiling data about the realities happening over those territories. In the case of the organization Acción Ecológica, which has been involved in both the indigenous and the environmental movement since its foundation, the following observations were made in terms of their relation with the State. This organization has been using three work resources; direct (nonviolent) action, incidence through work at the parliament level with several officials trying to propose some activities and the third one is the training work with the communities in order to create an environmental coconsciousness as an organization.
 “ In our incidence activities we have had moments of encounter where we had given our inputs in more than one occasion, however we have never been part of the governmental practice, instead it has been always from outside with a pressuring position”(Martinez, 2010).

 Martinez stressed that in general they have been listened, also because they are “a strong and important actor with history and weight”, although their positions have not been necessarily assumed by the government. By looking at the ways this actor has tried to communicate with the government, an acknowledgement of their efforts to have a bearing on the State can be established. However as Martinez mentioned, even if they get to achieve those governmental stages, she brings nuanced evidences of the fact that their positions and its linked ideas don’t necessarily get to be assumed. I think in this respect it would be worth it to see how it can be established when do those ideas become part of governmental actions. The difference between listening and the process of real actions build the arena in which the latter question could be answered.    
 In line with the above mentioned, we can take a look at another of the actors that appears to be involved in the Yasuní-ITT initiative. The Pachamama Foundation is an organization that had a plan called Plan Verde(Green Plan), which consisted of a different kind of development i.e., an alternative development in the Center-South zone of the Ecuadorian Amazon(CSZA). Despite the fact that their idea was not exactly the one proposed on the YITTI, this organization decides to support the first studies regarding macroeconomic features of the initiative in late 2007, right after the YITTI got more strength by its presentation within the Ministry of Energy and Mines. These studies, led by the Scholar and Consultant Carlos Larrea, aimed to support the idea of an alternative development in the CSZA by calculating how much should be economically requested for the case of the Yasuni-ITT fields(Green, 2010). As Green suggests, by supporting this studies and the idea of the Center-South zone(CSZA), 
“if you look at it on the long run, the Yasuni-ITT Initiative is great because a model of Oil Moratorium in the whole CSZA was being set out, what was really wanted to happen was to get started with a model of transition through an experience occurring with the ITT fields”.
Plan Verde was not set out, instead, the ITT fields, which are not in the CSZA were the alternative. Why then, do actors postpone their original ideas and connect them with other linked alternatives? As a justification: a distraction in terms of time giving a “long run” category to the goal, a hope for the YITTI to become and represent the basis for a transition that will end with the realization of Plan Verde in the CSZA. Shall this be true and benign intentions are behind the YITTI for the consecution of an alternative plan in the CSZA, shouldn’t be the latter at least considered within the contents of the YITTI? Therefore, I ask myself if the actions taken by this actor contribute to the problems and realities happening in the CSZA? However, I can clearly identify how a CS actor jumps into a distorted version of its original ideas. Is that the reason why FP got more “participation” throughout the internal political process within the government? 

Trying to better understand if the dynamics of these relations has been in the same terms throughout time, Martinez from AE argued that this relation have been always the same. Nevertheless, by indicating the strong connection and origins of the YITTI with the ideals of AE, she commented about the spaces they try to create in order to introduce topics of discussion. There, they usually call several actors of society, some of them politicians, scholars and organization’s leaders. From these spaces many of these actors get to the government as in the Case of the YITTI: 
“We had already discussed the proposal of the Yasuni before this government took up, with at least five of the people who passed to be ministers in this government”(Martinez,2010). 
This cooption behavior shows its signals in this case with those particular cases of people entering the government’s positions. However, the connecting issue appears to be linked with the ideas discussed in those spaces. Here, I think there is an important issue to be reflecting on regarding the connection of ideas with cooptation. Ideas are passing through the people to the government arena in various forms and one of them is through cooptation. Yet, what would be more interesting for this paper to get to know is whether these ideas are the cause or the means for cooptation to happen. It might be to daring to say that the people who knew about the ideas of AE forgot where they came from and in which form. However what could be established is that ideas didn’t jump at once as if governments would be able to call “Eureka” all of a sudden. 

Around “Inclusion and Participation” 

Even though the political scenario is not the most favorable, “the initiative has kept important efforts to create inclusive and participatory mechanisms”(Larrea, 2010). One of the specific objectives of the initiative is “the social sustainable development” of the influenced areas of the project(Ibid). With this, “the initiative can execute projects in the same way as the ones with the idea of avoided deforestation of remnant ecosystems, where most of them are in the hands of indigenous organizations or African descendants”(Ibid). Considering the latter and also the case of the YITTI, which is inhabited mostly by Waorani indigenous peoples and Kichwas, Larrea argues that “the promotion of a set of activities that permit the conservation of the YNP, is unthinkable without the participation of the peoples involved”.

Facing obstructing structures

While this period was full of technical, political and international arrangements within the government apparatus, Larrea considers this period was one of gestation and management of the initiative. Due to those reasons he explains,
the participation of Civil Society was difficult, because we didn’t know already what we were up to, so that implied that the participative nature of the initiative didn’t reach an optimal point”.(Larrea, 2010)

 Nevertheless he highlights the fact that plans have always existed in order to disseminate and allow the participation of organizations within the initiative. An example of this was established at the directive committee of the initiative at the Chancellor’s Office in August 2010 with the inclusion of one representative of Civil Society in this Committee. Additionally, he mentions how this shows a “participative spirit” and the fact that “there have been more or less permanent conversations with different organizations from CS along all this process”.
Regarding the Ministries created by the current government, Guatemal points out:

“the Ministers of Environment, of Agriculture and of Natural resources, nowadays there are lots of Ministers since this government was implemented, but in fact they are circles..., some of them are as entrepreneurs, others as advisors and others as dealers. In other words, everything is of institutional space and if they are not on one side, they are on the other one and so, there is no direct participation for the proposals we have made, nor for the implemented laws to be defended. Everybody that is working in this area is part of a circle....when there is a struggle and conflict, they say: it has to be with ‘this’ or with ‘that’ other Ministry and they don’t really assume who in fact should be taking on this situation*”.
 This way, competences and responsibilities are less easy to attach to a specific Ministry and the basic components for this relationship to grow, are broken; no trust, no accountability, therefore no collaboration. However, if the structure doesn’t allow these relations to build a positive environment in which the demands and interests of the people become a real space for policy making processes with real outcomes for those people, why are there other actors being treated in another way? Following this suggestion, we can look at the relation of FP with the state in order to understand more about this specific issue.  

With co-opted circles of relations

Considering the involvement of FP with the initiative, it is important to mention that this process had a particular component. There were previous work experiences that Green had with Carlos Larrea in several consultancies and projects at the times of the Constituent Assembly process. One of Larrea’s projects was aimed to socialize and push environmental issues in the Assembly, thus her involvement started through their relation, which ended up by giving him the first financial support through FP for the studies before mentioned (Greene, 2010). By trying to understand the involvement of this organization with the Initiative and their relation with the State, I proceed to ask particularly about the latter. Green commented various moments in which the involvement of the organization was growing. After the process of constitutional changes in 2008, Green gets more involved in the initiative as a consultant for a technical commission formed for the development of the YITTI. An instance of political tension comes with COP 15 regarding the initiative, whereby the agreement that was supposed to be signed with the UNDP couldn’t be carried out at that instance because of reasons corresponding to the President’s disapproval of some of the aspects in the signing agreement’s document. The technical commission comes back to Ecuador facing a defeating feeling that lead to the resignation of several members of it. According to Green, “after all that we thought the Initiative was going through, we did some recommendations to the government making emphasis on the initiative to be continued”. By March of the present year, they called her independently of her work at FP to get involved in the technical commission.

 “I decided to accept, a little bit doubting whether this was really still an issue of governmental will…. But obviously eager to give continuity to the process”. (Green, 2010)
Entering Autonomy and the relational “nature”

Entering the concept of autonomy, Guatemal joints the discussion by highlighting CONAIE’s difference in position compared to other actors:

this indigenous movement has been the only one in Ecuador that could renounce because of its autonomy and independence,… We never had any kind of agreement directly with the government and I think this will never happen unless there is a government that wants to make constitutional reforms by implementing the laws and moving forward to identify mechanisms of discussion and analysis; in that case, there might be an alliance”.(Guatemal, 2010)
 According to Martinez, AE has always been a group that could be called as a pressure group, which promotes a denunciation of oil activities and the power sectors, 

As an institution we have never participated in any kind of governmental process. As a person, while there was the constituent assembly process I was working as an advisor for the assembly, which for this case, it implied strength in order to be able to reach incidence, which is something we have always been looking for since this commission was established. (Martinez, 2010)

In the case of FP, after Green gets independently involved in the technical commission, she tries to introduce also the organization by telling them, 
what would be interesting is not only that I enter, but also that the back up of Pachamama Foundation enters. Because of what Pachamama did with the Green Plan and the support and monitoring given to the initiative, it is very interesting that a link with civil society is maintained”(Green, 2010).
 As she refers to it, 

“it is not only about hiring a person from Civil Society or a person that has worked for it and that’s it, rather, it is about the maintenance of a relation in certain way a bit more autonomous, -which is what we have tried with Pachamama by looking always from one side certainly critical, supporting development, all the technical parts of the initiative, but also knowing that actors of Civil Society never compromise themselves one hundred percent to the initiative specially because it has a lot of governmental aspects. Taking that into consideration it is much worth it to maintain certain autonomy in order to develop those doubts from the Civil Society, and so, this is my involvement and Pachamama’s one”(Green,2010).

Nowadays Green is finishing her contract as a government official in order to reach as Pachamama Foundation the involvement of the organization and other organizations of Civil Society constantly working with the issue in this transitional period. By the inference of her words, “to be or not to be” allied with the government would give a reference in terms of commitment. She suggests, however, that the commitment of actors with the initiative depend on how governmental the YITTI becomes. And here, I really have to ask as a reflection, how could we define the degree of “governmental” as in regard to the commitment of CS actors in the policy processes? Yet, what I really see is the fact that a distorted version of commitment has been developed. As a justification for informal processes of participation taking place in the case of FP, the vague argument of being allied or not with the government in order to represent commitment of the actors has been spread. Nevertheless, instead of categorizing the initiative as being too governmental, statements could be made at a discursive level. The term “governmental” could rather be changed for one like “discursive”, instead of being used for measuring the “commitment” of the actors. In other words, commitment of the actors shouldn’t be defined as the way in which they work or collaborate with the State for certain “common” established interest. Additionally, nuanced visions were given in terms of autonomy as a position based on a critical role of CS actors. To be sure, in the case of FP, an answer by themselves has been given for being “critical” as the basic argument of autonomy.

The instrumental “mainstream” regarding participation 

Martinez explained that since the Yasuni-Itt Initiative was starting to consolidate, Acción Ecológica (AE) has always been a member that has been considered and listened to, due to the fact that they were there since the origins of the initiative and additionally because they have been the ones that gave the contents of the proposal. Nevertheless, they have never been formally inside of it, first because of  the government’s fear towards AE, considered to be a very radical organization.

 A consideration that we don’t have a problem with. Our more efficient role is within the society…Nor have we been called to participate in formal instances, nor have we looked for it, nevertheless I am sure we would do it”.

 And I cite again, “Nor have we looked for it”. Does this mean, participation would not necessarily be the means for the achievement of their interests? How is then “participation” important? In order to go deeper in the analysis of participative issues of this relationship we can take a look to FN and its relation with the state. We can see a further illustration of it, by their involvement and participation in the case of the YITTI. In this specific process FN has played a role from a different angle. According to Yepez, their

 “work has been always linked with activities in the field but also in the construction of national policies, and here FN might have been the organization that has contributed the most to the construction of environmental policies”(Yepez, 2010) 
Thus, they have been participating and supporting the Ministry of Environment, the national government and local governments. Is this actor contributing with the government and/-or for the government only at the implementation process? ; is the nature of this actor merely instrumental?  They also worked very closely with the policy-process regarding the Biodiversity Law and also in the environmental management Law. Nevertheless, for the concrete case of the YITTI, their participation hasn’t been direct:
we have been participating in the forums and in the decision processes where the initiative has been put under consideration, different alternatives have been discussed in order to know how to bring the initiative. (Yepez,2010)

 Again, a feeling of a relation originated in their role as supporters of projects and program’s at the State’s policy level, calls my attention.  Is this participation? However, Yepez introduces another actor for answering questions about their participation, as he mentions “there is an organization that draws together all the environmental NGOs of the country”(Yepez). Through this organism, which represents the environmental organizations of the country, the position of the environmental sector has been exposed regarding the initiative,
“which we consider as an innovative one within the global proposals for conservation but, as I said, insufficient”(Ibid).
Here we can see a clear example of the contributions of CS in the process of policy but at its articulation and implementation stage. This angle can be considered as a dominant one where collaboration is not questioned in its autonomous aspect, which therefore allows the establishment of a space of “participation” in the technical area of policies. Thus, roots of the problems that once originated a debate for a policy to be created, are not remembered and actors like FN tend to argue and/-or believe their role has been most important in the “creation” of policies.  However a distortion between the process of creation and implementation can be established. Within the latter, it is evident that FN could have been one of the most contributors, nevertheless more critical actors like AE remain on the margin of this process because of its autonomy; questioning the normative aspect of the policy due to the disconnection between the roots and the means for the solution of the problem. Instead of addressing the consequences, this actor could identify oil activities as the root and question issues of power as a means in order to be more consistent in a holistic view of the problem. 
The contrast to “critical” positions

In order to give a more reflective countenance in line with the concept of autonomy and its suggested link with criticism, we can take a look at the actor Fundacion Natura (FN). This organization has been linked to and supporting the strengthening of protected areas of Ecuador since its initiation 32 years ago(Citar Yepez). As we want to go through the relational process between these actors, the bond this actor has with the policy-making process is an interesting picture for this analysis. FN, as its representative could express, is very much in work with the projects and programs that have been created for the support of protected areas, including the YNP. We can see the involvement of this actor specifically in projects and programs run by the ministries and other institution. As Yepez mentioned, they have been supporting different aspects within the institutional strengthening efforts for the Management of these natural reserve. Recently this year they have worked together with another NGO and the IUCN(International Union for Conservation of Nature) in a common implemented Project for the protection of natural reserve areas, where FN is in charge of the control and vigilance of illegal activities (e.g., illegal logging and commercialization of bushmeat) within those territories. These activities are prohibited within the Ecuadorian constitution, however they continue to take place in reality. Therefore, as Yepez refers to this project, they are

trying to make stronger the governmental instances of vigilante and control with which the State currently counts that is trying to support the programs carried out by the Ministry, strengthening the capacities of the park keepers staff, so that they can execute a more efficient work.
 Yepez explains the involvement of this organization as a “methodological” work in which they have mainly tried to support processes within the Yasuní for its efficient management. As Yepez illustrates this, 
we also support a work done by the National Environmental Fund(NEF) for the construction of the managerial plan of the Yasuni, so as I said, somehow we have always been supporting issues.

 By only taking the latter examples into account we can try to understand how the position of the actor connects with the concept of autonomy. It is worth noting how different this actor’s position is regarding the way it relates to the State. Instead of looking at the policy-making process as a participatory one, or one where their interests should be included, it rather seems to have a different origin in the nature of the relation. One, where they look like adaptive mechanisms for State’s policies that are being directed or imposed, and here, the instrumental support of organizations like FN is the relational component in this case. Therefore, we can come back to answer the question whether this actor is essentially autonomous of the state. On the contrary, what we can see with this example is that in fact, as suggested before, the State and FN are organically linked. According to Hyden in his associational level of analysis, there is a tendency in developing countries to look at NGOs almost exclusively in managerial terms(Hyden,1997:15). In regard to democratization and how institutions make up civil society, a distinction was made once by Aristotle, 
between human activities of ‘work’ and ‘interaction’, suggesting a communicative metaphor of the public sphere juxtaposed against an instrumentalist reading of manipulative work-processes. (as cited in Hyden, 1997:15)
Symbolism for manipulation

Yet, when we try to see how these relational events worked in the case of the Yasuní ITT initiative, a different context comes into evidence. As Omari could tell in terms of the government representatives, she doesn’t know very well the people they can be in contact with, 
“we are just getting to know them better, specially once they invited me to the U.S. at the United Nations”.
 As she refers to it, it was very difficult and complicated for her since there were too many people and she is now starting to express herself at that level. “Now I have learned how to present my-self, I went to visit Maria Fernanda Espinoza when she was the ambassador (currently coordinating Minister of the national Heritage in charge of the Yasuní ITT Initiative)”. They got to talk and Omari could tell to Espinoza what they as Waorani Women want for the Yasuní. And I really wonder again, what is the nature of this relationship?

A weakening process of Civil Society’s role
In terms of his general perspective on the relations between Civil Society and The State, Pichilingue refers to it by mentioning what has happened since the government of Correa took over power.
 “Civil Society weakened to a great extent due to a shift of several CS figures to positions within the State’s machinery”(Pichilingue,2010).
 Many of them, including Pichilingue, passed to be working within the government, “especially in environmental and human rights issues, and so, CS’s issues were consigned to oblivion”. Besides mentioning his own example after entering in the State’s sector and the way issues related to isolated indigenous peoples got colder within Civil Society, Pichilingue brings the example of Accion Ecologica with Esperanza Martinez forming part of Alberto Acosta’s team for Alianza Pais (Correa’s political Party). 
“Regarding the Yasuni ITT Initiative, some of the big driving forces are environmentalist people like Esperanza Martinez”. 

And by referring to the Initiative he infers why “there wasn’t as much rejection of it”. Nevertheless, taking up again spaces within Civil Society has been very difficult, “once you are in the government, coming back to CS and taking over the spaces one had before is slightly complicated” (Ibid). Yet, the role latter argument about CS’s role and strength is also observed with criticism by Sigrid Vasconez, another CS actor working for the NGO called Grupo Faro. The way she recounts historical facts of this relations with the State brings normative questions to the concepts related to this work like; participation, inclusion, autonomy, representativeness and democracy. As Vazconez recaps (referring to year 2004 after the idea of the Oil Moratorium),
there were at that time, proposals in order to create resources from the Oil companies for the sustainability of the YNP, at least for the sustainability of a good control and vigilance system.(Vazconez, 2010)

 Regarding that period of time, there were on one side radical actors like Accion Ecologica saying emphatically “No” to Oil, and on the other hand, other organizations acknowledging an existent “reality”, where they would look for some kind of incidence despite and due to the fact that the State wouldn’t listen to them. However, these ideas of negotiations felt down due to “communicational deficiencies and after a political uprising, whereby the Ministry of environment undermined CS’s role to enter in such discussions”. A door was closed at that moment by year 2004 and the idea of an endowment or trust financed by the oil companies didn’t get to become a reality.
 There was a first clash between CS and the State, because the Ecuadorian State disaffirmed CS in its intention of backing and said ‘No, the state is the authority and we should negotiate’ ”.
 The state never negotiated and to date, only by taking the YNP,

 “the State hasn’t been even capable of managing its natural reserve, it doesn’t put sufficient funds nor is it capable of negotiating with the oil companies”.
 Trying to put these situations into the current context and by considering the lack of action of the State, Vasconez refers to the role of CS as a very important one by illustrating a recent experience,
“last week at the Reserve’s committee, I told them we want to enter in a project for the training of local people so that they can execute environmental monitoring activities like distinguishing when a river is on a good or bad condition”.
 As an answer to her idea, a government member came up with the idea of employing this people as part of the Ministry of environment to be paid on the basis of commissions for their services. As Vasconez wondered to herself, “there is a complete lack of acknowledgment/ignorance of how important is to have Civil Society”. Indeed, by explaining this circumstances at that moment, Vasconez comes to reflections of the work Civil society has been capable of by introducing facts regarding the efforts of Civil Society in other activities like the creation of funds and or endowments. In doing so, she brings the example of the “Ecofund (Ecofondo), which was an effort developed by actors of Civil Society around the construction of the OCP(Heavy Crude Oil Pipeline)(Vasconez, 2010). “This fund amounts to about 16 Millions dolars, the bad thing is that it is not an endowment, it is a perishable fund that is going to be consumed”. While NGOs like Accion Ecologica would oppose to the construction of the OCP, 

“there were others that looked for the negotiation of a good funding in order to do things around the OCP, like the Ecofund. This reflects the capacity of Civil Society to gather resources”(Vasconez).
 With this precedent, Vasconez questions the current way in which the Yasuni ITT Initiative is being managed,
 the strategy is now a State’s strategy, and I always ask myself why they don’t want/like the NGOs, which something that they know how to do is to gather resources and to go and manage/negotiate. (Ibid)
 Clear questions: “why don’t they see beyond?, Why don’t they incorporate it?”. Vasconez and a group of people are currently working on a draft claiming an opportunity for “Civil Society to be inside”, so that they obtain a voice. Regarding the government, 
they are very closed(to the outside;to CS), at the ceremony of the singing agreement they were all ambassadors, people from the government and the crazy thing is that we have to think that the people in the government, they come from Civil Society, the majority of them in strictly rigor.
 Names for these cases are for example, Maria Fernanda Espinoza and Tarsicio Granizo. The first one is currently at the head of the YITTI with the coordinating Ministry of the national Heritage and before was regional director for the IUCN(International Union for Conservation of Nature). The latter is currently the Undersecretary of Policies and Monitoring at the same Ministry.

An interesting discussion starts to build its way regarding the normative arguments that have been slightly touched so far in this work. Questions were jumping into my head during the process of fieldwork, yet Vasconez could manage to open this floor of questions into a discussion that embraces and challenges the normativity of this work. I ask, what should be the role of Civil Society? How should the relations between these two parts work? As Vasconez also mentioned, in terms of actors form Civil society passing to governmental positions, “One could say they emptied civil society and went to the Government, which could be very cool!” (Ibid). Nevertheless, it might be more complicated than that. As Vasconez suggests, “there are some discussions and reflections about it made by the Brazilian movement”. Where is this discussion leading us? She refers to the times where Brazil turned into a democratic regime due to the struggle against the Brazilian dictatorship, “it was brought and instigated by the third sector”. Many started to gain spaces in the government as it also happened in the case of Chile with the “Gobierno de la concertación”(i.e., the coalition of center leftish political parties that ruled between the period of 1990 -2010) and in the recent example of Bolivia and the social movements(Vasconez, 210). The normativity about the relations between the State and Civil society has very much to do with the latter. In the same line, Vasconez’ inputs opened this debate touching on the concepts mentioned above: Participation, Inclusion, Autonomy, Representativeness and Democracy. Bringing the example about the Brazilian reflections, she strictly sends this work to the analysis of what has been described so far. The Brazilian reflection is about power issues, 
“once you start working for the government(you enter into the government), issues about representativeness, who you represent and the fact that you are CS or NGO, which could also be considered as a paid militancy…., all this merge not necessarily in the fact that a CS’s line will be adopted”.
 Moreover, her implications point to the path political transitions take, which could not necessarily lead to more democratic processes and as she argues,  “the tone of this government is not democratic, there is not a democratic tradition where you can really see participation and plurality”(Vasconez). For that reasons, Vasconez gives us her perspective on some of the people that are now in the government; “Espinoza is ultra Marxist and not necessarily interested in plurality”. Granizo was also mentioned as being part of the AVC(Alfaro Vive Carajo) in the past i.e., a leftish Ecuadorian political movement. “They don’t think of a democratic and pluralist project” (Ibid). By giving this example she also introduces in the same line actors like Acosta and AE, where she describes their environmental project as one that is also less democratic, “they don’t consider working with the private sector, no, rather only with the ones that agree with them, and so this situation moves to the government” as they get to be part of it. As Vasconez opens her thoughts, she describes how some people have told her Grupo Faro(GF) is Neoliberal. After asking her why she thinks some people would perceive GF as Neoliberal, her answer permits us to reach another dimension for the analysis of this work: 
“many of the people that are in the government do have this leftish ideological package from the 70s 80s, so they look at things from a different perspective, not even from a postmarxist one, but Marxist, where they see all those who try to strengthen the public sphere incorporating the private sector as a bad word”. 
The relevance of this arguments go towards the visualization of a polarized context where ideological packages tend to attach to current discourses in a way that reflect this polarization in the realities of the CS actors a obstacles for their work. A nuanced perception can be established about the use of discourses with a “socialist” tendency that categorize actors in order to disparage them. And what I really ask myself in order to understand the depth this argument is whether there is a justification for this actor to claim not to be neoliberal despite their work by incorporating the private sector. Are they this way trying to challenge the State through the incorporation of another important existent reality of society; the private sector?
Chapter 4
The emergence of an Environmental Policy

Looking back at the story of this relationship, the emergence of an environmental policy can be clearly identified as a result of many of the events described in the previous chapter. The so called Yasuni-ITT initiative is today a worldwide reality, which has crossed national boundaries. It has been sealed at its highest institutional level with the UNDP stamp, transcending the environmental commitment of a local government by challenging the international community, and by implication the global political sphere, on its environmental pledge. However, it might be a relevant aspect in the field of development studies to look at the nature of this emerging policy. And here, as a student in the research process in development studies, I wonder what type of policy did the Yasuni ITT Initiative end up looking like?
Distracted policies?

In line with the reforms made by Correa for the new Ecuadorian constitution, the Yasuní-Itt initiative’s contents aim to be a representative example of these reforms with the recognition of the rights of nature and the use of available economic instruments that fulfill a mandate of “Buen Vivir”.(Acosta, Gudynas, Martinez, Vogel, 2009). However, taking into account the events and details mentioned in chapter 3, it is very important not to forget where did this policy come from. As we realized, this policy finds its roots in the history of Ecuador especially in the history of the peoples that suffered the consequences of extractive activities like rubber, logging and oil(Gerlach 2003):56). Subsequently, in order not to forget what the causes related to the extraction of such resources are, it might be helpful to keep in mind why they started to be extracted at such a scale. Modernity, domination and accumulation could be classified as some of the reasons why nowadays there was a need for a policy called the “Yasuní ITT initiative”. 
What is interesting to see in line with the objectives of this chapter is the way in which the “beautiful” contents of a policy distract the argument behind the origins of such a policy. The citizens of the world find themselves in a global context that in terms of the environment currently talks about the importance of combating climate change; the world has been also facing to a greater and a lesser degree the impacts of global warming. In terms of the way this policy looks like, it cannot be denied that it clearly talks about combating global warming. What surprises me, however, is the easy way in which things can be turned around without people even realizing them. It is in that respect, that our minds get to be distorted. With the analysis of the nature of this emerging environmental policy I aim to clearly identify that sort of distortion.
Claiming to be for the people?

The indigenous cosmovisions are mostly related with the protection of their environment, and by implication the global environmental. Nevertheless, even if roots were identified peoples were extinguished and the environment depleted. Yet,  who is this policy directed to? If logging and the extraction of oil and rubber were major causes of the problem indigenous and non-indigenous peoples had to suffer from for more the 30 years in Ecuador, why is this policy mainly talking about climate change? And here, I don’t aim to say that those are not things related. In fact, if there was a policy that would have been lead for the protection and the right to life of the people within those territories since the first problems arrived, I guess, at least in the case of Ecuador and the Yasuní fields, there wouldn’t have been the need to use climate change discourses as a distortion of people’s minds. People wouldn’t have been left at the margins of national policies and perhaps the current realities and discourses of climate change would be reaching these moments without the necessity to hide the real roots of such environmental impacts. Such a policy would have been embedded in principles that would protect their people from the dangers and risks of the latter economic activities. Not oil extraction, nor oil exploration would have continued to take place. Nevertheless, as utopian as the latter might have sounded, I still try to figure out why this policy is not directed to the real problem and the people that faced and still face the realities of such extractive economic activities on their daily lives.
As the YITTI itself describes, Ecuador became an oil exporter in 1972 and “the environmental and social impacts have also been quite dramatic” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs et al.Government of Ecuador 2007:14)
. It is the history of such “dramatic” realities that on one hand made it possible to reach the discursive arena on environmental issues. On the other hand, climate change and the global political discourse on the environment play an additional role for this policy nowadays to be discussed. If discourse and reality meet, when and where? Is this policy then, as necessarily dramatic as its roots were?
The problem: oil production was one of the main problems for affecting people.The proposal: avoiding oil production of the fields of one block that hasn’t been extracted yet and which wasn’t identified as one of the roots of the problem.How do they connect…through the use of discourse on climate change, roots get forgotten and the problem is not tackled. The policy represents the transformation of a problem into the opportunity for economic and political interests to be maintained(by not tackling the real roots), expanded (by the creation of more incomes through the trust) and converted into manipulative tools(as distorters of society through the use of discourse.)
Distorted through the discourse
By asking why this policy doesn’t seem to be connected with the reality of its origins, complex discourse on environmental issues appears to be an explanation of it. The history of environmental politics is very related to the battles of worldviews and discourses.(Clapp and dauvergne,2005:45) The realities and thus the ideas of climate change have reached south American countries; however there are some who argue that the idea spread from the northern hemisphere, expressing the problems and priorities of these richer countries(Gudynas,2009:2). Developing countries happen to find themselves within a context where this discourse on climate change portrays them, amongst others, as victims due to the emphasis on the historical responsibility of industrialized Nations (ibid). Therefore, environmental policies within the specific context of Latin America and in the particular case of the YITTI become, if not tangible, analytical objects for the verification of such theories.
In terms of the real roots of the YITTI, an explanation for its avoided responsibility can be found in line with these discourses. The distortion of this policy’s objectives finds its own way with the focus on climate change and correspondingly through the mechanisms that have been established as alternatives to combat and counteract that problem. Interestingly, by criticizing Keohane’s rationalist/reflectivist distinction on theories for regime’s analysis, Patterson(2001:14) challenges this theory by illustrating  how in climate change negotiations, States don’t behave rationally. His main argument is that states have not clearly articulated and consistently ordered preferences with regard to climate change, which they have generated autonomously, and which they have rationally pursued, as is evidenced in the YITT initiative. Thus, we can acknowledge here how the roots and the goals of such a policy are disconnected. According to Gudynas(2009:3),the gravest and most urgent problems for climate change in South America relate to agricultural policy, land use and exports of agrifoods, nonetheless instead of policies turning their efforts to those questions, governments repeatedly avoid this nexus and inadequate mitigation plans remain in accordance to vague goals.   
For a more detailed argumentation on the latter we can look at the main arguments described in the formal proposal of the YITTI. While it slightly acknowledges the roots of the problem as a kind of contextual aspect of its contents, this initiative clearly focuses on the global discourse of climate change. To be sure, the roots of the problem identified in this research are tied with economic activities, such as the extraction of natural resources. And the way this policy became a reality was due to the history of resistance against those processes which were amongst others affecting the people with its impacts. Yet, even if the proposal acknowledges those causes, the policy, seems to be more related with the discourse on climate change. The fields of the ITT were not being exploited before and the reasons behind those resistance expressions originated mainly from the depletion of the environment and its impact on the peoples living in and around a much bigger area than the ITT fields. As a simple example, I ask myself why wouldn’t government officials in charge of social and environmental policies in the past 30 years stop to exploit oil in at least one of the oil block-areas in which the Ecuadorian amazon is divided into. Including the so called protected area of the YNP is nowadays to be found as a map of oil-blocks.      
Market-prices as the “real” alternative?
While the realities of the people suffering within the amazon were amongst others due to activities like oil extraction, the Yasuni ITT initiative evades this reality by incorporating global market strategies into its solution. As it was clarified in the latter section, the focus of the initiative is on the global discourse of climate change. Economic mechanisms have been established within the climate change discourse in order to combat it. The commodification of nature seems to be the easiest alternative within conventional development strategies to be used as an avoider of the central ideas of the type of development model is being run within current political systems in south America(Gudynas2009:3 o 38). With the establishment of ecological opportunities, countries like Ecuador have found a new version of ideology supported by their enormous natural resources conditions and a wide ecological buffering potential(Ibid). However, this permits them to join the “game” of global climate change discourse. 
The basics of the YITTI are to be found in its last version in form of an international trust agreement, based on macroeconomic studies indicating how much Ecuador is willing to receive in order not to exploit the oil, according to the potential deposits of oil under the ITT fields. However, in line with market argument, this strategy was including in one of its earlier versions the possibility to channel the contributions for the capital of the of the trust through the U.S. carbon trade market as in the form of the CDM(cleaning development mechanisms)(Martinez interview). Despite the changes the formal document of the proposal has gone through, the latest version of the agreement does clearly explain how the CGYs(Yasuni’s Guarantee certificates) will work accordingly to current prices of carbon credits at the EU ETS(European Union Emissions Trading Scheme) in order to estimate the amount of capital that would cover the opportunity cost(last version initiative big idea small country)
. Despite the fact that the CGYs are not included as CDMs in the carbon trade market, the initiative considers for the long run of this project the sale of CGYs as emission permits(EUA
) if they once get accepted as such.
Chapter 5

Conclusions

Third of August, the agreement was signed. The room of the ceremony was so full that I couldn’t pass through the people to get closer. Finally I got a standing place next to the camera man of one of the news media. I could see from there many people sitting in front of the ‘powerful’ actors that were taking decisions for Ecuadorians and for the world. I didn’t get to see the real historical initiators of this story, nor did I see the president. Nevertheless, as deplorable as it can sound at this stage for me, Omari was there. I remember now what she asked me when I interviewed her a few days after the ceremony. She had doubts and was confused, so she wanted to know what my opinion was about Correa not attending to the ceremony. An event, as symbolic as her own presence at the agreement…

How?
Through the understanding of relations, discourses and realities, a connection among them brings understand the meaning of its further implications. We have looked carefully at the dynamics of the relations between CS actors and the state through the analysis of the Yasuní-ITT initiative. A policy process emerged from these relations, which showed us a very important link with the history of indigenous peoples of the amazon and the disconnection between the realities they had to face since the oil era and the policies created around the latent conflict of interest. We encountered that the processes of interaction between the state and civil society actors involved with the YITTI, corresponded to an uncertain institutional structure, where spaces of action for CS actors in pursuing their interest are different regarding their positions. In the structure of this relational space obstacles were perceive like the difficulty of some actors to identify and address issues of their interest at the institutional level. The latter suggested the existence of closed relation’s circles within the institutional space, whereby cooption process of could be identified with CS actors passing to form part of the State’s machinery since Correa’s presidential period. Subsequently, an analysis of the nature of these relations brought us to reflections regarding the concept of autonomy and the independence of actions of CS actors. More ‘critical’ actors received a different treatment in terms of their relation with the state within the policy process analyzed, whereby a distinction between critical actors and instrumental actors aroused through this analysis. It could be established that actors of CS, which were less critical and less independent regarding the state, were more likely to participate in the policy process. Nevertheless, this participation was identified in an instrumental form of participation by obtaining spaces of action in the articulation process. 
Therefore we can establish that the policy process of the YITTI does not necessarily reflect the principles of Correa’s “citizens revolution”; as a democratic, participatory and inclusive process according to the new constitution brought by his government. Therefore, Correa hasn’t brought something new to the Ecuadorian people in regard to his discourse of “leaving the past behind”.  
 Why?
The latter statements could be made through the analysis of ‘how’ were the relations. However, this analysis brought as to the meaningful question: why? It is in that regard that the whole contents of this paper convey together in order to answer this question. The establishment of a disconnection between discourses and realities brought further reflections in order to explain why such a social phenomena takes place. As indicated through the analytical chapters 3 and 4, we could come to the following conclusions.

According to Hyden(1997:24), Neo-patrimonial states usually refer to public norms and universal principles seeking for legitimacy, yet this only represents a façade behind which patrimonial values can be pursued. There are several patterns on the analysis of this research that allow us to connect the Ecuadorian phenomenon with the type of regime described by Hyden, especially in regard to the divergence between rhetoric and reality. The latter is strongly related to the discourses and realities I refer to in the observations made throughout this research.

This relational process is embedded in a structure of power relations according to a global order. Discourses are being used as manipulative strategies in which CS actors in the case of Ecuador cannot become counterhegemonic forces against the arbitrary political action of the state, which therefore perpetuates power and domination. Thus, discourses can be seen in this case as mechanisms of distortion. Regarding the policy process we can also distinguish how discourses become creators of the realities of different actors of CS, without some of them being conscious of it. Therefore, some of the actors assume they are helping with environmental and social justice issues, but that is only because they have reached processes of policy making at the discursive level. This is clearly the case of Pachama. Yet, the lack of criticisms permits discourses to distort actors and don’t look for the real cause of the problem, this way power accumulation grows in the state and CS weakens itself within a process of historical brainwash of people’s consciousness. Looking at Repsol’s oil block within the Yasuní cannot express better how society has undergone a process of manipulation of the minds, where even some of those, whose original homes were the fields of the YNP, appear to accept the bags of salt that receive in change.  
 However, no matter how beautiful the constitution was written, issues of power will remain if such norms don’t become a reality for everybody. Another discussion follows with the question about the origin of the state in regard to the overlook of the importance of CS in this case study. In that respect, the Ecuadorian State could be seen as the representative entity of power, only for the ones that want to keep it. If power structures remain the same, same phenomena will continue, where the ones on power will remain looking for their interests as long as they can, with different strategies according to each context. The case of the YITTI is an example. The context in global politics is one where plurality has gained popularity within the discourse of development. Among policies that seem to open the way for the hegemony of global powers by manipulating societies with trendy discourses that claim to make a difference but which until now, don’t seem to be working that way.

Finally, we can refer to the case exposed here in terms of the relations between the state and CS as a reproduction of the same colonial patterns of power relations between the global north and the global south. Nevertheless, through the discourses and realities it was made clear that it is not about “the left” or “the right”, whether it is about power and the means they use to maintain it.
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Discourses vs. Realities 


The case of the Yasuní-ITT Initiative








�Mother Earth








� Further information of several resistance cases of indigenous communities: on project of new Constitution, CONAIE, Pedagogical brochures “Environmental Conflicts”.


� i.e, the Wao


� In reference to the Waorani territory boarding with the YNP. 


� Further information on the finantial mechanisms of the Initiative are described in section “The capital fund and its guarantee”(Ibid).


� Europian Union Allowances.





