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Uncommon Tragedy 
Robin Cox 

In 1986, the journal Science published an article by American biologist, Garrett Hardin, 
entitled 'The Tragedy of the Commons'. Its central argument, as Feeny et al put it, has since 
become 'part of the conventional wisdom in environmental studies, resource science and policy, 
economics, ecology and political science' ( Human Ecology Vol. 18 No. 1 1990 p.2). 

Hardin was concerned with the sustainable use of 'common-property resources'(CPRs). 
There are two important (and related) characteristics of CPRs. 'Excludability' is the degree to 
which one is able to control access to any resource. (The earth's atmosphere and oceans 
represent extreme examples of non-excludable resources.) 'Subtractability' is the degree to which 
one user, by exploiting a particular resource, adversely affects the ability of other users to do 
likewise and hence subtracts from their welfare. This underscores the finite nature of such 
resources and points to the need to regulate their use. Hence CPRs are a 'class of resources for 
which exclusion is difficult and joint use involves subtractability' (Feeny et al, p.4.) Hardin sets 
out to demonstrate the implications that different systems of property rights had for the 
sustainable use of CPRs. As the title of his article suggest, his main concern was with a system in 
which these resources were held in common. 

Hardin gave the example of a rangeland on which a population of herdsmen were able to 
graze their cattle without restriction. While the benefits of adding a head of cattle to his herd 
would accrue to the individual herdsman alone, the environmental costs of this decision would 
be shared by every herdsman. Thus, from the individual's viewpoint, these costs would be largely 
'externalised'. That would encourage him as a rational economic actor to increase his herd still 
further - and thereby become richer - since the benefits of doing so would outweigh the costs 
this entailed. The problem is that every other herdsman would be inclined to do the same and 
thus, ultimately, the combined effect of their actions would be to increase the number of cattle 
on the commons beyond its carrying capacity. 

Common ownership of the rangeland will lead ineluctably to a 'tragedy', according to 
Hardin. 'Tragedy' in this context is rather like how one might describe a Greek play; the 
herdsmen are all too aware of the disaster unfolding before them yet are locked into a particular 
logic that prevents them from doing anything about it. For Hardin, this logic is grounded in the 
common ownership of the rangeland. The point that private ownership of the cattle, and the 
competitive struggle to increase herd size, might be implicated in this scenario seemingly escaped 
his notice. Without this would such a tragedy occur? 
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Economists assume that the solution to this problem has to be imposed from outside (for 
example, by a state) upon the individuals involved. One approach is to keep the communal 
ownership property rights but introduce measures such as cattle taxes or quotas to force 
herdsmen to reduce their stocking rates. Critics say this approach is inherently limited, since state 
authorities concerned mainly with retaining political power are likely to compromise on taking 
harsh measures to avert ecological collapse. An alternative approach, favoured by Hardin, is to 
enclose or privatise the commons. Private ownership, goes the argument, by applying the 
principle of exclusion, would compel the individual herdsman to bear the full costs of any 
decision to increase his herd thus inducing him to maintain a sustainable stocking rate on his 
plot. It would also provide an incentive to upgrade pasture because the benefits would be 
enjoyed exclusively by the herdsman. Both approaches assume that there is no possibility of an 
'endogenous' or internal solution to the 'tragedy of the commons', and on this point the theory is 
coming under increasing fire. 

A new approach emphasising the adaptive capacities of local communities in the face of 
environmental pressures has lately been gaining ground. A leading exponent of this is Carlisle 
Ford Runge who presents a cogent critique of Hardin's theory in the American Journal of 
Agricultural Economics (Nov 1981). Runge questions its basic assumptions on both theoretical 
and empirical grounds: 

'First, it does not distinguish between situations of open access (in which the main difficulty 
is unrestricted entry) and those of common property. This view implies the inevitable over-
exploitation of common property, a historically false position. Secondly, it treats the common 
property externality as if each individual's choices are independent of their expectations of 
others' choices. Thus, cost functions of each cattle owner are assumed separable in their 
arguments. Third, and most important, because individuals are assumed to act independently, the 
property rights paradigm abstracts from the crucial problem of each person's uncertainty about 
the actions of others' (p.596). 

In fact, wherever a commons existed it was usually associated with a complex pattern of 
institutional rules governing a distinct community of users; unregulated open access regimes are 
more typical of sparsely populated frontier zones. As John Reader puts it: 'access to the 
commons was restricted by entitlement; use was regulated to ensure that no individual could 
purse his own interest to the detriment of others. Far from bringing ruin to all, the true 
commons functioned to keep its exploitation within sustainable limits.' ( New Scientist 8 
September 1988 p.51). There are numerous examples that bear this out, from the traditional 
Japanese village to Turkish coastal fisheries. Many contemporary examples have been in 
existence for hundreds of years, and the very persistence of the commons as an institution 
testifies to its inherent stability. 

Within existing pastoral societies mutual assurance is achieved through the 
institutionalisation of rules that allow herders to adapt their behaviour in the light of the 
expected behaviour of others. Once these are established, herders have a vested interest in 
maintaining such rules through the exercise of moral sanctions because of the high opportunity 
costs involved in finding an alternative. Group size may be an important consideration here 
insofar as it affects the transmission of information within, and the cohesiveness of, the group 
concerned. 

The gradual demise of the commons in Britain from the 15th century onwards was not the 
result of its decline into ecological ruin; it was the deliberate result of the state's policy of land 
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enclosure to meet the agricultural capitalists' demand for more land. In the colonial era, 
conservationist arguments were often used to justify the appropriation of other people's land. 
Communal tenure was dismissed as 'primitive' and 'unscientific' and conducive to poor economic 
performance as well as environmental deterioration. These attitudes continued to inform the 
policies of many post-colonial regimes. As Vink and Kassier point out, there are 'numerous 
examples of livestock development projects in sub-Saharan Africa which have, implicitly or 
explicitly, been justified on the basis of the tragedy of the commons hypothesis' ( South African 
Journal of Economics no.2 1987 p.167). But projects which have sought to substitute private for 
communal tenure have been characterised by a 'pervading sense of failure'. 

The undermining of communal institutions in the Sahel and Southern Africa has led to 
increased overgrazing (Runge op cit p.596). Land enclosures in drought-prone semi-arid areas 
pre-empt the application of traditional risk-avoidance grazing strategies involving the movement 
of cattle to less vulnerable areas (transhumance). Moreover the commercialisation of agriculture 
accompanying the spread of private tenure tends to make the rancher ever more vulnerable to 
the vagaries of the market. So while, in theory, private tenure may induce him to maintain 
sustainable stocking rates by internalising his environmental costs, economic pressures often 
force him to disregard these costs to ensure short term viability. 

The introduction of private tenure does not necessarily result in greater productivity. Much 
depends on the production potential of the land itself. In a country like Mali where large tracts of 
communal land still remain, the production of livestock per unit area 'compares favourably with 
that in similar rainfall regimes in the USA or Australia' (Vink and Kassier op cit p.168). While the 
capital-intensive model of farming typical of the developed world may be highly productive, it is 
also extremely costly and often heavily subsidised. Attempts to imitate this model in Third World 
countries have often proved disastrous. But just occasionally, when political pressures have 
forced a reversal of this 'big farmer bias', the results have been quite startling. In Zimbabwe, 
following independence, the Communal Areas - amounting to only 42% of the total area and 
mainly situated in the more ecologically marginal zone - increased their share of the country's 
marketed grain and cotton from less than 10% before independence to about 50% in 1985/86. 
Whatever else this proves, it conclusively demonstrates that communal tenure and the absence of 
a land market is no obstacle to increased productivity. 

The social consequences of land enclosures have almost always proved calamitous. While 
some may benefit - usually government officials and multinational corporations - the high 
transaction and enforcement costs (such as stock proof fencing) preclude most from 
participation in such schemes. The result is large-scale land evictions, increased inequality and 
rising discontent. The small yeoman farmers evicted by the Enclosure Acts in Britain had little 
option but to migrate to the towns where there was at least a reasonable prospect of 
employment. In much of the Third World today, however, the situation is markedly different. 
Urban employment opportunities are few and far between and are declining further under the 
impact of structural adjustment policies. Many of those displaced by land enclosures tend to end 
up in the more ecologically fragile areas which are subsequently degraded by this influx of poor 
and desperate people. 

Despite his advocacy of private tenure, it would be wrong to characterised Hardin as an 
inflexible apologist for this cause. Indeed , he recognises its limitations particularly where it 
concerns other kinds of CPRs where - unlike his example of a rangeland - the problem of 
excludability precludes such an approach. Unlike those enthusiasts of the free market, who 
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naïvely seek to extend the principle of private property beyond even these limits, Hardin 
recognised very well the adverse consequences this would entail. 

As he put it, 'the air and the waters surrounding us cannot be so readily fenced'. That being 
so, the tragedy of the commons reappears in another form - as pollution - when a 'rational man 
finds that his share of the costs of the wastes he discharges into the commons is less than the 
costs of purifying his wastes before releasing them'. Even where privatisation on a limited scale 
could be introduced the basic problem would remain: 'The owner of a factory on the bank of a 
stream - whose property extends to the middle of the stream - often has difficulty seeing why its 
is not his natural right to muddy the waters flowing past his door'. 

For Hardin, the solution to this kind of problem necessarily entailed some infringement on 
the rights of property owners, and an important role for the state. However the state is far from 
being immune to the competitive pressures that face industry in general and upon whom it 
ultimately depends for its tax revenues. Indeed, it is notable that state enterprises have often 
been among the worst transgressors when it comes to pollution and that some of the most 
seriously polluted parts or the world have tended to be those governed by state capitalist regimes 
at one time or another (e.g. Soviet Union, Poland, China). 

Hardin's theory of the commons must be regarded as a failed attempt to vindicate the 
principle of private property in respect of the earth's resources. It has been shown to be both 
empirically suspect and theoretically unsound. In the counter-arguments it has provoked, we can 
glimpse the potential of a sustainable alternative to the imposed monopoly on what should be 
our common heritage.
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Radical Ecology and Class Struggle: A Re-
Consideration. 
Jeff Shantz 

In recent years a variety of social movement and environmental writers have devoted a great 
deal of energy to efforts which argue the demise of class struggle as a viable force for social 
change (Eckersley, 1990; Bowles and Gintis, 1987; Bookchin, 1993; 1997). These writers argue 
that analyses of class struggle are unable to account for the plurality of expressions which 
hierarchy, domination and oppression take in advanced capitalist or what they prefer to call 
'postindustrial' societies (Bookchin, 1980; 1986). They charge that class analyses render a one-
dimensional portrayal of social relations. The result of this has been a broad practical and 
theoretical turn away from questions of class and especially class struggle. 

Green Syndicalism: One Alternative Social Ecology 

As a corrective to the retreat from class in much anarchist, new social movement and 
'radical' thought some activists have tried recently to learn the lessons shown by the history of 
the Industrial Workers of the World (IWW or 'Wobblies'). The late Earth First! organizer Judi 
Bari used her knowledge of IWW organizing work to help build an alliance between timber 
workers and radical environmentalists in the redwood forests of Northern California. By 
showing that a radical working class perspective may also contain a radical ecological perspective, 
Bari contributed much to a deeper understanding of the root causes of ecological destruction 
and the destruction of logging communities. Moreover her efforts in Northern California 
provided a sharp and living critique of the common view among environmentalists (Foreman, 
1991; Bookchin, 1980; 1986; 1987) that class analyses and class struggle approaches have little to 
offer in the effort to bring about an ecological society. 

  This approach has led to the development of syndicalist practice informed by radical 
ecology: a 'green syndicalism'. Green syndicalists have understood that labor struggles and 
ecological struggles are not separate (Bari, 2001; Purchase, 1994; 1997a; 1997b). Within green 
syndicalism this assumption of connectedness between historical radical movements, including 
labor and ecology, has much significance. These green syndicalist perspectives are important in 
reminding (or informing) ecology activists and workers alike that there are radical working class 
histories in addition to the histories of compromise which so preoccupy Bookchin's thinking. 
'Historically, it was the IWW who broke the stranglehold of the timber barons on the loggers 
and millworkers in the nineteen teens' (Bari, 1994: 18). It is precisely this stranglehold which 
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environmentalists are trying to break today. 'Now the companies are back in total control, only 
this time they're taking down not only the workers but the Earth as well. This, to me, is what the 
IWW-Earth First! link is really about' (Bari, 1994: 18). In her work, Bari forged real connections 
between the suffering of timber workers with ecological destruction today. The history of 
workers' struggles becomes part of the history of ecology. 

  Significantly, green syndicalists reject the productivist premises of 'old-style' Marxists who 
often viewed issues such as ecology as external to questions of production, distracting from the 
task of organizing workers at the point of production. Within green syndicalist perspectives, 
ecological concerns cannot properly be divorced from questions of production or economics. 
Rather than representing 'separate worlds', nature, producers or workplace become understood 
as endlessly contested features in an always shifting terrain. Furthermore these contests, both 
over materiality and over meanings, contradict notions of unitary or one-dimensional responses. 
Green syndicalists thus stress the mutuality and interaction of what had been conceptually 
separated: nature, culture, workers (Bari, 2001). 

  Through this expanded analysis of class struggles one may come to a more concrete 
understanding of the dynamic nature of conflict. No longer posited as one-sided or pre-given, it 
becomes clear that the struggles themselves lead to the emergence of entirely new issues and 
demands such as the quality of work and ecology. 

  Green syndicalists insist that overcoming ecological devastation depends on shared 
responsibilities towards developing convivial ways of living in which relations of affinity, both 
within our own species and with other species, are nurtured (Bari, 2001). They envision, for 
example, an association of workers committed to the dismantling of the factory system, its work 
discipline, hierarchies and regimentation - all of the things which Bookchin identifies (Kaufmann 
and Ditz, 1992; Purchase, 1994; 1997b). This involves both an actual destruction of some 
factories and their conversion towards 'soft' forms of small, local production. These shifting 
priorities express the novelty of green syndicalism, not the discourse of industrial management 
presented in the caricatures of its detractors. 

  Within green syndicalism one sees evidence of 'deep green' perspectives which express 
new visions of relations between industrial workers and radical ecology. Green syndicalist 
perspectives are suggestive of some tentative synthesis. The emphasis still remains on possibility. 

Conclusion 

In Remaking Society , Bookchin (1989, p.172) concludes that 'the bases for conflicting 
interests in society must themselves be confronted and resolved in a revolutionary manner. The 
earth can no longer be owned; it must be shared.' These statements represent truly crucial 
aspects of a radical vision for an ecological society. What is perplexing is that Bookchin does not 
draw the necessary implications out of his own radical conclusions. The questions of ownership 
and control of the earth are nothing if not questions of class. 

  As conflicts over nature deepen and the theft represented by property becomes de-
legitimized by the further destruction of varied eco-communities, there is the potential for 
greater mobilizations of people as workers in a diverse but united struggle for communitarian 
reconstruction. It is from a standpoint of unity-in-diversity (social and ecological) that a newer, 
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richer understanding of class and class struggle must begin. Through open communication and 
alliance, workers as environmentalists (and indeed environmentalists as workers) will add to this 
deeper understanding of class struggle. 

Jeff Shantz is a member of the North-Eastern Federation of Anarcho-Communists 
(Toronto). This article first appeared in NorthEastern Anarchist Number 5
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Alaska is Melting. 
Seth Borenstein (Knight Ridder Newspapers) 

Global warming has caused the Columbia Glacier to retreat seven miles in the last 20 years, 
leaving calves of ice in Prince William Sound. Glaciers are receding. Permafrost is thawing. 
Roads are collapsing. Forests are dying. Villages are being forced to move, and animals are being 
forced to seek new habitats. What's happening in Alaska is a preview of what people farther 
south can expect, says Robert Corell, a former top National Science Foundation scientist who 
heads research for the Arctic Climate Impact Assessment team. 'If you want to see what will be 
happening in the rest of the world 25 years from now, just look at what's happening in the 
Arctic.' 

Alaska and the Arctic are warming up fast, top international scientists will tell senior 
officials from eight Arctic countries at a conference in Iceland. They will disclose early, 
disturbing findings from a massive study of polar climate change. In Alaska, year-round average 
temperatures have risen by 5 degrees Fahrenheit since the 1960s, and average winter 
temperatures soared 8 degrees in that period, according to the federal government. The entire 
world is expected to warm by 2.5 to 10 degrees Fahrenheit by 2100, predict scientists at the 
International Panel on Climate Change. 2002 was the hottest year in Alaskan history, and this 
past winter was the second warmest on record, according to the National Climatic Data Center 
in Asheville, N.C., which found that Alaskan temperatures began to rise dramatically in 1976. 
This July Anchorage recorded its second highest temperature ever, as tourists got suntans. 

Deborah Williams, the executive director of the Alaska Conservation Foundation, used to 
take visitors from the Lower 48 to the famous Portage Glacier just outside Anchorage, where the 
$8 million Begich-Boggs visitor center opened in 1986. By 1993, the Portage glacier had receded 
so much that it no longer could be seen from the visitors' center. Williams still takes visitors to 
the site, seeing the glacier's retreat as a warning. 'Alaska is the melting tip of the iceberg, the 
panting canary,' says Williams, chief Interior Department official for Alaska during the Clinton 
administration. 

Portage is 'a glacier that's almost out of water; it's thinned dramatically,' says U.S. Geological 
Survey geologist Bruce Molnia, the author of Glaciers of Alaska . About 98 percent of Alaska's 
glaciers are retreating or stagnant, he says. Alaskan glaciers add 13.2 trillion gallons of melted 
water to the seas each year - the equivalent of more than 13 million Olympic-sized swimming 
pools, University of Alaska in Fairbanks scientists concluded after a decade of studying glaciers 
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with airborne lasers. The rate of glacier run-off has doubled over just a few decades, they found. 
Alaska's melting glaciers are the No. 1 reason the oceans are rising, Molnia says. 

Another frozen staple of Alaska's northernmost lands, permafrost, is also thawing and 'is 
probably the biggest problem on land,' says Gunter Weller, director of the Center for Global 
Change and Arctic System Research at the University of Alaska in Fairbanks. Permafrost is land 
that stays frozen year round. Villages rely on the hard permafrost to prevent beach erosion from 
violent ocean storms. Two Altive villages, Shishmaref and Kivalina, must relocate because 
melting permafrost has caused beach erosion, leaving the towns vulnerable to severe storms. In 
1986 the federal government built an $8 million visitors center here next to the Portage Glacier. 
The glacier is no longer visible from the visitors center. 

About 600 people live in 150 homes in Shishmaref, a centuries-old village on a barrier island 
just south of the Arctic Circle. On the island's northern edge, erosion is so severe that the village 
voted to move two years ago, but villagers haven't been able to find a new site or money to 
finance the massive undertaking, says Percy Nayokpuk, president of the Shishmaref Native 
Corporation. 'It's a matter of safety,' Nayokpuk says. 'We're on this small low island. One bad 
storm could possibly wipe out the village. There is nowhere to run.' 

Melting permafrost also means trouble for the oil industry. Oil companies build pipelines 
and roads on it to support drilling on the North Shore. To minimize damage to Arctic tundra, oil 
companies explore for oil on Alaska's North Slope only when roads are frozen with a foot of ice 
and six inches of snow. The ice-road season has dropped from 200 days a year in 1970 to 103 
days in 2002, according to Alaska state documents. 'It is unlikely the oil industry can implement 
successful exploration and development plans with a winter work season consistently less than 
120 days,' an Alaska Department of Natural Resources budget document said in March. 

While global warming is hurting oil drilling, it's the increased burning of fossil fuels such as 
oil that causes global warming. In June, the Department of Energy announced that it would 
spend $270,000 to help Alaska rewrite its rules about how thick ice roads should be. Permafrost 
lies under 166 Alaskan towns and 1,700 miles of Alaskan highways. Melting is causing whole 
chunks of the Alaska Highway to come apart, state officials said at a January global-warming 
conference. Permafrost is melting 'under forests as well as under buildings and roads,' says 
atmospheric scientist Michael MacCracken, who headed federal climate-change studies in the 
1990s. 

So far, the greatest effect on forests has come from the spruce-bark beetle, according to 
Glenn Juday, a professor of forest ecology at the University of Alaska at Fairbanks. The beetle, 
which kills spruce trees, has long lived in Alaska's forests, but normally takes two years to grow 
and reproduce; cold spells cut their numbers. With global warming, however, the beetles now are 
damaging as many trees each year as they used to ruin in two, Juday says. More than 4 million 
acres of spruce - Alaska's predominant tree - have been killed, especially on the Kenai Peninsula. 
'It's the largest episode of insect-caused tree mortality ever recorded in North America.' The 
spruce-bark beetle isn't alone. Other tree-killing invaders made welcome by warmer weather 
include the larch soft fly, the aspen leaf miner and the birch leaf roller. 

As Alaska's climate gets warmer and drier, Juday's studies indicate, black and white spruces, 
which make up 80 percent of the state's main forests, won't survive. By the turn of the next 
century, Alaska's forests will resemble the Aspen-treed grasslands along the northern edge of the 
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Great Plains in North Dakota and Montana. Some scientific reports also blame global warming 
for plummeting herring and salmon populations, Williams says. In the Yukon River, a warm-
water parasite has infected salmon and herring, a key food source for marine mammals such as 
the stellar sea lion. Warm waters have made Alaska's Bristol Bay salmon runs occur earlier than 
normal, making it harder for the salmon to survive, said Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
biologist Slim Morstad. 

In addition, warm-weather wildlife, such as moose and beaver, are heading unusually far 
north, while species that require frigid weather 'don't have anywhere to move to,' says scientist 
MacCracken. Marine mammals such as walruses, ring seals and polar bears may soon see their 
numbers shrink along with the Arctic ice, according to Weller. 

Published on Thursday, July 31, 2003 by the Knight Ridder Newspapers Copyright 2003.
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Bush and Global Warming 
Editorial, THE PEOPLE 

It is said that Nero fiddled while Rome burned in 64 A.D. The Bush administration, 
defending the material interests of big coal, oil and auto capital and other segments of the 
capitalist class, is doing even worse while the crisis of global warming continues to gather 
intensity. Incredibly, though some scientists are reportedly wondering if our planet isn't 
approaching a global warming 'meltdown,' the Bush administration is still trying to deny that the 
crisis even exists. It recently proved exactly how far it would go to continue denying the crisis. 

At press time, the release of an Environmental Protection Agency report on the state of the 
environment was imminent. Documents leaked to The New York Times showed that, as The 
Guardian put it on June 20, before okaying its publication 'White House officials...cut details 
about the sudden increase in global warming over the past decade compared with the past 1,000 
years and inserted information from a report that questions this conclusion...which was partly 
financed by the American Petroleum Institute.' 

One memo circulated among staff within the agency in April said the report 'no longer 
accurately represents scientific consensus on climate change.' 

The People is no arbiter of scientific validity. Neither is the Socialist Labor Party. But when 
even the bureaucracy of the misnamed Environmental Protection Agency acknowledges publicly 
that 'scientific consensus on climate change' is that the crisis exists and that auto and industrial 
emissions are at least partly to blame, it is no doubt beyond time to act. 

The EPA has since its establishment proven that it is primarily window dressing-an 
underfunded, toothless agency intended to promote the idea that something is being done about 
the massive rape of our environment and poisoning of our air, water and land by the profit 
mongers of 'free enterprise.' The service it provides in so doing is that of fending off demands 
that more must be done-or worse yet, demands that an economy that produces such poisoning 
should be scrapped altogether. 

In 2002 the EPA finally suggested, much to the chagrin of Bush, that 'human activity' might 
be at least partly responsible for the phenomenon. This year the administration is apparently 
taking no chances, editing out any passages it thinks offensive to the interests of its capitalist 
benefactors before the report is published. 
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Denying the problem or its cause at this late date should mark this administration for 
exactly what it is-the unabashed and criminal toady of those who wish to continue raping and 
poisoning the environment for profit no matter what it means for the future of the planet. 

According to The Guardian , 'Up to six degrees of warming is now predicted for the next 
100 years by United Nations scientists from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC), if nothing is done about emissions of greenhouse gases, principally carbon dioxide, the 
chief cause of global warming.' Bristol University researchers in England recently reported that 
their studies of the Permian geological period 'show that six degrees of global warming was 
enough to wipe out 95 percent of the species which were alive on Earth...250 million years ago.' 
Species diversity did not reach what it was before the cataclysm for another 100 million years. 

Some scientists now worry that rising temperatures may cause a 'runaway greenhouse effect' 
that cannot be stopped. In this worst-case scenario the polar ice caps and even Arctic tundra 
melt, oxidizing organic matter previously frozen in the ice, and releasing vast amounts of carbon 
dioxide and another greenhouse gas, methane. 

Emissions of greenhouse gases are not being significantly cut because emission controls 
diminish profits. Take away the profit motive in capitalist production and replace it with socialist 
production for human needs and wants and such controls become not only possible, but 
desirable. While capitalism reigns on Earth, the chance exists that the profit mongers will simply 
keep on fiddling until it is too late. Join the Socialist Labor Party and the fight for a future under 
a democratic socialist economy capable of halting and eventually reversing the damage done to 
the planet and all its inhabitants by the voracious capitalist system. 

K.B. Editorial, THE PEOPLE, July-August 2003, Vol. 113, No. 2
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Driven Out of Eden 
George Monbiot 

It is surely one of the most brazen evasions of reality ever painted. John Constable's The 
Cornfield , completed in 1826, and now hanging in the National Gallery's new exhibition 
Paradise, evokes, at the very height of the enclosure movement, a flawless rural harmony. Just as 
the commoners were being dragged from their land, their crops destroyed, their houses razed, 
the dissenters transported or hanged, Constable conjures the definitive English Arcadia. A dog 
walks a herd of sheep into the deep shade of an August day. A ruddy farm boy drinks from a 
glittering stream, his donkeys browsing quietly behind him. In the background, framed by great 
elms, men in hats and neckerchiefs work a field of wheat. Beyond them a river shimmers 
through watermeadows. A church emerges from the trees to bless the happy natives and their 
other Eden. 

In the midst of the rural hell, Constable invents his heaven. It is a glittering lie, and we 
should not be surprised to read in the gallery's brochure that this is 'one of the nation's favourite 
paintings, reproduced countless times and in thousands of homes'. (1) For what Constable has 
done is what human beings have always done, and continue to do today. Confronted by 
atrocities, we invoke a prelapsarian wonder. We construct our Gardens of Eden, real or 
imagined, out of other people's hell. 

The timing of the exhibition is good, as it is in this season that we leave our homes in search 
of paradise. In doing so, we immiserate other people. It is not just the noise with which we fill 
their lives while pursuing our own tranquility. In order to create an Eden in which we may 
disport ourselves in innocence and nakedness, we must first commission others to clear its 
inhabitants out of the way. Like Constable, we are adept at hiding this truth from ourselves. 

The Yosemite Valley in California was set aside by Abraham Lincoln as the world's first 
public wilderness. As the historian Simon Schama records, 'the brilliant meadow floor which 
suggested to its first eulogists a pristine Eden was in fact the result of regular fire- clearances by 
its Ahwahneechee Indian occupants'. (2) The first whites to enter the valley were the soldiers 
sent to kill them. (3) Eden, in an inversion of the Biblical story, was thus created by Man's 
expulsion. The colonists redefined the Ahwahneechee's managed habitat as wilderness in order 
to assert both a temporal and spiritual dominion over it. 

America's Garden of Eden, in other words, is in fact its Canaan, the land of milk and honey 
whose indigenous people had first to be eliminated before the invaders could claim it as their 
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birthright. The Mosaic doctrine of terra nullius (the inhabitants possess no legal rights to their 
land), which permitted the Lord's appointed to 'smite the corners of Moab, and destroy all the 
children of Sheth' (4) has become the founding creed of the usurper all over the world. It 
continues to inform the land seizures in modern Israel, seeking now to turn itself into a walled 
garden; it continues to guide the expropriations upon which much of the global tourism industry 
is based. 

In the second half of the 20th century, as the cost of international transport fell, 
governments discovered a powerful financial incentive to create, from the lands of the poor, a 
paradise for the rich. All over east and southern Africa, the most fertile lands of the nomads and 
hunter-gatherers were declared 'primordial wilderness'. (5) The inhabitants were shut out; only 
those who could afford to pay were permitted to enter heaven. You can read about the Maasai 
Mara reserve on the Kenya Tourist Board's website, under the heading 'Wilderness'. It informs 
you that the indigenous people, the Maasai, 'regard themselves ... as much a part of the life of the 
land as the land is part of their lives. Traditionally, the Maasai rarely hunt and living alongside 
wildlife in harmony is an important part of their beliefs.' (6) What it does not tell you is that the 
Maasai have been extirpated from the 'wilderness' in which they lived in harmony with wildlife, 
because the tourists did not expect to see them there. 

The government of Botswana has just completed its expulsion of the Gana and Gwi 
Bushmen from the Central Kalahari Game Reserve, on the grounds that their hunting and 
gathering has become 'obsolete' and their presence is no longer compatible with 'preserving 
wildlife resources'. (7) To get rid of them, as Survival International has shown, it cut off their 
water supplies, taxed, fined, beat and tortured them. (8) Bushmen have lived there for some 
20,000 years; the wildlife is not threatened by them, but the freedom of the diamond mining and 
the tourism industries might be. Having expelled the Bushmen from their ancestral lands, the 
government now invites tourists to visit what its website calls 'the Last Eden'. (9) 

The precursors of these game reserves were the deer parks and other earthly paradises the 
aristocracy built for itself in Britain. In Stowe gardens in Buckinghamshire, landscaped by 
Capability Brown in the 1740s on behalf of the Whig politician Lord Cobham, is a valley called 
the 'Elysian Fields', the paradise of the ancient Greeks. Hidden in the trees in the heart of 
paradise is a church: the only remaining evidence of one of the villages cleared to make way for 
the estate. You can scour the National Trust's literature for any reference to the people who lived 
there or in the other places which were turned into the grand estates it preserves, but you will be 
wasting your time. (10) Britain's biggest NGO recounts the history of heaven, but shields its eyes 
from hell. 

We deceive ourselves by precisely the same means in building our virtual Edens. Paul 
Gauguin sought his garden of innocence in the South Pacific, but found instead a society ravaged 
by French colonisation and venereal disease. Like Constable he painted paradise anyway: the 
tableau displayed in the National Gallery was largely copied from a frieze in a Javanese temple, 
into whose implausible Eden Gauguin inserted his ethereal Tahitians. (11) Perhaps the most 
disturbing painting in the exhibition is Francois Boucher's Landscape with a Watermill. In the 
French countryside in 1755, the peasants were living on husks, grass and acorns, but Boucher 
has plump maids in white linen sauntering through their tasks, while boys lounge in bucolic 
splendour on the riverbank. The painting appears to have been produced to grace the walls of a 
landowner's home. Today, we find such lies repeated on our television screens, in the travel and 
wildlife programmes which seek to persuade us that all is well in the white man's playground. 
The BBC's only recent series on the Congo, filmed in the midst of the massacres there, informed 
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us that 'the Congo may once have been known as the 'heart of darkness' - today it seems more 
like a bright, beautiful wilderness.' (12) It ignored the killings altogether. 

Paradise is the founding myth of the colonist. Unable to contemplate the truth of what we 
do, we extract from our fathomless collective guilt a story of primordial innocence. 

www.monbiot.com 
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Somewhere between Co-optation and Isolation:  
Maintaining autonomy while making strategic demands from electoral politics? 

Stevphen Shukaitis (of Rise Up Radio) 

It is perhaps ironically accurate that you can judge the success of your organizing efforts by 
the amount of effort the power structure devotes to either trying to co-opt or to destroy them. 
This is especially true with the many tendrils of the loosely connected strands grouped under the 
heading of environmentalism. The fact that McDonalds or some similar establishment offers 
veggie burgers, or that multinational summits now phrase their plans for ecology-destroying 
profit mongering in terms of sustainability is a perverse sign of victory. 

I'm sure I'm not the only person who can't help but make a nasty face every time I see a 
shiny new gas guzzling SUV emblazoned with a giant 'meat is murder' sticker. I never fail to be 
mystified by such. How do people simply not get the connection between how it would be 
wrong to kill a cow, but somehow slaughtering several hundred thousand Iraqis or polluting 
Nigerian lands and killing indigenous tribes is somehow a separate issue - or not an issue at all? 

Having spent some time looking at the relation between different forms of oppression it 
baffles me that such inherently interconnected issues can be addressed as separate concerns. It 
seems that confronting any given issue in isolation leads to the branding of dissent. One can 
express a disagreement in an almost consumer like display, but stay content that such is easily 
reintegrated back into the system, the spectacle, or whatever else you would like to call it. 

These concerns over co-opting the risks (and occasional benefits) of single issue campaigns 
will become all the more apparent and pertinent in the United States as 2004 presidential election 
nears. There will be many attempts to turn the energy and organizing that has gone into the 
efforts against the war, neo-liberalism, racism, sexism, corporate power, ecological destruction, 
and every other possibly related issue, and to unite them into a huge voting block to get rid of 
Bush. This almost certainly will involve great amounts of admonition to 'be pragmatic' and to get 
behind the candidacy of some random Democrat, perhaps Nader, perhaps someone else - the 
individual is really inconsequential. There will probably be some efforts made to show how such 
an individual voted against one particular war resolution or particularly egregious piece of 
business backed legislation, and this will be used as a pretext for declaring how anti-war or pro-
environment such person is. Again, the details are generally rather inconsequential. 



Common Voice Issue 1 / February-April 2004  21 

This leaves those of us on the more radical end of the political spectrum in somewhat of a 
quandary. Yeah, Bush is by all means an evil presence who has wrought great damage over the 
past four years, and it would be great to see him booted. However, replacing him with another 
neo-liberal happy fuzzy faced Democrat (or Green) really doesn't seem to accomplish much at 
all. In perspective it's really amazing how much horrendous conservative garbage Clinton 
managed to pass (1994 crime bill, 1996 welfare reform act, NAFTA, gutting the FDA, etc.) while 
managing to somehow maintain the image of being a liberal. Just looking at recent political 
events in South America would seem to be warning enough about the pitfalls of electoral 
political action. I was somewhat amused and encouraged when Chavez started to refer to 
himself, Lula, and Castro as the 'axis of good.' While Lula and the Worker's Party briefly seemed 
like they might accomplish some actual good, it wasn't long before he started licking the 
capitalist boot and implementing some neo-liberal reforms like slowly taking apart the pension 
system. 

It would be fairly simple to leave it as that: electoral action is the essence of co-option itself, 
and there is no hope for achieving any sort of actual social, political, environmental change 
through the ballot. Does that mean that our only option is the bullet? For that reason among 
others I simply just can't leave it that. For me when people talk about using a diversity of tactics, 
that would imply using the widest possible of all tactics to achieve one's ends. Conversely, when 
Malcolm X would speak of securing human rights by any means necessary, that would suggest 
that any tactic or method that could advance such goals would be worthy of consideration. 

I'd like to invert the question of electoral politics as it is usually asked in reference to 
political activists and community organizers. Instead of the question being how the Democrats 
or the Greens, or whoever, can mobilize a base of support drawing from certain people with 
promises often broken and plans left unimplemented, I think the question we should be asking is 
what do we want from them? In other words, to think actively and tactically about the electoral 
process, to think of what demands can be made of such a process that serves our needs of 
mobilizing outside of the electoral process rather than letting our concerns and demands become 
token chips in the encompassing and enveloping blob of electoral politics. 

To borrow a phrase from Dead Prez, to think about how we can pimp the system, rather 
than being pimped by it. To do such would be to steer the course between flat out rejection of 
electoralism and the co-optive tendency of embracing it. It would be what Saul Alinsky might 
describe as jujitsu electoralism. 

Recently Nell Geiser and I interviewed Jason West, the newly elected Green party mayor of 
New Paltz, New York, for the radio show we both work for (Rise Up Radio on WBAI 99.5 in 
New York City). Going into the interview I expected to be barraged by the usual array of typical 
'Green' responses to most questions, the importance and primacy of electoral action, and the 
usual rhetoric one would expect. I was very curious as to how one could expect or plan 
strategically so that victories as such could be made sustainable and prolonged, to not have any 
noticeable gains just be recapitulated in the next electoral season or two. This is especially 
important as West's victory occurred in part due to an anomalous split in the town's usual voting 
blocs. 

Although Mayor West answered questions in many ways that I suspected that he would - 
preferring to focus on issues like converting the municipal vehicles to biodiesel fuels and to 
improvements in the ecological impact of the local sewer system - he said a number of things 
that I did not expect from him. He was very open about his not seeing electoral political action 
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as the be-all-and-end-all of organizing, but as a means whereby short-term concrete gains could 
be achieved and then used as a catalyst to further efforts for deeper and more systemic changes. 
At several points he made reference to 'Pacifism is Pathology' by Ward Churchill in discussing 
how strategic long term political planning makes excluding any form of action a questionable 
idea, and indicated support for both the Animal and Earth Liberation Front. 

A number of the things that he said were really quite thought provoking for me, to a large 
degree because, rather than taking what I have found to be the usual response of Greens and 
those engaged in electoralism to autonomous organizing (generally summed up as 'one must 
focus on pragmatic and realizable goals, which you're not doing'), he saw obvious connections 
between how local electoral campaigns could be benefited by more radical forms of organizing, 
and how such could also be to the benefit of those trying to create autonomous spaces, new 
forms of community, and who are engaging in more radical forms of resistance. Some tentative 
ideas for this might involve support for the development of autonomous social centers, squats, 
the creation of community run programs and support for public spaces, from where forms of 
resistance and contestation often emerge. 

So, rather than putting forward any sort of definitive position, I would like to put forth the 
question: how can those of us who have a vision of a more just, sustainable, and free world 
based upon increasingly autonomous communities, the destruction of the state and capitalism, 
make strategic demands of electoral campaigns that we can use to forward the kind of work we 
want to engage in? How can we use the electoral process to benefit our aims and desires rather 
than being caught up in the quandary of either being isolated from the marginal form of 
democracy this represents, or co-opted by it? How can we use the continued failures and 
absurdities of representative democracy to begin discussions and organizing to create genuine 
democracy, economic democracy, direct democracy? 

I'm far from knowing exactly what such steps might look like, or whether they even exist, 
for this would most likely have to be decided upon based on the conditions where it is occurring, 
but I think there is a good deal that can gained from looking at such questions. And the time to 
ask those questions is now, before we're stuck with four years of the lesser evil or worse, and 
without anything to show for it that can get us any closer to building the world we want to live 
in. 

Rise Up Radio is a youth produced social justice radio show airing Fridays 11:00-11:55 am 
on WBAI 99.5 in New York City.
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The Antarctic Ozone Hole 
Robert Malone 

According to the National Institute for Weather and Atmospheric research in New Zealand, 
the risk of people being affected by skin cancer in the southern hemisphere will be greater, 
because of the increasing size of the hole in the ozone layer of the earth's atmosphere. NIWA 
says it is too soon to tell whether the hole in the ozone layer over the Antarctic will reach a 
record size this year. Australian scientists say it is growing at a rate that suggests it will. 

There are very few people living in this part of the world around Antarctica, the area that is 
most affected by the increased effects of sunlight through the depleted ozone layer. Most of the 
damage to the ozone layer has been attributed to the gases (chloro-fluoro carbons or CFCs) that 
were commonly used in refrigerators and as propellant for aerosol cans. Substitutes for these 
gases have been available for some time but CFCs are still having an effect on ozone depletion. 

In waste disposal sites throughout New Zealand, local city and town councils remove the 
gases from abandoned refrigerators in order to minimise the effects on the ozone layer, and yet 
the problem still increases year by year. 

The New Zealand Parliament is governed by the Labour Party which is dependent for its 
majority of the 120 seats through a coalition with the Green Party (nine seats) and the liberal 
United Party (nine seats). Conservation is a major political consideration in this current 
parliament, and implementation of the Kyoto agreement on pollution has led to a major 
controversy recently. The government has suggested farmers should pay a fee for the methane 
gases produced by sheep and cattle, in order to encourage them to develop pastures containing 
grasses and clovers that are less likely to produce these types of gases. There is also a suggestion 
that bacteria can be introduced into the stomachs of the animals that will affect the types of 
gases eliminated by them. Farmers are calling these payments a Fart Tax and there has been a 
huge protest about what they say is the unfairness of the proposal. 

New Zealand is keen to protect its clean and green image and is one of the few countries 
that have an anti-nuclear law that refuses to allow nuclear propelled ships into its ports. It also 
has banned the importation of Genetically Modified seeds and has very strict quarantine controls 
to prevent the entry of insects and other pests. 
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New Zealand has a small population, only four million people, and the area of 66 million 
acres, ten million acres greater than the United Kingdom (Britain). Pollution is a major concern 
in NZ and many lakes rivers and streams are affected by the effluent from dairy farms, ( NZ is 
one of the largest exporters of cheese in the world). 

There are many isolated areas of NZ where people try to practice living in place (aiming for 
local self-reliance) but their personal beliefs and practices are affected by things that are outside 
their control and influence. The hole in the ozone layer is one of these problems, another is the 
most recent infestation of North Island beehives by the verroah mite. This little creature has had 
a huge effect on the numbers of bees, and subsequently the pollination of Kiwi fruit, a major 
export crop for many people who practice living in place, and depend on organic farming and 
biodiversity in order to create a sustainable environment. 

Regardless of their best efforts, a willingness to live in place, and to create a sustainable 
environment, these people are constantly assailed by the affects of consumerism in the global 
market. 

In spite of its isolation, and government legislation banning the importation of genetically 
modified seeds, corn produced in NZ from seeds imported from the US were found to be 
contaminated by GM corn. These seeds were screened and tested on arrival in NZ before being 
grown, however the GM contamination was discovered by food scientists in Japan who tested 
the corn topping on Pizza imported from NZ. 

Personally I think it is admirable that there are so many people in NZ and elsewhere who 
are doing their best to live in a positive and sustainable way that enhances their quality of life and 
the people around them. Unfortunately their interests are affected by the decisions made in 
London, Tokyo and New York, by people who have an entirely different agenda, an agenda that 
is dependent on growth and consumerism and is not interested in the ethos of sustainability. 
These people will no doubt rejoice in the increasing size of the hole in the ozone layer as an 
opportunity to increase the sales of their new sunscreen lotion, complete with the new upgraded 
UV screen factor and incorporating the latest anti wrinkle cream. 

For the vast majority of people living in the major cities of the world, they need not worry 
at this stage about the hole in the ozone layer, they will be screened from the sun's ultra violet 
rays by the atmospheric pollution that surrounds them, they will of course be affected by the 
pollution in other ways. For most of the world's workers, sustainability is about how to survive 
the gap between spending your last dollar, and the arrival of the next pay packet. 

Yours for changing the culture of consumerism to a culture of cooperation, a revolution in 
the way that we think about the affects each of us can have on a new consciousness in a world 
society. 

r.malone@clear.net.nz
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Ecosocialism 
The Socialist Party 

The Ecological Perspective 

Current methods of production may be damaging the world's eco-systems in many ways, 
but the question remains whether human productive activity, transforming materials originating 
from nature into goods suitable for human use, is inevitably damaging in an ecological sense. 
The massive scale of human productive activity has immense implications for ecology, and some 
radical greens argue that human activity on such a scale is incompatible with a harmonious 
relationship with the rest of nature. 

In considering what we mean by 'ecological damage', it is important to remember that these 
ecosystems are evolving. The biosphere as a whole, which consists of millions of mutually 
interdependent life forms, might be thought of as one single ecosystem. Yet it is possible to 
distinguish various sub-systems, or 'biomes' within it, on the basis of the different climatic and 
physical conditions in different parts of the world. These range from the tundra of the Arctic, 
through the coniferous and deciduous forests and steppes, to the savannah and tropical 
rainforests of the regions near the equator. To each combination of physical and climatic 
conditions there corresponds a stable ecosystem which evolves to its 'climax' through a series of 
successive stages. This stable climax will be the situation where the amount of food produced by 
the plant life is sufficient, after taking account of the plants' own respiration needs, to sustainably 
meet the food energy requirements of all the animal life-forms within the system. It will be, in 
fact, the situation which makes optimum use, in terms of sustaining all the life-forms within the 
system, of the sun's light rays falling on the area. 

An ecological climax is defined in terms of the existing physical and climatic conditions. It is 
clear that if these change, as they have done relatively frequently in the course of the thousands 
of millions of years life has existed - through such things as the sea level rising or falling, and the 
coming and going of the ice ages - then the previously existing balance will be upset. A new one 
will then tend to develop in accordance with the new physical and climatic conditions. 

The break-up of an old ecosystem plunges the different species and varieties of life-forms 
into a state of competition. In the case of plants, the competition would be to capture the sun's 
light rays. In the case of animals, it would be to consume the food energy produced by plants. 
The species and the individuals proving to be best adapted to the new conditions would survive 
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and flourish. Eventually a new stable ecosystem, with a different 'climax', appropriate to the new 
geophysical conditions, would evolve. At such times biological evolution would have tended to 
speed up as whole. Species could disappear leaving the ecological niche they occupied to be filled 
by newcomers. 

The world's eco-systems are continually evolving and hence there is no one 'original,' 
'natural' state of the planet. After all, humans are both a product and part of nature and not 
something outside of it. There is no reason to regard an ecosystem in which humans, like other 
animals, live in limited numbers as 'hunter gatherers' in the forest as any more 'natural' than one 
in which there is a greater number of trees and forest plants. There is no basis in ecology for 
saying that trees should be the main life-form, nor even that the natural human condition is 
hunting and gathering. 

Ecology and Socialism 

The materials humans take from nature can be divided into two categories according to 
whether they are renewable or non-renewable. Nearly everything of organic nature is renewable 
(since more of it can be grown in a relatively short period of time), as are certain natural forces 
which humans use as instruments of labour (rivers, waterfalls, wind, the sun's rays etc). Non-
renewable resources on the other hand - such as mineral ores, coal, oil, clay, sand - are so called 
because they do not form part of some natural cycle that reproduces them, at least not with a 
timescale relevant for humans. 

Agriculture 

The most obvious way in which humans extract renewable materials from the biosphere is 
through agriculture. Agriculture involves, by definition, a fundamental change in the existing eco-
system. The introduction of agriculture to Europe involved cutting most of the deciduous forest. 
This deciduous forest had represented a stable ecological climax for most of Europe. The land 
was used to grow plants which humans found useful, to the detriment of both the trees and 
other plants that had flourished in the forest. Agriculture involves deliberately preventing an 
ecosystem from developing towards a climax. 

For an ecosystem involving agriculture to be a stable one requires deliberate action on the 
part of humans. This involves not only planting fields and keeping them clear of other plants 
which might grow there ('weeds'), but also to maintain the fertility of the soil which, without 
agriculture, would spontaneously renew itself. 

Things go wrong when humans ignore the ecological consequences of their actions, for 
instance, by permitting overgrazing by their domesticated animals or by taking out of the soil 
without restoring the minerals and organic materials that are essential to normal plant growth. 
However, if humans observe these rules, then, as a number of historical examples testify, an 
ecosystem in which humans practise agriculture can be as stable as one from which humans are 
absent, or one in which they practise hunting and gathering. 

This was understood and practised in the relatively self-sufficient agricultural communities 
which existed up until the coming of capitalism, where what was produced was largely consumed 
on the spot. The human waste resulting from consumption, together with animal waste and 
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those parts of plants and animals that were not used for food and other purposes, were restored 
to the soil where they were decomposed by insects, fungi and bacteria into the elements that 
sustain the soil's fertility. 

When, however, the place of production and the place of consumption are separated, this 
cycle tends to break down. The result is that the fertility of the soil diminishes. If an area 
specializes in the production of a crop for export, i.e. for consumption elsewhere, this means 
that some of the mineral and organic matter incorporated into the crop will leave that area for 
ever and not be restored to the soil. The same applies to animal rearing. Animals require large 
amounts of calcium for their bones, as well as other minerals such as phosphorus, iron and 
magnesium, which also come from the soil, via the plants on which they feed. If these animals 
are exported, whether dead or alive, and consumed elsewhere, then the minerals they contain are 
lost to the soil of the area where they were raised. 

A complementary problem arises at the other end, at the point of consumption: what to do 
with the human waste which, when the points of production and consumption were the same, 
was automatically restored to the soil and recycled by nature? Releasing it into the sea or into 
rivers or sewers means that it is lost to agriculture, even if not, unfortunately, to the biosphere 
(this contributes to water pollution by encouraging the proliferation of some life-forms - for 
example, algae and bacteria - to the detriment of others which the water normally supports.) 

The 'solution' that has been found under capitalism, because it is the cheapest in terms of 
the labour content of the products, has been to use artificial fertilizers - nitrates and phosphates 
that have been manufactured in chemical plants. This works in the sense of allowing the land to 
go on producing the same amount, or more, of the same crop or animal, but at a price in terms 
of polluting the water in the region concerned. Artificial fertilizers, not being held by the soil in 
the same way that organic waste is, tend to be leached off by rain into waterways where they 
cause pollution. 

The ecological solution to the problem is to find some way of restoring to the soil the 
organic waste resulting from human consumption in urban areas. Barry Commoner suggested 
that this might be done by means of pipelines linking the town and the countryside. A longer 
term solution would be that envisaged by those early socialists who looked forward to agriculture 
and manufacturing industry being combined, the gradual abolition of the distinction between 
town and country, by a more equable distribution of the population over the country. (Marx and 
Engels, Communist Manifesto , 1848) 

Non-Renewable Materials 

Concern has been expressed that non-renewable resources will eventually run out. Still, 
despite some wild predictions that were made in the recent past, depletion of non-renewable 
resources is not an immediate problem. One advantage non-renewable materials have over most 
renewable ones is that they can normally be used more than once. With the important exceptions 
of coal, oil and natural gas when burned, they can be recycled. A proportion of some metals is 
lost through corrosion but all metals can in principle be recovered and re-used. 

It has been suggested, for instance, that most of the gold mined since Ancient times is still 
in use. Much of the iron, copper, tin and other metals mined since the same time is still around 
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somewhere even if not still used as gold is. Resources can be conserved by making instruments 
of production easier to repair and by manufacturing goods of all kinds to last rather than to 
break down or become unusable after a carefully calculated period of time, as is common 
practice under capitalism. Non-renewable resources can be replaced in many cases by renewable 
ones. Electricity generation is a case in point. 

Non-Polluting Technology 

The techniques employed to transform materials must, if they are to avoid upsetting natural 
cycles which are fundamental to nature, avoid releasing into the biosphere or leaving as waste 
products, toxic substances or substances that cannot be assimilated by nature. In other words, a 
non-polluting technology should be applied. This is quite feasible from a technical point of view 
since non-polluting transformation techniques are known in all fields of production. However, 
they are not employed on any wide scale today because they would add to production costs and 
so are ruled out by the economic laws of capitalism. 

Conclusion 

The underlying principle behind the changes in the materials and productive methods used, 
which is demanded by the need to take proper account of the ecological dimension, is that the 
productive system as a whole should be sustainable for the rest of nature. In other words, what 
humans take from nature, the amount and the rhythm at which they do so, as well as the way 
they use these materials and dispose of them after use, should all be done in such a way as to 
leave nature in a position to go on supplying and reabsorbing the required materials for use. 

In the long run this implies stable or only slowly rising consumption and production levels, 
though it does not rule out carefully planned rapid growth over a period to reach a level at which 
consumption and production could then platform off. A society in which production, 
consumption and population levels are stable has been called a 'steady-state economy' where 
production would be geared simply to meeting needs and to replacing and repairing the stock of 
means of production (raw materials and instruments of production) required for this. 

It is obvious that today human needs are far from being met on a world scale, and that fairly 
rapid growth in the production of food, housing and other basic amenities would still be needed 
for some years even if production ceased to be governed by the economic laws of capitalism. 
However it should not be forgotten that a 'steady-state economy' would be a much more normal 
situation than an economy geared to blindly accumulating more and more means of production. 
After all, the only rational reason for accumulating means of production is to eventually be in a 
position to satisfy all reasonable consumption needs. 

Once the stock of means of production has reached this level, in a society with this goal, 
accumulation, or the further expansion of the stock of means of production, can stop and 
production levels be stabilized. Logically, this point would eventually be reached, since the 
consumption needs of a given population are finite. 

So if human society is to be able to organize its production in an ecologically acceptable 
way, then it must abolish the capitalist economic mechanism of capital accumulation and gear 
production instead to the direct satisfaction of needs. 
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Extract from Ecology and Socialism by The Socialist Party of Great Britain, 1990, reprinted 
on the WSM website at http://www.worldsocialism.org/
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Ecology in a Liberated World 
Ken Knabb (An extract from The Joy of Revolution by Ken Knabb, 
www.bopsecrets.org) 

A self-managed society will naturally implement most present-day ecological demands. 
Some are essential for the very survival of humanity; but for both aesthetic and ethical reasons, 
liberated people will undoubtedly choose to go well beyond this minimum and foster a rich 
biodiversity. 

The point is that we can debate such issues open-mindedly only when we have eliminated 
the profit incentives and economic insecurity that now undermine even the most minimal efforts 
to defend the environment (loggers afraid of losing their jobs, chronic poverty tempting Third 
World countries to cash in on their rain forests, etc.). (1) 

When humanity as a species is blamed for environmental destruction, the specific social 
causes are forgotten. The few who make the decisions are lumped with the powerless majority. 
Famines are seen as nature's revenge against overpopulation, natural checks that must be allowed 
to run their course -- as if there was anything natural about the World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund, which force Third World countries to cultivate products for export rather than 
food for local consumption. People are made to feel guilty for using cars, ignoring the fact that 
auto companies (by buying up and sabotaging electric transit systems, lobbying for highway 
construction and against railroad subsidies, etc.) have created a situation in which most people 
have to have cars. Spectacular publicity gravely urges everyone to reduce energy consumption 
(while constantly inciting everyone to consume more of everything), though we could by now 
have developed more than enough clean and renewable energy sources if the fossil-fuel 
companies had not successfully lobbied against devoting any significant research funding to that 
end. 

The point is not to blame even the heads of those companies - they too are caught in a 
grow-or-die system that impels them to make such decisions - but to abolish the setup that 
continually produces such irresistible pressures. 

A liberated world should have room both for human communities and for large enough 
regions of undisturbed wilderness to satisfy most of the deep ecologists. Between those two 
extremes I like to think that there will be all sorts of imaginative, yet careful and respectful, 
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human interactions with nature. Cooperating with it, working with it, playing with it; creating 
variegated interminglings of forests, farms, parks, gardens, orchards, creeks, villages, towns. 

Large cities will be broken up, spaced out, 'greened' and rearranged in a variety of ways 
incorporating and surpassing the visions of the most imaginative architects and city planners of 
the past (who were usually limited by their assumption of the permanence of capitalism). 
Exceptionally, certain major cities, especially those of some aesthetic or historical interest, will 
retain or even amplify their cosmopolitan features, providing grand centers where diverse 
cultures and lifestyles can come together. (2) 

Some people, drawing on the situationists' early 'psychogeographical' explorations and 
'unitary urbanism' ideas, will construct elaborate changeable decors designed to facilitate 
labyrinthine wanderings among diverse ambiences - Ivan Chtcheglov envisioned 'assemblages of 
castles, grottos, lakes', 'rooms more conducive to dreams than any drug' and people living in their 
own personal 'cathedrals' (3) . Others may incline more to the Far Eastern poet's definition of 
happiness as living in a hut beside a mountain stream. 

If there aren't enough cathedrals or mountain streams to go around, maybe some 
compromises will have to be worked out. But if places like Chartres or Yosemite are presently 
overrun, this is only because the rest of the planet has been so uglified. As other natural areas are 
revitalized and as human habitats are made more beautiful and interesting, it will no longer be 
necessary for a few exceptional sites to accommodate millions of people desperate to get away 
from it all. On the contrary, many people may actually gravitate toward the most miserable 
regions because these will be the 'new frontiers' where the most exciting transformations will be 
taking place (ugly buildings being demolished to make way for experimental reconstruction from 
scratch). 

(1) Isaac Asimov and Frederick Pohl's Our Angry Earth: A Ticking Ecological Bomb (Tor, 
1991) is among the more cogent summaries of this desperate situation. After demonstrating how 
inadequate current policies are for dealing with it, the authors propose some drastic reforms that 
might postpone the worst catastrophes; but such reforms are unlikely to be implemented as long 
as the world is dominated by the conflicting interests of nation-states and multinational 
corporations. 

(2) For a wealth of suggestive insights on the advantages and drawbacks of different types 
of urban communities, past, present and potential, I recommend two books: Paul and Percival 
Goodman's Communitas and Lewis Mumford's The City in History . The latter is one of the 
most penetrating and comprehensive surveys of human society ever written. 

(3) SI Anthology, pp. 3-4 [Formulary for a New Urbanism] 

End of fourth and last chapter of 'The Joy of Revolution,' from Public Secrets: Collected 
Skirmishes of Ken Knabb (Bureau of Public Secrets, 1997). (No copyright)
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The End of the Peace Process: 
Oslo and After Edward W. Said (Vintage, 2001) 

reviewed by Torgun Bullen 

Edward W. Said (born November 1 1935; died September 25 2003) was Professor of 
English and Comparative Literature at Columbia University. He was a Palestinian New Yorker 
who wrote passionately about the plight of the Palestinians, emphasising all the while the need 
for a peaceful, secular solution to the Israeli/Palestinian problem as well as equal citizenship and 
peaceful co-existence between Arabs and Jews. 

The so-called Middle East 'peace process' began secretly in Oslo and was signed on the 
White House lawn in September 1993. The interim agreements were concluded in October 1998, 
in the Wye Plantation a few miles from Washington. 

The End of the Peace Process: Oslo and After is a collection of essays outlining what was 
achieved by both sides, Israeli and Palestinian - pitifully little for the Palestinians, according to 
Said. 

Said addresses the general ignorance in the West about the origin of the situation in Israel, 
due to the silence of most Western intellectuals on what happened in Palestine in 1948 and the 
effects of an extremely efficient American and Israeli propaganda machine. The view is 
widespread in the West that the Zionists settled in a largely uninhabited land in 1948 and that 
they 'made the desert bloom'. Nothing could be further from the truth, Said says. About 750,000 
Palestinians, 70 % of the population, were forcefully made to flee their homes and became 
refugees in surrounding countries. Before 1948, only about 7% of the land in Palestine was 
owned by Jews. This increased to about 50% after 1948. In 1967, the Israelis annexed East 
Jerusalem and occupied the rest of historic Palestine. 

Palestinian Arabs had been settled on their land for thousands of years when the Zionists 
made them flee. The ones still living in the occupied territories are in fact living in disjointed 
Bantustans with Israelis firmly in control of land, water, roads, entries and exits to townships and 
security. One of the founding fathers of Zionism is supposed to have remarked that their plan 
was to acquire all the land in Palestine 'acre by acre, goat by goat', and this is more or less what 
has happened and is happening, through house occupations, bulldozing of homes, expropriation 
of land, deceptive property purchases and the like. 
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Said makes the comparison again and again with the way the American Indians were treated 
and with the apartheid system and Bantustans in South Africa. As far as the occupied territories 
go, in Gaza land confiscated by Jewish settlers now amounts to 40% and in Jerusalem and in the 
West Bank 75%. 

All Jews worldwide are covered by the so-called 'Law of Return' which means that a Jew 
from, say, Belgrade with no recent ties to Palestine or Israel, has an automatic right to settle in 
Israel, while Palestinian Arabs within Israel or the occupied territories, whose families have been 
there for generations, have no right to land. 

Said doesn't spare Arafat and his hangers-on in the Palestinian Authority, listing their 
undemocratic, corrupt and brutal practices, including the widespread use of torture. Arafat 
surrounds himself by several security apparatuses (nobody knows how many). Gaza is a virtual 
concentration camp surrounded by a security fence on three sides and the sea on the fourth. A 
human rights lawyer working there estimates that in Gaza there are 20,000 security men for 1 
million residents - the highest police per capita ratio in the world. Said launches stinging attacks 
on the general patriarchal and autocratic style of leadership in the Arab world. 

Said makes the case that the Israelis are not 'ordinary oppressors', in that many Jews living 
in Israel are the survivors of the Holocaust. This does not give them right to oppress others, he 
says, at the same time he distances himself from other Arabs who think the Holocaust is not 
their problem. Said expresses sympathy for all human suffering and is a strong spokesman for 
dialogue with sympathetic Israelis, which is frowned upon in much of the Arab world as 
'normalization' with Israel. 

Although the Palestinians seem to be steadily losing out to the settlers and Israel, in one 
respect they have the advantage: by 2010 it is estimated that Palestinians will achieve 
demographic parity with Jews - what then? asks the author. 

Said sees the folly of believing that a Palestinian 'state' is going to be a solution for the 
Palestinians - after all, Arafat regularly declares such a 'state', and all the while the land 
occupations and the bulldozing of homes continues. Beyond that, Said does not question 
'statehood' per se. What he would like to see for the Palestinians is equal rights with Jews and 
others within Israel on a secular basis - a modern Western style liberal 'democracy' for all Israeli 
citizens. 

Summing up the achievements of the 'peace process', he says (p. 19): 'The newly redrawn 
areas of the West Bank and Gaza gave Palestinians limited autonomy (but no sovereignty) in 3% 
of the former and about 60% of the latter, which the Israelis were glad to get rid of anyway'. 

The positive thing about Said is his insistence on Israelis and Palestinians solving their 
problems together, as equals. History cannot be undone, what happened, happened, and there is 
only one platform to work from: the one where Jews and Arabs live side by side. He is an 
advocate for dialogue with sympathetic and 'enlightened' Israelis, and does not discount such 
attempts as 'fraternising with the enemy', or 'collaborating'. He is also unequivocal in his 
insistence on the equal role that should be played by women in any democracy and highlights 
their subordinate role in the region. 
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The disappointing side to his argument is that, in spite of pointing out the brutality and 
corruption of Arafat and the Palestinian leadership again and again, he still makes appeals for 
them to change. Said's hope for the Palestinians and the Middle East is a Western style 
'democracy'. He is more or less saying that the style of leadership in the Middle East is still 
somewhat medieval and pre-capitalist - all power is in the hands of powerful, often despotic, 
patriarchal leaders from ruling families. Seen from that standpoint the more powerful role of 
government and the state in Western Europe, for example, must seem more attractive - with 
schools, universities and health care funded from the state purse, and with some limited freedom 
of expression. 

What Said, along with the majority of 'enlightened' intellectuals, does not see is that within 
the confines of states, capitalism and private property, these problems are going to perpetuate 
themselves indefinitely. Tensions and rivalry are built into the capitalist system; one group of 
leaders replacing another turn out to be, like in Orwell's 1984 , just another lot of pigs at the 
trough. It cannot be any other way. The state is there to serve the interests of the capitalist class, 
to give to the capitalists as much as they can without risking social unrest and to take from the 
workers as much as they will allow. 

  Only when workers realise they have no country to owe allegiance to, and that the reliance 
on leaders leads them nowhere but down a blind ally, will we start to make progress.
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Marxism as revolutionary environmentalism 
Marx's Ecology: Materialism and Nature John Bellamy Foster (Monthly Review Press, 2000) 

reviewed by Ben Courtice (http://home.connexus.net.au/~benj) 

Following the ecological devastation perpetrated by Soviet industry, and the view held by 
many (including many Marxists) that Marxism advocates the technological 'domination' of 
nature, Marxism has had a defensive attitude to the modern environmental movement. Although 
Marxists have always taken part in environmental movements since their rise in the 1970s, there 
has always been suspicion that they are only there for their own interests (such as recruitment to 
their own group) and really don't care about the environment itself. 

Some critics say Marxism is just out of date on environmental questions. Others suggest it is 
fundamentally anti-environmental. But both these ideas are on shaky footing when any serious 
examination of the thought of Karl Marx is made, and John Bellamy Foster does just this in his 
book. 

Marx developed his political and economic critique of capitalism during the middle of the 
nineteenth century. The industrial revolution was shaking the political and economic structure of 
society. This was the central focus of Marx's study and political activity, but many forget that 
natural sciences were also undergoing a revolution. The common view of economics and politics 
usually denies the relevance of natural science, but modern environmental notions that they are 
intimately connected were obvious to Marx, who avidly followed the latest scientific discoveries 
in many fields. 

'Within contemporary Green thought a strong tendency has developed to attribute the 
entire course of ecological degradation to the emergence of the scientific revolution', Foster 
writes. But a concern for the environment (centred on problems of soil fertility and population 
pressure) permeated the scientific world of the nineteenth century. In fact, some scientific 
advances were made partly in response to the damage and problems that capitalist industry (not 
science) had brought about. 

Of course, there are many trends of thought within the environmental movement, and 
Foster does not attempt to reconcile Marx with all of them. For some, nature (or 'wilderness') is 
seen first as something to be treasured for its spiritual (or cultural) value. Some supporters of this 
romantic view even present it as a non-anthropocentric, objective view of nature (when in fact it 
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is highly anthropocentric and laden with subjective values). Marx, however, saw threats to nature 
as a product of humans' separation from nature. In the Communist Manifesto , Marx and Engels 
call for abolishing the distinction between city and country. Often interpreted as an attack on the 
cultural backwardness of rural society, this is as much an expression of Marx's understanding of 
problems such as soil fertility. 

The rise of modern cities meant that food, grown in the country, had to be transported to 
the city. The mineral components of the food then were flushed into rivers as sewage waste, 
depleting the soil's fertility: the agricultural cycle of natural fertiliser was broken. In the modern 
era not all problems (such as deforestation) are so easily reducible to a division between city and 
country. However, Marx's view of this 'metabolic rift' is a crucial part of any modern 
environmental strategy, and points to his broader method which views society as necessarily a 
part of the environment. 

Finding the roots of the environmental crisis is more complicated than equating 
exploitation of nature with exploitation of workers. Saying that capitalism exploits the 
environment because it can make money is so simplistic as to be trivial, and in terms of 
solutions, points no further than to reformist regulation. It is necessary to consider in more 
depth: how does the problem arise? what aspects of capitalist social organisation really cause the 
destruction of our environment? A socialist society that wishes to avoid the ecological disasters 
of Soviet agriculture and industry has to grapple with these questions, the answers to which point 
inexorably to fundamental changes to society, well beyond the political level. 

Foster sets out to demonstrate that ecological thought is central to Marxism. This he 
achieves admirably. Having demonstrated this, the question is, what to do next? A history of 
ideas does not a Marxist ecological movement make. As Louis Proyect of www.marxmail.org has 
written, 'Foster is correct to state that the analysis of the ecological crisis must be rooted in 
Marxist materialism, but - after having stated this - it is still a task that remains unfulfilled.' 

But anyone - scientist or activist - who wishes to rise to this (long overdue) challenge could 
do worse than start with a reading of Foster's book. Just because Marx did not have to deal with 
radioactive waste or the greenhouse effect doesn't mean his ideas and approach have no 
relevance to modern environmentalists.
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The People as Enemy: 
 The Leaders' Real Agenda in World War II , by John Spritzler, (Black Rose Books, 2003) 

reviewed by Dave Stratman 

John Spritzler's The People As Enemy: The Leaders' Hidden Agenda in World War II is a 
powerful, necessary, and inspiring book. Read it and you will never see World War II in the same 
way. More to the point, you will never see contemporary capitalist society in the same way. 
Spritzler explodes the myth of 'the good war' by taking apart, piece by careful piece, much of the 
structure of lies and myths designed to buttress capitalist rule, and exposes the system in its 
ugliness and ultimate weakness. 

Spritzler shows too that there is a powerful counter-force to capitalism at work in society: 
working men and women fighting everywhere for a better world, a force so threatening that the 
most powerful elites on earth waged a world war to extinguish it. This counter-force was not 
defeated on the field of battle in World War II so much as misled and betrayed by Communist 
leaders in a little-known history from which we have not yet recovered. The People as Enemy is 
a giant step toward understanding and breaking free of that history. 

There are three key myths about World War II which this book lays bare: that the war was 
caused by conflicts between nations; that the top priority of the Allied leaders in the war was to 
defeat the Fascists; and that Allied bombing of civilians was part of the effort to defeat the 
Fascists. 

World War II was a desperate means of social control undertaken by the elites of the 
warring nations as the only alternative to working class revolution. In each of the belligerent 
nations which Spritzler examines: Germany, Japan, the Soviet Union, Great Britain, and the U.S., 
government leaders were driven to war not chiefly by fear of other countries but by fear of their 
own people. The ruling elites of these countries went to war because they saw no other way to 
stay in power. 

War between nations was the form in which the ruling elites prosecuted the class war 
against their own people. Depression began in 1929 and gripped the world. Countries were 
swept by mass strikes and factory occupations, mass marches, worker demands for a just world, 
threats to the established power. German Nazis and Japanese militarists, Stalin and 'democratic' 
British and American leaders, seized upon war as the way to whip up nationalist fears of the 
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Foreign Enemy, replace calls for revolution with national unity behind establishment leaders, put 
down strikes and labor upheaval, and crush dissent. Of the U.S., Spritzler writes, “FDR led the 
U.S. into war because he knew there was no other way to control the American working class 
that was growing increasingly revolutionary. Just as for the Fascist leaders, the function of war 
for American leaders was not to defend against a threat from foreign nations, but to serve the 
needs of domestic social control.” 

The People As Enemy shows war as the ultimate and critical means of counterrevolution by 
rulers, their favored means to stay in power when all else fails; there is no horror they will not 
inflict, no atrocity they will not commit to enforce their rule. The weapons of the ruling elites to 
maintain their power in the 1930s and '40s were Fascism - and, as Spritzler also shows, 
Communism - fake democracy, war, genocide, nationalism, and other devices designed to deflect 
workers from their real enemies and set them upon each other. 

The People As Enemy provides a wealth of hidden history. Spritzler's description of the 
amazing breadth of working class struggle in the United States in the years preceding the war is 
especially eye-opening, as is the evidence that the British establishment was not 'appeasing' Hitler 
at Munich out of fear, but rather intentionally nurturing Nazi power as a force against the 
German working class and against the Soviets. 

The book has profound implications beyond World War II. Echoes of the past in the 
present and specifically a consciousness of the Iraq war are never distant in this book. It suggests 
that the real force driving the history of the twentieth century was working class struggle for a 
new world and ruling class efforts to contain it. The rhythm of the century was revolution and 
counterrevolution - a rhythm in which we, of course, are still caught. Seldom has a work of 
history been more acutely relevant to understanding our present and our possible futures. 

John Spritzler is an editor of New Democracy and a biostatistician at the Harvard School of 
Public Health working on AIDS research. 

Dave Stratman, Editor of New Democracy , 5 Burr Street Boston, MA 02130 617-524-
4073, newdemocracyworld.org, Newdem@aol.com
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Untitled Poem 
 Hope is the problem, purely, simply said, 

that clouds the eyes and weaves a gauzy strand 

'cross wrists and ankles, tethers biceps, tongue. 

It drugs th' essential brain and will of man 

until content with hope and hope alone, 

addicted to the lie, he'll sit and wait. 

While dreaming, hoping for that better life, 

he twiddles thumbs and eats what's on his plate. 

Unlike its human counterpart, the bee 

knows just what must be done and goes to task 

and whether it be worker, drone, or queen, 

lives for the hive and not what people ask. 

So, too, may men in common, truly free, 

abolish hunger, war, and poverty. 

Esther O'Donald Fruth, 2003
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Contacts 
One of the aims of Common Voice and the World in Common network is to 

try and facilitate communication, co-operation and collaboration between the 
individuals and groups that comprise the global anti-state, anti-capitalist, antireformist political 
sector. To help achieve this aim we will publish a contacts 
list in every issue of Common Voice. If you, your group or publication would 
like to be included please submit the following information either via e-mail to 
editors@cvoice.org , or via post to World in Common, Box 44, Greenleaf 
Bookshop, 82 Colston Street, Bristol, BS1 5BB, UK. 
Name of organisation: ______________________________ 
Contact Name: ___________________________________ 
E-mail address: ___________________________________ 
Website address: ___________________________________ 
Postal address: ____________________________________ 
Telephone/Fax number: _____________________________ 
Year of formation (for groups/organisations): ______________ 
Publications (with subscription details): _________________ 
_______________________________________________ 
A short description of your aims/objectives: _______________ 
_______________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________ 
Current Contact List (in no particular order): 
Name of organisation: The Land is Ours 
Contact Name: Mark. S. Brown 
E-mail address: everythingincommon@tlio.demon.co.uk 
Website address: www.thelandisours.org 
Postal address: 16b Cherwell Street, Oxford OX4 1BG 
Year of formation: 1995 
Publications: The Land is Ours newsletter (Subscription: £1/donation per issue). 
TLIO campaigns peacefully for access to the land, its resources, and the decision-making 
processes affecting them, for everyone, irrespective of race, gender or age.83 
Name of organisation: International Communes Desk 
Contact Name: Anton Marks 
E-mail address: anton@kvutsatyovel.com 
Website address: www.communa.org.il 
Postal address: Yad Tabenkin, Ramat Efal, Israel, 52960 
Tel: 972 - 3 - 5344458, extension 4 
Fax: 972 - 3 - 5346376 
Year of formation: 1976 
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Publications: C.A.L.L. (Communes At Large Letter) - The bi-annual journal of the 
International Communes Desk features articles, stories, jokes and updates from 
communities all over the world. 
Aims/Objectives: 
• To spread the communal idea, in its many forms, out of the belief that the communal 
way of life is not only possible, but essential for the benefit of mankind. 
• To maintain contact with as many as possible communes and intentional communities, 
in order to learn about their life styles and exchange information, opinions and ideas for 
mutual benefit. 
• To provide an address for people from all over the world, who are seeking advice and 
information about the kibbutz in its different aspects and about communities the world 
over (including help in making contact for those wishing to visit a community or join 
one). 
Name of organisation: CLASS WAR, Auckland 
E-mail address: classwar@rome.com 
Website address: http://go.to/ClassWar 
Postal address: : P.O. Box 78-104, Grey Lynn, New Zealand 1032. 
An anarchist group in Auckland city, New Zealand. For details on our present campaigns, 
please visit the website or contact us. 
Name of organisation: Industrial Workers of the World (US) 
E-mail address: ghq@iww.org 
Website address: www.iww.org 
Postal address: P.O.Box 13476, Philadelphia, PA 19101, USA 
Tel: (215)222-1905 
Year of formation: 1905 
Publications: Industrial Worker (10 issues per annum - US$15) 
Aims/Objectives: 
The IWW is a member-run union for all workers, a union dedicated to organizing on 
the job, in our industries and in our communities. IWW members are organizing to win 
better conditions today and build a world with economic democracy tomorrow. We want 
our workplaces run for the benefit of workers and communities rather than for a handful 
of bosses. 
Name of organisation: Industrial Workers of the World (UK) 
E-mail address: info@iww.org.uk 
Website address: www.iww.org.uk 
Postal address: IWW, PO Box 74, Brighton, BN1 4ZQ, UK 
The Industrial Workers of the World is a union run directly by its members, promoting 
global solidarity and direct action for the abolition of capitalist wage slavery. 
Name of organisation: Redline Publications 
Contact Name: Jim Plant 
E-mail address: socliterature@btopenworld.com 
Postal address: PO Box 6700, Sawbridgeworth, CM 21 0BS, UK 
Fax: 01279 726970 
Year of formation: 2001 
Publications: The People , paper of the Socialist Labor Party of America, 6 issues surface 
mail £3.00, airmail £9.00, 12 issues surface £5.00, airmail &17.00. Free sample copy upon 
request. 
Aims/Objectives: 
Publication & distribution of socialist literature, particularly publications of the Socialist 
Party of America, but also a wide selection of other titles in the non-reformist, non-stateist, 
non-Leninist, non-Trotskyist tradition. Free illustrated catalogue available upon request. 
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Name of organisation: New Union Party 
E-mail address: nup@minn.net 
Website address: www.newunionparty.org 
Postal address: 1821 University Avenue, W. #S-116, Saint Paul, MN 55104, USA 
Tel: 651-646-5546 
Year of formation: 1980 
Publications: New Unionist (monthly[?] US$7 for 12 issues) 
Aims/Objectives: 
The New Union Party is an organization of men and women who are committed to 
building a rank-and-file working-class movement for fundamental social change. Our 
goal is to replace the present competitive, class-divided system of capitalism with the 
cooperative industrial community we call economic democracy, a society where the people 
will be in direct democratic control of their work, their workplaces and the product of 
their work. 
Name of organisation: Socialist Labor Party 
E-mail address: socialists@slp.org 
Website address: www.slp.org 
Postal address: P.O.Box 218, Mountain View, CA 94042-0218, USA 
Tel: (408)280-7266 Fax: (408)280-6964 
Year of formation: 1890 
Publications: The People (bimonthly - $5 per year)85 
Aims/Objectives: 
The SLP’s goal is a classless society based on collective ownership and control of the 
industries and social services, these to be administered in the interests of all society 
through a Socialist Industrial Union government composed of democratically elected 
representatives from all the industries and services of the land. Production would be carried 
on for use instead of profit. The SLP program for achieving revolutionary change from 
capitalism to socialism is based on the Marxist tenet that socialism can be achieved only 
through the class-conscious action “of the working class itself”. 
Name of organisation: Workers Solidarity Alliance 
E-mail address: WSANY@hotmail.com 
Website address: www.workersolidarity.org 
Postal address: 339 Lafayette St., Room 202, New York, NY 10012, USA 
Tel: 212-979-8353 
Fax: 973-773-9337 
Year of formation: 1984 
Publications: Ideas and Action (suspended) 
Aims/Objectives: 
WSA is an anti-capitalist, anti-authoritarian organization of activists who believe that 
working people can build a new society and a better world based on the principles of 
solidarity and self-management. Our view is that such a society will be brought about only 
by working people building their own self-managed mass organizations from the ground 
up. Independent working class organization exists to some extent today in the form of 
rank-and-file committees, tenants unions, workers centers and other formations that might 
represent the forerunner of such a movement. 
Name of organisation: World Socialist Movement (WSM) 
E-mail address: enquiries@worldsocialism.org 
Website address: www.worldsocialism.org/ 
Postal address: c/o Socialist Party of Great Britain, 52 Clapham High St., London SW4 
7UN, England 
Tel: 020 7622 3811 Fax: 020 7720 3665 
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Year of formation: 1904 
Publications: Socialist Standard (Monthly journal of the Socialist Party - 1 year sub £12) 
Aims/Objectives: 
The World Socialist Movement is made up of people who have joined together because 
we want to get rid of the profit system and establish real socialism. Our aim is to persuade 
others to become socialist and act for themselves, organizing democratically and without 
leaders, to bring about the kind of society we advocate. We are solely concerned with 
building a movement of socialists for socialism. We are not a reformist party with a 
programme of policies to patch up capitalism. 
Name of organisation: The Socialist Party of Great Britain (Ashbourne Court 
Group) 
E-mail address: enquiries@spgb.org.uk 
Website address: www.spgb.org.uk/ 
Postal address: 71 Ashbourne Court, Woodside Park Road, London N12 8SB, UK 
Year of formation: 1991 
Publications: Socialist Studies (50p per issue) 
Aims/Objectives: 
Object: the establishment of a system of society based upon the common ownership and 
democratic control of the means and instruments for producing and distributing wealth by 
and in the interest of the whole community. 
Name of organisation: Bureau of Public Secrets 
E-mail address: knabb@slip.net 
Website address: www.bopsecrets.org 
Postal address: P.O. Box 1044, Berkeley CA 94701, USA 
Year of formation: 1973 
Publications: Situationist International Anthology (texts by the group that 
triggered the May 1968 revolt in France); Public Secrets (collected 
skirmishes of Ken Knabb); occasional leaflets, pamphlets, etc. 
Aims/Objectives: 
“Making petrified conditions dance by singing them their own tune.” 
Name of organisation: Aufheben 
Website address: www.geocities.com/aufheben2 
Postal address: Aufheben, Brighton & Hove Unemployed Workers Centre, PO Box 2536 
Rottingdean, BRIGHTON BN2 6LX, UK 
Publications: Aufheben 
Aims/Objectives: 
The magazine is an attempt to develop revolutionary theory/practice, based on but we 
hope superseding the traditions of the left communists, autonomia and situationists. 
Name of organisation: Processed World Magazine 
Contact Name: Chris Carlsson 
E-mail address: processedworld@yahoo.com 
Website address: www.processedworld.com 
Telephone/Fax number: 415-626-2060 (tel) 415-626-2685 (fax, call first) 
Postal address: 1095 Market Street, Suite 210, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Year of formation: 1980 
Publications: Processed World published 3x/yr. between 1981 and 1994, then once in 
2001 and we plan a new issue this year (2004), currently planned on the theme of “USSA: 
Living in a Dying Empire” but subject to later revision.87 
Aims/Objectives: 
We currently plan to publish occasionally as we see fit, depending on energy, ideas and 
money. The circle of friends around Processed World, which goes back nearly a quarter of a 
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century, has been known to engage in various activities, including art attacks, street theater, 
flyering, attending Big Summits of the Powers that Be to engage in opposition, public 
discussions, postering projects, billboard alteration, subversive advertising campaigns, 
digital lost history projects... and so on and so forth... 
Name of organisation: Freedom Press 
E-mail address: info(at)freedompress.org.uk 
Website address: www.freedompress.org.uk 
Telephone/Fax number: 020 7247 9249 
Postal address: 84b Whitechapel High St, London E1 7QX 
Year of formation: 1886 
Publications: Freedom newspaper, out every 2 weeks, subs £10 claimants, £14 standard, 
write to us for a free copy 
Aims/Objectives: 
Freedom is an independent anarchist publisher. We produce a newspaper, which comes 
out every two weeks, and we publish books on all aspects of anarchist theory and practice. 
We run Britain’s largest anarchist bookshop in East London, house the Autonomy Club 
meeting host an open-access computer suite. As anarchists we work towards a society of 
mutual aid and voluntary co-operation. Our aim is to explain anarchism more widely and 
to show that human freedom can only thrive when the institutions of state and capital have 
been abolished. 
Name of organisation: enrager.net 
E-mail address: admin(at)enrager.net 
Website address: www.enrager.net 
Postal address: enrager, 84b Whitechapel High St, London E1 7QX 
Year of formation: 2003 
Aims/Objectives: 
enrager.net is an online resource about all aspects of anti-capitalism and antiauthoritarianism. It 
contains clear information about basic ideas and history, as well as 
pretty comprehensive listings of groups in Britain, a newswire with both up-to-the-minute 
syndicated news and more detailed analysis, organising tips about how to start a local 
group, produce a newsletter or resist in the workplace, lively discussion forums to link up 
with people in your area, help plan events, and chat about anything from politics to music 
to monkeys, and much more besides. Check it out! 
Name of organisation: Autonomedia 
Contact Name: Jim Fleming 
E-mail address: info@autonomedia.org 
Website address: www.autonomedia.org 
Telephone/Fax number: 718-963-2603 
Postal address: POB 568, Brooklyn, NY 11211-0568 
Year of formation: 1984 
Publications: 300 books 
Aims/Objectives: 
Not-for-profit small press specialized in radical media, politics and culture 
Name of organisation: International Communist Current 
E-mail address: international@internationalism.org 
Website address: http://www.internationalism.org 
Postal address: BM Box 869, London WC1N 3XX 
Year of formation : 1975 
Publications: World Revolution (10 issues/year), International Review (Quarterly) 
Aims/objectives: 
The ICC is an international organisation of the communist left, with sections in 13 
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countries. Our political positions include the rejection of support for ‘national liberation’ 
struggles, participation in elections and support for the trade unions. In the face of 
imperialist war we call for internationalism: the rejection of support for any fraction of 
the bourgeoisie - whether ‘aggressor’ or ‘defender’; for the rejection of pacifism; and for 
the solidarity of the international proletariat and its class war against capitalism and for 
communism. 
Our activity 
1) Political and theoretical clarification of the goals and methods of the proletarian 
struggle, of its historic and its immediate conditions. 
2) Organised intervention, united and centralised on an international scale, in order to 
contribute to the process which leads to the revolutionary action of the proletariat. 
3) The regroupment of revolutionaries with the aim of constituting a real world 
communist party, which is indispensable to the working class for the overthrow of 
capitalism and the creation of a communist society. 
Our origins 
The ICC traces its origins to the successive contributions of the Communist League of 
Marx and Engels (1847-52), the three Internationals (the International Workingmen’s 
Association, 1864-72, the Socialist International, 1884-1914, the Communist 
International, 1919-28), the left fractions which detached themselves from the 
degenerating Third International in the years 1920-30, in particular the German, Dutch 
and Italian Lefts



 

About World in Common 
WE IN WORLD IN COMMON . . . Realize that only through mutual respect and 

solidarity among the groups 
that make up our political sector can we realize our common goals. 
TOGETHER WE HOPE TO ACHIEVE . . . A global network of individuals and groups 
united by our 
opposition to capitalism and the state and by our search for practical alternatives. 
WE HOLD THAT THE FOLLOWING PRINCIPLES . . . represent the common criteria for 
eligibility to 
participate in the World in Common project: 
• Opposition to all forms of Capitalism (past, present, local, global, state or ‘free market’) 
• Its replacement by a classless, moneyless world community without borders or states and based 
upon: 
- common ownership and direct democratic control of the means of production; 
- a free access ‘use’ economy with production geared towards the satisfaction of human 
needs; 
- voluntary association, cooperation and the maximization of human creativity, dignity 
and freedom. 
• A recognition that such an alternative society can only be established democratically from the 
‘bottom 
up’ by the vast majority of people, without the intervention of leaders, politicians or ‘vanguards.’ 
• A commitment to continue the process of contact and cooperation with other groups in our 
political 
sector. This does not mean ignoring that which makes us unique, rather that we should devote 
time and 
energy to building on what we have in common. 
Contact Us: 
World in Common 
Greenleaf Bookshop 
Box 44 
82 Colston Street 
BRISTOL, UK 
BS1 5BB 
E-mail: contact@worldincommon.org
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