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THE EUROPEAN UNION: THERE ARE ALTERNATIVES!

Public lecture given at the University of Trier on 14 May 1992



1. The European Union: A Bird’s-Eye View

The summit meeting in Maastricht 9 - 10 December, last week, is behind us and should leave nobody
in doubt: the European Union 1s coming and quickly. They may have taken out the reference to “federal
goal” to give the British Premier, Mr. John Major, something to show the Conservatives back home.
But they replaced it by “ever closer union” which means exactly that. iLook at the major decisions
taken [1]:

- single currency managed by an independent European central bank at the latest by 1999
and as early as 1997 if seven members meet strict economic criteria; -

- joint foreign policy, unanimity among foreign ministers for foreign policy principles,
“qualified majonty voting” (according to size of country) for implementation;

- defence, the Western European union to become the vehicle for deciding or impleménting
defence policies, compatible with NATQ. Greece to join by 1993;

- majority voting, meaning no consensus needed, nor veto possible, also in labour and
industrial policies, education, public health, environment and energy.

To this should be added one point: the draft treaty for the European union, supposedly everlasting,
has no exit clause [2].

Much attention has been paid to the opt-out clause for Britain, giving it alone the right to decide later
whether and when to join the single currency. But this can also be read another way: the other 11 did
not care enough about having the British with them to yield to Britain at the margin is probably already
a reality.

Nothing new here. Charlemagne’s Europe (770 - 843), Napoleon’s construction (12 - 14 years),
Hitler’s Neuordnung (5 years) were all done without Britain. Abbe Pierre Dubois’ master-plan from
1306, De recuperatione de terrae sanctai, written after the Crusades had been defeated by 1291, is
in another category; Dubois was not a statesman. The continental countries can do without Britain;
they can also do without the Nordic Countries. Being expendable, the political staying power of the
margin is exactly that, marginal.

For a quick recapitulation of forty years of EC history the clock on the next page may be useful, using
the Eurof)ean flag with the twelve golden stars, circled (like wagons) against a dark blue background.
The process started in 1950, at noon, with the Coal and Steel Community, then the Treaty of Rome
with the Communities, the Yaounde-Lome treaties and the outer market with the former ACP colonies,
the European Community, the financing system, a European Parliament, the symbolism of passport-
flag-hymn, the expansion of membership, the Single European Act, and now enters the future:
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9 o’clock, 1993: the inner market;
10 o’clock, 1994-1997: a single currency, a European Central Bank;
11 o’clock, 1998: a European Defence Community (fusing with WEU).

And then, at midnight for some, at bright noon for other: the European Union, encompassing the 12
members, possibly partly minus Britain, but then plus some others (Malta? Austria? Switzerland?
Sweden? Finland? Norway? Hungary?) and all communities and systems. This 1s the process. The
present author may be wrong by a year or two (these predictions were made in 1986), but the general
trend is very clear. And has been clear from the very beginning [3]. |
Today the EC has 340 million or 6% of the world population; in other words a very small minority.
It may be argued that their influence is greater, using a very undemocratic way of reflecting a very
undemocratic world. The members of the white race, mostly living in the north form the Bering Strait
to the Bering Strait, also constitute a minority, of 22 %. In Europe the EC is big, 63 % of Europe
from Brest to Brest, 41 % if we include the (former) Soviet Union. But Europe itself is only'IO %
of the world population. By joining the European Community/ Union one joins a small minority of
the world, but a majority of oid time Europe.

An “ever closer union” is by definition circling the wagons, creatmg fences relative to the rest of the
world. Given GATT and the Uruguay round etc. the economic fences may be much less important
than political, military and cultural fences, and the super-nationalism bound to accompany the union.
Politicians who have not informed their voters about this process are either very badly informed; or
well informed but lying. Either way, and these cases are the rule, they should not be trusted as
navigators in these troubled waters, or as conductors on the “train to Europe”.

2. The European Union and Peace Politics

At this important point a major ambiguity enters in the image of the European Community/Union.
On the one hand the EC/EU is brilliant piece of peace engineering, bringing tagetﬁer in a confederation
former enemies (and not only Germany and her neighbours, but also, for instance, France and Britain)
making war among them almost unthinkable. And on the other hand a federation is taking shape giving
birth to a new superpower with tremendous centralized foreign policy and even war making capacity,
already involved in several conflicts and capable of producing more.

How can a major actor on the world political stage be both peaceful and a threat to peace? Because
a confederation is one of the best formulas there is for peace among states, whereas a federation can
easily become a formule for the opposite.



In a confederation the ties are strong enough for the member states to benefit from equitable symbiosis
and develop a machinery for conflict processing. But they are not strong enough for the confederation
to become a coherent actor on the world scene. |
In a federation the goals of “speaking with one voice” (joint foreign policy) and “acting as one” (joint
defence policy) have been obtained, like in a unitary state. But the federation may actually be even
more free to act on the world scene, given the division of labour between centre and periphery, with
finance, foreign and defence policies handled by the centre.
The federation, according to the founding fathers, was the goal from the very beginning. The EC/
EU ambiguity is nothing new.
The interesting question is the nature of the conflict formations in which the EC/EU will be a party.
The conflicts within need not worry us from the point of view of peace, at least not in the short and
medium terms. The EC/EU has excellent conflict regulation machinery and even a final arbiter in the
~ Luxembourg based European Court, with enforcement mechanisms.
In the longer run there is always the possibility that a federation will become too much of a straitjacket,
unable to contain the century old tensions in Western Europe. To mention only one: the EC/EU bridges
a divide between 3 Germanic/Protestant countries (D, NL, DK) and 6 Latin/Catholic countries (F,
P, E, I, L, B; although the latter is divided); Britain being closer to the former culturally and Ireland
to the latter, Greece being marginal and not only geographically. A German-French rivalry activating
such fault-lines may be more than the criss-cross with Catholics in Germany (Kohl) and Protestants
in France (Delors) might be able to contain. The German economic dynamo will lead to a' demand
for (and eager supply of!) German language competence, till the breaking point comes. People have |
gone to civil wars over less.
However, the major conflict formations with military implications for the short and medium terms
are obviously: |

- in Eastern Europe, with groups defined in ethnic and class terms, discontent with the post
Cold War deals. They will be numerous. '

- in the ACP countries of Africa, Carribean, Pacific with groups protesting old and new,
single and EC/EU joint colonial patterns.

- with Arab/Islamic neighbours. Maghreb, Mashreq, Turkey and beyond.

This 1s not the place to go into any detail with these three conflict formations [4]. They have deep roots
in European history. For the conflict border with Eastern Europe revisit Charlemagne, Napoleon and
Hitler; for the conflicts with the ACP countries consider that 9 of the 12 present member states were
colonial powers, and some still are; and for the conflicts with the Arab/Islamic world remember the
Roman Empire, the Arab/Islamic invasion, like all colomalism legitimated through a civilizing



function, the Crusades, and more recently the Sykes-Picot betrayal, the Balfour Declaration and the
Israel/Palestine syndrome. | | | |
Deeply engraved into European history these conflicts do not go away. They are not solved, only
transformed. The present phase is only one more chapter in these three tales of Western European
expansionism and confrontation with neighbours, accommodating some, at war with others, playing
the former against the latter. The memories are fresh and kept alive on both sides, particularly among
those recently oppressed. There are important class, ethnic and even racial fault-lines running through
the conflicts; not like the intra-Western European where those conflicts were more shallow and
nevertheless found very violent expressions. | '
The military approach will be custon-tailored to the nature of the conflict and the socio-cultural distance
between the parties, probably with (soft) peacekeeping operations for Eastern Europe, (not_So soft)
rapid deployment forces for ACP, and (hard, even nuclear) confrontations with the Arab/Islamic
world. No doubt they will also integrate as a response to European integration.
To this kind of argument, that there is a Janus face to EC/EU peace politics, the response is often that
Nordic countries can exercise an influence, and presumably in a more 'peaceful direction. There are
at least two problems with that kind of position. First, although there certainly are peace forces in the
Nordic countries, including among and inside political parties, it is not obvious that they will be
represented in the key decision-making organs of the EC/EU; the Council of Ministers and the
Commission. And even if they were their weight would be minor with one member each on the
Commission and 14 - 16 votes out of 89 in the Council of Ministers if all Nordic countries are members.
~ To get a law accepted 63 out of 89 would be needed (today 54 out of 76), meaning that the Nordic
countries cannot block anything whereas three of the Big 4 (D, F, GB and I), with 10 votes each, can.
Who are stronger, the Big 4 or the Nordic 5?
Then there is the European Parliament. Here the percentage of the votes given to Nordic countries
is of the same order of magnitude or less, like 15-out of 533, or 3 %. The combined vote of the Nordic
countries would be like 23 million to the present 335 million (340 - the population of Denmark); less
than 10 %. | | |
To this an answer sometimes heard runs as follows. “But all these plans about political and military
union are just something they say and do not really mean” [5]. What made Nordic politicians so
arrogant that they think they know what others mean, and what they do not mean? Or could it be that
they try to keep their voters quiet? Either way, one more case of inadequate politicians. |



3. The Motivation of Nordic Elites for Joining the EC/EU

No study has been made, to my knowledge, of the motivations guiding ruling Nordic elites in this
question, so there is room for some speculation. The plebiscites in 1972 showed a heavy centre-
periphery gradient [6] in the Norwegian case: massive resistance in the periphery, massive acceptance
in the centre. The periphery saw their interests threatened and focused on the local impact of
membership, the centre saw their interests promoted by the EC and focused on Western Europe. They
were more cosmopolitan except for the globalists to whom EC was only a small part of the world.
In short, some voted against membership because the EC was too big, others because it was too small.
Elite motivations today probably include the following:

'[1] To avoid being outside, by the wayside, as “Europe moves on”
[2] To get out of economic stagnation by joining the inner market;
[31 To join a new security system given the vuinerability of NATO;
[4] To feel big by associating Wlth the really Big, not Nordics;

[S] To join and be pa.rt of a Europe running the world again;

[6] To share respon31b1hty for decisions in an mcreasmgly complex and interdependent world
with others higher up;

[71 To enter a community/union with a built-in guarantee against “red” (socialist) and “green”
(environmentalist) experiments;

[8] To prove Western, and more particularly European, allegiance after years of non-
alignment, or critical alignment;

[9]1 To join a technocratic alternative to Nordic democracies;
{10] To join a patriachal alternative to Nordic feminist inroads.

Comments could fill volumes letustry to get down to basics. The fear of loneliness , possibly splendid,
certainly 1solated is based on a misreading of the alternatives, to be explored below.

The truth about the economic effects of the inner market is that nobody knows. Tariff barriers do not
- Influence quality/price ratios in a major way; and they are low anyhow. Non-tariff barriers are
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- important, and the stronger countries/companies will probably gain from access to bigger markets,
having cutting edge capital. The smaller may become periphery districts and daughtef companies.

The merits of joining a security system have to be evaluated against the insecunities produced by that
system. The benefits to Nordic elites inside the EC/EU system, not the least economically as Eurocrats,
are undeniable; but should non-elites pay the costs? And only very few will have the dubious roles '
of running the world.

More important is having somebody high up to blame in a world where much can go, and does got,
wrong. Autonomy will be seriously curtailed given that even EC/EU directives, not to mention the
Treaty of Rome, have priority over even national constitutions. For elites that may be a pro-, not a
counter-argument, however.

To Nordic business elités, worried about the green successors to the red wave that used to challenge
blue, conservative policies, levelling the field of competition by paying lower social and environmental
costs must be most welcome. The four freedoms (of capital and labour, goods and services) are
designed to make capital mobility serve profitability, which may be where labour costs are lowest.
Privatization of the welfare state 1s the consequence.

The last three argumenh'ts are also psycho-political, meaning probably even more important than the
arguments that can be made openly, in public debates, particularly the first five.

Sweden and Finland were non-aligned during a Cold War which was essentially between the United
States and the Soviet Union. There is not doubt that majority sympathy was with the U.S., not with
the S.U. But there were doubts about the real goals of the former and sympathies with the professed
goals of the latter. Moreover, better not antagonize a Soviet Union very close at hand; Finland knew
the consequences. Nonalignment served both countries well, but left some elites with a deficit in
proven Western-ness. With the Soviet Union in demise the basic danger of provocation 1s gone; with
Western Europe rather than the ambiguous U.S. to join there is even a feeling of belongingness.
Questions about Germany (not my argument) are answered by reference to a new Germany contained
" inside the EC/EU. Questions about the world role of the EC/EU as opposed to the internal roles (my
argument) are left unanswered and generally not raised at all, for obvious reasons.

Those who point out, correctly, that there is a serious democracy deficit in the very technocratic EC/
EU construcuon, and a serious feminist deficit (not to be confused with the proportion of women at
various levels in the EC/EU hierarchy) might do well to contemplate that these could be important
pro-arguments for male elites tired of democratic “meddling” and feminist critique. Men who would
otherwise escape into the corporate world might find in the EC/EU a highly attractive political
“alternative; a Boys’ Club. | '



4. Alternatives to EC/EU Membership

The basic point to be made under this heading is alternatives as a noun in plural. No single political
community has a domain and a scope as broad and as deep as the European Community, with the
exception of the Soviet Union (too late to join) and the United States (too early?). But the point about
EC membership is that foreign policy options will be reduced; the optimists might say “to the least
common denominator acceptable to all” and the pessimists would say “to the policies acceptable to
at least 3 of the Big 4”.

Here 1s a list of alternatives, in the sense of being complementary, economic and political options:

[1] A focus on one’s own country, using tariff and non-tariff barriers, and a separate
currency, as instruments, producing as much as possible using national, even local factors;
particularly for the basic human needs for adequate food, clothes and housing;

[2] A focus on Nordic construction, blowing new life into the very successful Nordic
construction [7}, learning from the European Community how to build confederations;
even taking steps toward a Nordic Union knowing that its limited size and only indirect
involvement so far in serious conflict formations will make this step very innocuous
relative to the moves decided in Maastricht;

[3] A focus on the European Com'munity/_Union, with trade agreements, exchange of
observers and in general the best possible relations to the big (and growing) neighbour to
the South; short of membership. The EC/EU wants to have relations to all other parts of
the world, so do the Nordic countries.

[4] A focus on Eastern Europe, on the whole belt of countries from Finland in the North *to
the Balkans in the South, between the European Community/Union and the
Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS). Geo- and euro-political interests would be
well served by having a dynamic zone in-between with good relations in both directions.
As the situation is today the former and the upcoming superpowers are getting dangerously
close to each other with German/EC de facto expansion to the East (Poland,
Czechoslovakia) and the Southeast (Slovenia, Croatia), and also to the Islamic South
(Bosnia, Kosovo, Turkey and six Islamic, former Soviet Republics). At the same time there
is a North-South continuum of cultural kinship, with economic ties to benefit from, to
revive and to construct. Not all relations in Europe are East-West.

[S] A focus on the CIS, not only because it is big and because it is there and because it needs
‘help, but also because very good relations can be built to a giant economy and policy
almost sure to make some kind of come-back. CIS is now in a state of infancy, meaning



that memories are sharp and long. The EC/EU and the U.S. try to make maximum use of
that principle through emergency aid. Joint Nordic efforts might be even more welcome
having fewer strings attached, and the comparative advantage of proximity.

[6] A focus on the U.S. and Japan, two countries almost predestined to be on a collision
course with the EC/EU, the former because of political/military interests, not having many
economic interests to lose, the latter because of economic interests, not having many
political/military interests to lose. There will be ample space for Nordic countries, singly
or combined, to steer a middle course, being “reasonable Europe”. The same applies very
~much to the relation to Islamic countries. | ' |

[7]1 A focus on the Third world, meaning the whole Third world with no preference to the ACP
system. Like for Eastern Europe and for the Soviet Union: the best way of helping is by
giving Third world countries challenging tasks, meaning ordering sophisticated goods and
services. To do so requires economies not able to produce all such products

themselves. For the EC/EU, highly self-sufficient in sophistication, it would be difficult to
extend this kind of true help being so self-sufficient; for the Nordic countries more easy.

[8] A focus on the United Nations, emphasizing small power politics and the interests of the
underprivileged against the veto powers; promoting the peaceful functions of the UN
against those who want to use the UN for warfare.

The alternative to membership in the EC/EU is not any single one of these but all eight; the alternative
is the complete set. |

But can Nordic countries not do this as members of the EC/EU? The answer is No. Not a single one
“of these policy options would be available as EC/EU member. The inner market has to be
homogeneous, with no major reason why Nordic cooperation has not progressed (Denmark is EC
member since 1973). Needless to say, membership excludes having a good free trade agreement.
Separate policies relative to Eastern Europe, the Soviet Union, the U.S. and Japan are of course
excluded; these will be matters of major concern to be decided centrally in the EC/EU, and at the
highestlevel. And the same goes for UN policy in general, and any challenge of the double veto enjoyed
by the EC/EU 1in particular. | | | |

In short, joining the EC/EU is to curtail in a most serious manner Nordic foreign policy options. There
will be more power behind the foreign policy course ultimately steered by the EC/EU. But what does
that help if the course 1s wrong,' like it can be argued in the case with the EC/EU Yugoslavia policy?
Recognition of Slovenia no problem, but of Croatia with not guarantee for the Serbsin Croatia in place,
hoping the UN will sort it out?
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" ECO-LOGIC AND POLITO-LOGIC: ARE THEY COMPATIBLE?

- Public lecmte given at the Universi_ty of Trier on 9 December 1 992
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1. ‘The Problem of Adequatio =

- "I‘hebaste problem tobedtscussed herehasarather general formulaﬂon Aproblemappearsonthe

| - political agenda, remedtea are proposed but, are they adequate to the problem" This should notbe _.
- confused with efﬁcacy whether the remedres in fact are up to the problems Adequaeytsanecessary .
o but not sufﬁcrent condition for efﬁcacy it is more like relevance. If a car breaks down calling a

mechanic i is adequate, but does not neeessanly work. Kicking the car m anger can hardly be said to
~ be adequate althou gh the level of efﬁcacy may be qtute htgh ifthe nght pomts are affected Adequacy |
. presupposes theory. | - - |
‘Then an example more relevant to the theme of this paper. A does violence to B physztcal (mcludm g
' | ' sexual) wolenee to B’s body, psychologlcal violence to B’s psyehe Or economic vrolenee to B’s

o livelihood!. This constitutes an A-B relation between perpetrator (A) and victim (3)2 socially defined _.

by the violence. However, what then happens in soc1a1 reahty in Western, or generally State-based

- soc1et1es, is that S, the State enters and transforms A-Btoan A-S relatton B, the victim, tends to
-~ be: forgotten the assumption bemg thatBhasbeenwrse enough totakeoutmultlple msuranee, building

B _'_f-B-I relatlons ( may or may not- be underwritten by the State) [ may end up pumshmg Aandi

- ‘compensating B, meaning that the A-—B relation becomes vacuous, except for a court eneounter3

o ThlscannowbeamlysedmtermsofprotectmgAfromtherancourandvengeaneeofB ofprotectmg_ :

B from havmg to administer that vengeance, of protecting both of them from the pam of direct -

o - _eonfrontatlon partlcularly after physwal (mcludlng sexual) assault But there is another analyms. ?_

- Jesus Christ d C) says (Matthew 25: 40, 45): “When you did it to these my brothers you were domg '

o it to me' » and “When you refused to help the least of these my brothers you were refusmg help to

- me”. In other words although not transformmg an A-B relation (positively defined in the 25:40,

. negatwely in 25:45) to an A-JC relatron opening for the transformatrons mentioned if we assume the
- _State to be a successor to Christ in a seculanzmg world. ‘That Jesus Christ is establishing himself as .
~_above others, an instance of highest accountability, or as a medium in which all relations are acted =

'out is elear4 That the state is domg or attempted somethmg similar is clear. That there should be

N '_ ‘a relation of isomorphism wrthm Westem civilization between sacred and secular stands to reason;
- with rex gratia dei and vox populi, vox dei in-between>, | R | '_
~ The question of adequatio can now be raised: is the new, oraddttronal relatron relevant asa rernedy"

~ tothe problem of violence, leaving aloneits efficacy? Does healmg the relation to ] esus Chnst through |
o confemon repentanee and forgweness heal the relatton to the victim? Does paying a fineto the State

N or domg time in the prison of the State oompensate the victim adequately, rebuild the persona]rty of
the perpetrator and improve their joint karma" A’s re].auons to J C and S may perhaps 1mprove But
how about the relations to BO? | |
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2. On the Logic of Ecological Degradation

o | Gwen a Nature-Productlcn-Consumptlon cycle the bas1c loglc is clearly seen. Nature generously gives
raw materialsto Production for transformation (processmg) and eventual end use, let uscallit medlated
(through productrcn) consumption; and to Consumptlon for nnmedlate consumptrcn (examplesbeing
-' breathing, water from wells and springs-not bottled water-fruits and berries, etc.). Production gives
: mdustnal waste back to Nature, and ConsumPtron gives hcusehold waste both havmg coneewed of :
- Natureasa garbage heap, a junk-yard. A poor deal! | | -
~ . Inand by itself this is not serious. Nature might have been able to hand]e the problem grven her :
transfcrmatwn capability, break:mg down compIex compoundsinto the simple (1-120 COy, CH4 with -

~ some N-, 'S-, P- and K-based compounds) ‘But today that does not work because of the presence of

- synthetic organic and anorganic ccmpounds, beyond the breahng-dcwn capablhty of rank-and-file
‘enzymes. Industrialization at work, in other words. Thus, Nature can no lcnger renew herself with
cyc11031 processes, and becomes a victim of the hnemty of depletrcn and pollutlon emptymg Nature -

of raw materials, returning non-degradable waste. |
" In addition, human beings are less motivated to come to the rescue of Nature when her automatic
- defence against ecolo grcal degradatlon breaks down. The distance from cause to effect, or from

- perpetrator to victim, is too great with today s Nature- Productton- Consumptmn cycles spanning the :

whole globe What happens may be visible locally But the ccnnectlon between economic action in
 different comers of the world becomes too abstract Ccmercrahzatwn at work, in other wcrds '

" ~ Butif mdustnahzatrcn and ecmrnercrahzatlcn arethe two major forces behind the tremendous ; increase

In eco-degradatlcn in recent generatrcns7 then one conclusion might be to de-indu stridlize and de- |

' commercialize, using more bio-degradable and renewable material to sustam the cychcal nature of
natural processes , -and more local or national economic cycles to facilitate control by human agency. '
. Greenpoliciescantoa large extent be identified with these approaches But such policies, very contrary '
~ totheidea of progress as measured by the gross domestic product are not practised today, twenty years

~ after the Stockholm 1972, and in the year of the Rio UNCED, conferences3.

In the meantime eeo-degradatlcn finds new forms. Here is one overview of major eco—catastrophes |
 using cross-tabulation of the shallow eco-vanables “depletwn and pollutmn with the deeper eco-

,_ ) *\f'anables9 “dwersrty and symbmsrs "

" 'Tab_le'- 1. Major ccc;camstmphes:z

Decreasing diversity . o o Decreasmg symbmsrs

 Imcreasing blodlversrty decrease . ozone layer problem
depletion = - genetic erosion _ - deforestation//desertification
. Increasmg S glcbal wamung | ~ human overpopulaticn- .

pollutrcn I toxrc po]lutron IR . toxic pollution



B Someclass:ﬁcatlon maybedtscussedlo Butthe senousnessof the srtuattonlsveryclw Moreover .
| these areonly some of theproblems dtseuwed today Depleuon/polluuon eon:tmue affectmg dwersrty/ -
- ,symbtomsandtherebyeco-resﬂtenoe S S . |
. Itistempting totrytospeculateahttlebasedouthmTable, trymg.“to make g_u_wﬁse_sabouttheproblems-
o 'oftomormw o . B | e o
- | Thus, the Table is an effort to see eoologleal remhenee in terms of dwers:lty (m both blota and ablota) o
N ‘and symbroms An eco-system hlgh on both is in pnncrple robust mature, able to resist msults '
produemg and reproducmg all the ime. | . | -
| 'Then two msults are deﬁned Aepleuon and polluuon Human overpopulauon wﬂl probablyi
oounteract most efforts to decrease the depletlou deforestatlon for wood for burmng and oookmg bemg o

- . B '. "-one example But how about pollutlon? | " | | .
o -,Depletlon is above all a threat to diversity, and po]luuon above all a threat to symbmsrs by tampermg_-

N -_.w1th the delicate mechamsms underlymg these processes, photosynthesas being a majorexample Two- .

o _types ef polluuon not mcluded in ttns Table and in the current debate eome to mmd posmbly very

o _Thus, _mdioactwe pollution relwsed through the use of ﬁssron and fuszon processes fm- mﬂlm

L (testmg) and civilian (energy) purposes might be the kind of msult unpacung on symbtotlc potentlals |
o Mechamcal factors, like cutting down forest, or deplenon through burmng, would work onthequantity

o '_ef photosynthesrs chemtcal and radloacﬁve polluuon oould work on mtra-molecular and mtra—atorme- .

| '_'_.*faetors o | |
L B And the same uught apply to electromagnetlc wave pellutmu If ultravrolet rays oommg through the
- ozone holqare dangerous, then how about the electromagnetlc waves of teleeommumeauon? Arewe
. really to believe that they have no 1mpaet on life in general, from micro-organisms (mcludmg virus) "
o humans” ‘Who studies such assumptions even before there is any evidence? N
 Letus nowtryoneformulatlontoeapturetheesseneeofttus trendtowardeeoclde" museﬂ,em B
- - -eonclusrou of a group of German eoologrstsl 1. : Nature seco—lagrc (except for catasa'ophes) is baszcally :
o -:_'cychcal human- madeeco-logrc inan mdusmahzmg/comeraathg world zsbaszcally lmear More o
B h parucularly, there is increasing polluuon and depleuon because the former eannot compensate forthe -
e latter. In addrtton the cychcal relation between human causes (the perpetrators) and human effects

: (the wcums) is bmken beeause the effects can be dlsplaeed far away in S°°131 spaee (19""3" classes e

_' | .eastBS outgroups), in geograpmcal Space and in time (major changesmtheehmate fori mstanoe such -
~ asa global warming of +2. 5C will ta]r.e 40 years; +5C ‘maybe one hundred years the cnhcal '.
B borderlme bemg at +1 5C12) ‘There is no 1mmed1ate feedback from human victims to human

"_ perpetrators 'I1usalso apphes to humanlond asaparasrteonGataasawhole non-humaunature may '-
| react in ways humans do not understand except when directly hit by (toxlc) polluuon and ruatenal. |
- scarcity due to deplenon So serious a situation, and yet so little aetlon But why? |

~Another formula: this is a cybernetic system with very poor negative feedback mechanisms. W .

- 'readmgs not bemg promoted shallow readmgs in terms of polluuon and depletion wzll be used .
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depos1tmg pollutants and fetchmg scarce matenals from ever father away HJgh knowledge of '“
disastrous effects is cancelled by very low synchromc (soc1a1 and geographlcal space) and dlachromc_ |
?(nme) empathy/solidarity. The conclusion seems inescapable: only by closmg these cycles, bringing -
cause and effect, perpetrator and victim closer, will remedtes emerge. | |
In pnnclple it is not difficult to see how this can be done. Cause and effect can be brought closer to
each other by contracting the economic cycles, as mentioned above If both are within the horizon -
‘the unguided human mind will more easily comprehend what is gomg on, and can act upon the cycle.
If we now assume that this actually is human practtee then eeo—problems with both local causes and
loeal effects would already have been reduced, a key reason why human farmsteads for local
'productlon have survived asan institution. Butlocal causes with global effects global causeswithlocal
effects, not to mention global causes with global effects would not be eliminated, and they are thekinds -
of eoo—problems that show up in Table 1. It should be noted however that “global” means notlung
but “same looal cause” or “same local effect” many places. Global is an aggregate not sui generis;
-_even the ozone hole is a sum, of local ozone holes, granted that there may be synergles S -
Perpetrator and victim can also come closer to each other by bmldmg down A-S relations and BI
relahons The purpose would not only be to confront the perpetrator with “look what you have done

to me”; but also to enter an A-B dialogue to 1dent|fy remedies, - what can be done about it”. A
preeondtnon is mutual awareness; mth B understandmg A’s suﬁ'enng and A understandmg why B

| engaged in those prachees The thesis would be that both of them havea potentlal awareness brought

-' about by experience for whlch no abstract theory can be a substttute moreover, they potentlally -
compiement each ether seemg only one side of that praxls Together they tmght arrive at deep -
'remedles 1mp1'ov1ng their joint karma13 a theme to be taken up later. - _
The extreme casein closeness between perpetrator and v:tctlm isidentity; the extreme in brmgmg cause

_and effect closer to each other is also tdenttty, wlth the effect impacting d,‘l.t'ectl:,r on the cause. An_' B

example of the former may be active smokin g; wtth the smoker playing both roles Of course, there
is also passive smoking, with the v1ct1m bemg so close enough to the perpetrator(s) that the smoke
.has not cleared. Aeeordmg to the theory the less extended the cycle the htgher the chances of the cycle -

| repmnng itself; a theory that seems relatwely well confirmed by the decrease in smokmg in population . -

groups more hkely to have received the caneer/ emphysema message Other populatlon groups, such -
"as young women in developmg eountnes may shll be under the mfluenee of other messages usmg o
smoking as entrance ticket to adult society. o o o
In this case the smoker him/herself closes the - v1c10us cucle in other eases the VICIOHS elrcle eould -
' be constructed. A water-pipe bringing downstream water mto the du'ector s office, and downwind air "
_’mto the alrcondltlonmg would have an impact on his declsaon-malong, amphﬁed when used durmg ~
meetings of the board of dlrectors Underlylng this would be an assumptlon of enllghtened self- |
interest. Like i m the smoker case the perpetrator becomes the victim of his own toxic pollutlon |
If heisnot, sothe theory goes the suffering of others has to work throu gh enhghtened oﬂter-mterest”
Capttallsts in sem:h of consumers, and governments in search of voters know what that means But '



. - even wrth no vested mtereat hlowledge of effects and empathy with the vrctlms not to mentlon the
o 'preduct of the twe rnay still “stu' slugglsh censclencee (Gandhi) . .

3. On the Logic of Political Action

__'Sefarwehavefocusedenthedragnesmefﬂleproblemefeco-degradatrm mththeobvrouspmgnesrs N
_'that this is going to deteriorate mte eco-(sui)cide unless there is a course correction, and even fairly

S00. Above we have exammed some of the cendrtlens for eco—cycle self-healmg, the key word being

- clcseneas But faﬂmg this altematwe human agency is needed Where does it comes from, and what
s the pehto—loglc camed in the baggage of petentlal actors? Does it possess adequatie‘? - |
. We shallhmrt this discussion to “modem” society, assuming that this society is culturally based en'

state logic, capital logic and plain Western (Aristotelian) logic. Stmctura]lyas:lml]m tripartite dmsrcn
~also applies, between two pillars, State and Capital and then the Civil Society: People with their

R eeuntless asseclatrens and orgamaatmns Each modem eountry has all three. In the world system they -

_'  méet therr oppostte numbers from other countnes, eenshtutmg 1GOs, mtematmnal gevernmental' 3
e organizatlens reglenal erfunctlonal with the UNon top; transnatlonal corperatmns, TNCs and IPOs, .

* international people“‘s ergamzatmns by some referred to as nongcvemmental organizations. What is
o :theu' pohte-legrc and wh1ch pohto-logrc(s), if any, have adequatm relative to the eco-problems‘? |

 Let us first state that all three sectors consist of human beings, that there are perpetraters and victims

: S -everywhere (such as polluters wrth heuseheld waste in c1v11 socrety), that there are causes and. effects |

R everywhere and hlcwledge and empathy everywhere Nc sector is perfectly good er perfectly bad 3 '* E

. they are mrxes of gcod and bad in empmcal and petentlal reahty

: Hewever that bemg said most causes and perpetrators are found i n Caprtal and most vlctlms and [ |

- effects in le Society, partlcularly in remote niches in socral and geographrcal space, and time. The
o -eee-legreal thmg to do would beto bring tegeﬂler CEOs and some others from Capltal with the victims
 from Civil Socrety, as happened wrth Minamata vlctrms of mercury pcrsenmg, wlth victims ef the_ o

L B jWerld Bank snumereus dam projects, etc. The questlen is, how sheuld such encountersbe conducted?

. Cannotevenbe attempted answered before“scmethmg is said about State loglc Capital logic: and what
-we perhaps mrght srmply call Peeple leglc as they w111 meet each ether wrth different deep
| | : _*'If StatelegtcrsbuﬂtareundPewerand CaprtalloglcarcundMeney, then hewahouttheroqsefPeeplc' .
. .legre‘? Let us try Basic Needs, Spelhng them out as a quartet of survival, wejlbemg, freedem and.
~identity (antonyms mertahty, merbrdrty, _repressren and ah.‘;'.:rrat:ten)14 and see where that leads us. '

: - The three centrepreces do not exclude each other but certainly have an awkward and partzally -
o centradrctory reiatrenshrp that is the essenee of much of social science. They can safely beassumed =

| -_'m try te manmrze the level ef Pewer Meney, andBasm Needs (sattst‘act:lcn) respectnrely Hew-' '



~ever, power may be used to protect Citizens and to Repress even kill them, Money may get back to

" the Clients, used for livelihood but also be extracted, remaining on top; People’s wish to survive with

‘aminimum of well-being and freedom may put therm on a collision course with State Capltal or both;
and they may seek identity in Civil Society, national or mtematlonal rather than with State or Caprtal

" No clear formula emerges, at most, unstable ethbna - -

A glance at Table 1 informis us that all four basic needs are endangered meamng that human bemgs

o in their totality are endangered This is clearly the case for survival and well-being, _to the point of

- humanity behaving in an ecosulcldal manner. But under such circumstances freedom will also be
- curtailed. And even with no estimate of how much of our identity derives from sensing the nature
around us, eco—degradatlon probably affects mind and spmt and not only our bodres in ways S0 far

~ unknown.,

"~ So people react in self-defence and their reactions will be to shout “St0p it!” to Cap1ta1 and “Help |

- us!” to State. If the State runs Capital the double cry wﬂl have the same addressee The questton IS |
whether they can provrde adequatio. * |
State logic is based on power (le. force) monopoly, more partlcularly as ultimate power over non-
 State power relations inside and between countries. Any direct deal struck between Capital perpetrators
 and Civil Society victims would be watched Jealously by State lest that power monopoly should be

) threatened

\ " The mclmatton would be for State to bnng eco-problems on normal form meaning transformmg the "

o relation Caprtal-People to a relation Capital-State, possibly compen sating People form State (or

o ‘Insurance), playing the double role as I’état gendarme and Pétat provident. The fine tumng of these .

| transactions would be left to the guardians of normal form Power, the lawyers.

- But then there is an inter-country state-system today orgamzed accordmg to New World Order logic .

* with a number of hegemons presided over by the hegemons’ hegemon, the U.S.; and themselves

N presrdmg overmner and outer penphenes ‘Major debates and decisions havetoreﬂect this h1erarchleal' _'

.~ order.

. 'Capltal logtc is based on caprtal monopoly, not in the sense of handlmg all money (State and People
- meaning households, may handle equal or larger amounts), but in havin, g major leverage over motney

L dynamism (an interventionist State, e.g,, practising keynesianism may play some of the same role,

but People only when organizing mass strikes, boycotts etc. ). Direct deals with People, and
.pa.rucularly wrth victims are not impossible if they can have a posmve impact on the money flow.

Compensation to victims may hurt ﬁnancrally, but not compensatlon even more. Cuttmg out, or

* modifying production processes and/or products that are ecolog1cally harmful may also hurt '
financially, but not doing so even more. Heavy negative and positive public i 1mages derive from €Co-
“behaviour, all of them money-convertible. |

'_ _The inclination would be for Capital to bnng eco-problems on normal form, meaning transformmg -

s the relation Caprta.l-Pmple to a relation Caprtal—S tate, even as pumsh ment (but preferably as

| compensation for modlﬁcatton) if in monetary form (fines), and not, for instance, as imprisonment. !
- Or strll worse, o the psyche by confronting the CEOs with the impact of their eoo—cnme on concrete :
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- people. Or, niuch worse: by letting they themselves suffer the consequences. of their malpracticel 3,
- Thefine pnnt of these complex transactmns wﬂl be left to. the specmhsts on normal from Capital, cost- -
benefit neo-classical econonnsts
_ But then there is an inter-country Capltal system of world transactlons some of them inside TNCs;
~ hierarchical and not easﬂy controlled by Inter-State or Inter-People orgamzatlens Operating standards
~ maybe ad_] usted to the power of State and/or People locally, and become very violent when both are
| Thus Staie logic and Capltal logic are not meompanble but even mutua]ly reinforcing. Capltal gives
S tate what State wants: ultimate authority, including the power to inflict monetary pain. State gives
Capital what Capital needs, exoneration from guilt Thereisno painful faee—to—faee confrontation, with
highly emotional charges that in addition carry con s:derably more than a grain of truth, posslbly' |

aecompamed by threats of physical vengeance (orat least so perceived by the perpetrators) Instead,

" the confhet is acted out in cool board and court rooms, in the professmnal discourse of two well selected_
. disciplines, and with experts chosen from scientists mfermed by the same scientific 1o gic (atomlstlc :

- deductive, contradiction-free, disciplined to stay within the discourse of one d13c:1phne) that produced '

intellectual underpinnings for industrialization and commercialism. Capltal is helped getting off the
~ hook; and no new ep:stemelogy (hohstlc dialectic) is called upon. | B
_ There are, of course, strong structural forces backmg up this “deal of the century”. Class is operatmg -
" ina deuble sense, both at the level of the Prince and the Merchant, the supreme wi€lders of the power
of force and the power of money; and at the level of homo academicus10 as an interlockin g network

~ of two conservative (in the sense of conserving) academic professions, lawyers and eeenennsts

- protective of State and Capital respectively; both of them often mtelhgentma rather than (free- --

' - speaking) mtellectuals And People: demoblhzed

Thus, not much is to be expected if the system has been depnved of the most effectwe lever for self- .
healing. But we shall return to that eptlon in section 4 below. | |

‘The workings of intra-country State loglc islowon adequatio glven the transfennation of the wolenee
relation. And eeo—cnme like crime in general isa form of violence, agamst non-human and human

~ nature. But what ]ﬂﬂd of violence, direct, structural and/or cultural? The argument made here wouldﬂ '

 be essentla]ly direct. But the State-Capital alliance will try to transform it into structural violence, as
N _- somethmg “global” that just happens built into the system, unintended and. werhng with long time

 lags; thereby again getting capltal off the hook legally speaking. But a glance at Table 1 suffices to
inform us that in most cases some are more directly re3pon51ble than others, and even if harm 18

- unintended the ammmt of eco—pubhmty available makes unawareness (nearly) 1mp0531b1e

~ Inthe mter-State system the situation is not better. There is everwhelmmg evidence that the major
‘perpetrators are found in the hegemon countnes US-EC/EU-J apan-Russia, and partlculaﬂy the U.S.;
less so-in India and Chinal”. To point this out in an IGO conference is a modern equivalent of lese

~ majeste. Hence IGO foraare ill-suited to identify clearly the geegraphy of partlcularly eco-degrading

eeo-cycles a major reason for their use since artlculatmn can be controlled, if not eeo«degradatlen
- - On the ether hand, such fora may be well suited to mcnmmate the lesser fry ameng ceuntnes
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particularly the former socialist counmes when they were down on therr knees. In thls therl is also
a fallacy of misplaced concreteness: in the socialist countries with low world trade cause and effect
showed up in the same county; eaprtahst countms hlgh on trade know how to export the problems
by spinning world-wide eco-cycles. = S | SR
Cap1ta1 will demand cost-benefit analysis, trymg to mlmnuze the costs and maximize the beneﬁts when
they calculate the fines, compensatlon payment and bad reputation among the costs to be mcluded in
any budget-process Increased costs can be pushed onto employees, customers or written off as
investment costs, particularly if the product has low demand elasticity. Compames with a more eco- .
ﬁ'rendly produotlon process will be rewarded by less fines and, hence, higher Q/P (quatlity over price -

ratios)13, Butin many branches the companies will tend to use about the same technology meaning

that they are all punished equally and there are no market advantages to reap from honing individual

skills. Rather, collecnve bargaining (meamng lobbymg) will be the hkely response. |
In the international arena the TNCs hold one basic key to adequatio: if they cover raw material f
location and excavation, processing, and sales pomts in other words the economic cycle, the they

control the whole eoo-cycle knowing its composmon and its prec:tse geographwal topology. But why - |

'should they if perceived costs exceed perceived benefits? More hkely, the TNC will be used to sl'uft -
operations, and have sales points surface where the taxation structure is proplttous and locate the
pl'OduCthﬂ points where eco-regulations are acceptable .

In saymg this there is no denial that parts of the eoo-problems probably may be addressed by' -
internalizing the negative externalities depletton and pollution in monetary terms and let the depleters o
and polluters pay. However, the condition is, of course, that the money made available is used for, -
say, altematwe technologles, mcludmg cleanmg—up technology | |

4.0n the Logic of Non-Violent Perpetrator-Victim Relations

We are now back to the pomt of departure building 1mprovement on the relatlon that went very wrong,
1mprovmg the karma at its worst point, s0 to speak. Generally speaking this is assumed to be in the |
Caprtal—People relatton granting the numerous excepttons What encounter format would have
adequatio? . |
Two paradigms will be discarded nght away as madequate Chnsttan paradlgm eonfessxon of sin,
repentance, forgiveness Legal paradigm: confession of crime, adjudication, fine, quits. |
‘The Chnsnan paradigm may internalize norms, but 1s madequate because by presupposmg faith in
divine presence and intervention . The legal peradtgm may institutionalize norms protectmg themwith

high likelihood of punishment. However by not mternahzmg norms against eco-crimes, the para-
digm may even engender cost-benefit mentality, and mafia- -style behaviour.An alternative paradtgm .

| nught mclude the fonomg steps that can be enacted both before and after an eco—cnme e
| | | | | o | 19



Step 10 _' The victim makes pubhc a eonsequence—analysrs of the eoo-relevant aetron aad
| ~ presents it to the perpetrator | | |

. Step 2. The victim invites a dralogue about altematrve actton trymg to ta]re into aceount
| o all perpet:rator motives; | /

' Step 3: Vrctrm and perpetrator together desrgn alternatwe courses of actton but notat
_ the expense of new 'vrctrms, | | | '

R | | Step 4: Faﬂrng step 3 civil' drsobedrenee is launched_;
| Step §:  Failing 'step"_2 demonstrations.etc. are launched;

| Step6:  Failing _steplth_eState s called pon.

At all these pomts the vremn can be Jomed by any group of eoncerned crtlzens But the victims also -

‘have to be present

" The purpose behmd this paradlgm of actron would be to brmg home to the perpetrator that the o
 livelihood of concrete human beings is at stake, and that these human beings may have been absent
| .:_ fromthe perpetrator s analyses because of remotenessin socral and/or geographical spaee Awareness
- of vrcttms remote in time may be enhanced by brmgmg in children, by definition with glgher stake -
inthe future as pohtreal agents (but only if their eonscrousness level is sufficient). Awareness of harm

~ done to non-human life may be enhanced by bringing in that endangered or mutilated life. At any rate,
+ " the perpetrator if the plan has been enacted, will not be spared eonfrontatron with the (umntended

one presumes) effects of the action. But again, unmtended is not the same as unaware. The very fact

: that such consequences are coneealed by deceptive practices and double standards, or by externahty- |
bhnd economistic discourses, may itself be taken as indication of some inner awareness. -
B Fora dralogue to take place there has to be some shared drscourse To cross international hngurstrc o

bordersisno problem compared wrth the border between common language and a discipline language

a where everythm g has been transformed and brought on “normal” form to facﬂrtate mtra-drscrpﬁhary' ' |
precision and commumcauon These goals are laudable But in a democraey anyone with power, f
~ including cultural power (or “academic eapltal” as Bordieu would have said) has to make him/herself
- 'aecountable This presupposes a language comrnumty, and the burden of mtelhgrbrhty rests on homo- "

aeadermeus

- Without this direct link perpetrator—vrctrm the future loolrs bleak With 1t even madequate remedres

may gain in adequatro |
The case for this assertton can perhaps be built as follows.

In principle this process should haveavery conscientizing rmpact on perpetratorand victimalike. They .
| should be able to 1earn from each other, seerng the total cause-effect cyele that they ﬂtemselves make

P ]
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a cycle through their dialogue. If at all possrble key perpetrators and v1ct1ms should partlclpate not
their representatives, such as their lawyers. | :
The dialogue will also be mobilizing, for good and for bad. Both partles are hkely to exit form the
encounter resolved to do something. If human suffermg carries more conviction than blue-pnnts
sanitized for any possible communication of suffering the victims may win. some of Capital overto
their side. - e . |

The element of confrontation is certamly there from the begmnmg But thlS may be a prelude to a meta—
confrontation, possibly making Capital a divided house agamst itself. | |
And this is where the real struggle starts. A condition is probably that there are alternatives, in the
sense that alternative courses of action, acceptable to both sides, can be defined (a solar park and
massive investment in biomass converters instead of a dam?). People of all kinds tend to accept
problems more readily when rernedtes are avaﬂable . .
Fifth, one could imagine at the end of this process a vrctrm-perpetrator alhance resolved to work
together along eco-compatible lines. And rf that happens, the can certainly be said to have been

improved; with the warning that processes like the one described may have to be repeated, even quite

frequently to take form roots. Butif they do a basis for that eluswe sustamable development may have
been lat d. - ; e

Notes

1. The list is an effort to mirror the three classwal categories of crimes: for gam, bodtly
- violence as sexual crimes. Here they all appear as types of uolence '

2. The German word “Verursacher pomts to eausahty, A as the cause of a (negat:we) effect
in B; and “Verbrecher pomts to the breaking of a norm. The Enghsh perpetrator
carries less mterpretatlons | |

3. And even th_zit may be left to the lawyers and the i’! s_tlranee company agents.

4.  For further indications in the same direction‘ see Matthew 10:35-40, particuldrly 10:37:
“If you love your father and mother more than you love me, you are not worthy of bemg
- mine; or if you love your son and dau ghter more than me, you are not worthy of being
- mine”. Also see Matthew 12:48-50, partrcu]arly 10:50: “Anyone who obeys my Father in
heaven is my brother sister and mother”. Jesus Christ is in all relatrons one way or the
other, so is the totalitarian state

S.  For an elaboration of this in the case of humian rights, see Johan Galtung, “The University
- of Human Rights Revisited: Some Less Applaudable Consequenoes of the Human Rights

Tradrtron in Eide and Hagtvet eds Human Rights in Perspectwe- A Global
Ament Oxford: Blackwell, 1992
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See the author’s Fengselssamfunnet (The Pnson Commumty), Oslo:
Universitetsforlaget, 1957, for an effort to analyse the reasons why imprisonment does
not lead to any character improvement (but possibly to deteneratmn) , in addition to

'buﬂdmg a wall ('hterally speakmg) between perpetrator and victim. Of course, the |
literature highly entlcal of both the 1nd1v1dua1 and general prevenuon doctrines is today
. enormous. | S | -

Thus, of the depletion of the most elementary basis for our livelihood, air, water, soil,
biodiversity and nutrients in gener’al‘ during the last 300 years more than half took place
during the last 30 years. On tenth of the nme one half of the negatrve 1mpact See -
footnote 11 for reference T o |

. - The gross demestlc product is, mdeed based on the total flow of goods and services .
produced by the economy over a specified time period, by valuing the output at market

~ prices, excluding all intermediate products, counting only goods used for final

consumption (The Penguin chtmnary of Economics, Londen Pengum 1987 p. 1 8 1)

- Thus proeesmng and marketmg are key conshtuents

10.

»

The shallow—deep distinction is taken from the semmal work of the founder of the deep ,
eeolegy mevement Prefessor Ame Naess.

Thus is human overpopulatron also known as the populatmn explesron a form ef

'pollutren‘? From an andlrope-cenme pomt of view perhaps not, from a gaia-centric
position eertamly Moreover, the pOpulatmn explosren has certam similarities with thee eX

N o ploswe growth of cancer cells i in the society of cells that make up, for instance, a hu

man body, meludmg the metastasis. Human overpoptﬂatlen thus, leads to parasitism -

~ rather than symbiosis, human beings giving less back to the non-human environment than

they take out. |
Global warmmg is here seen as thermle pollutron if the result is massive ﬂoedmg it wﬂl

" -also decrease diversity. Whether “greenhouse- gases” have that effect, and whether ezone

layer holes are caused by CFCs from spray-cans and fndges or from, for instance, from

| - space-ships and rockets burning holes and leaving gases behind, remain to be seen.
A distinction is made between decreasing bio-diversity and genetic erosion, the _former_

~ affecting the number of specres the latter the variety within a species.

- Deforestation and desertification are seen as so similar in, like the ozone layer heles
* decreasing photosynthetic capacity that they are combined in the table. Toxic pollution,

‘on the other hand, is seen both as a killer (of diversity) and a destroyer (of symbiosis}.



11. Okologische Selbstverpﬂlchtung Auf ruf zum Handeln, lists a number of eco-
predicaments: the acceleration mentioned in footnote 7 above, including pointing out that
- 40 countries soon will not be self-sufficient where water is concerned and that |
~ desertification is now threatening an area the size of Africa; that eco-catastrophes may show
up only 3-40 years after they were predicted, affecting next generatlon more than ours;
:that changes may be discontinuous rather than gradual, such as the sudden mcrease in-
~ hurricanes; and that the population i mcrease make us double all our calculatlons today S
_ humankmd produces 21 bﬂhon tons CO7 which has to be reduced to 10 bﬂhon tons by year
12050, but by that time there will possibly be 10 billion and not 5.3 billion humans on earth,
meaning that only 1 ton is permitted per year whereas in Germany the productton today =
" is 13.7 tons per year — Many such lists of eco-calamities have been produced these last 20 -
| years and they have probably changed our problem pnontles But the authors of this |
| '_parucular list are so desperate given the lack of action that theypromrse to act as examples of
eco-moral action, by pledgmg themselves |

[1] tocu the use'of cars by 30% and respect speed limits;
[2] 10 cut energy and water conswnptzon by 50% and 30%;
- [3] not to use CFCs, and to cut down on kousehold chenucals
[4]  to cut meat consumption by 50% and switch to organic foad o
- [3] to boycott troprcal wood | :

12. Quote_d from the :pamphlet quoted in foomote 11 __above.

13. | Thls Buddmst concept bnngs Wlth it the admomtlon to nnprove that km‘ma Wlﬂ'l everybody B
‘concerned partlcxpatmg actlvely -

14. See Johan"Galtqng, “Rasic Ne_eds?f, in Lederer, Katrin and Galtung, Johan eds., Human
~ Needs: A Contribution to the Current debate, Konigstein: Hain, 1980; PP- 55—125.

15. Some time in the 1970s an architect i in Moscow who had forgotten to mcIude an elevator in
~ his dramngs of a condo was condemned by a court to live on the 10th floor; in other
 words, suffermg the consequences of hrs malpracuce |

16. See the boolc w1th 'that title by Pierre BOrdieu .(Paris: Les Ediﬁons de Mimiit, 1984.
17. Thus, the U.S., then USSR Westem Europe and Japan had in 1990 together 20% of the

world populatlon but 14% of the world consumptlon of oil, coal and gas and 69% of the
‘world emission of CO2 (from Development and Co-_-operatlon,. No. 3 1992,-p. 36).



18.

little common sense” ‘Business Week June 29, 1992

Deforestat:lml could also have been me.ntwned in ttus mntext not bemg hlmted to the

- Amazona. Thus, the loggmg campany Louisiana- Paclﬁc currently actwe on the U.S. north : _

Coast is now focusing on Baja California and seems then to be moving to “S1bena .
where it has a contract to log the 57% of old-growth fir left in the world” (Alexander |

- Cockburn, “The Green Pygmy , The Nation, June 29, 1992, p. 883. U.S. -Rusma :

continue co-operating destroying or at least threatening the earth.

- Then, “The Earth Charter”. Pnnmple no. 7 states rightly that “States—corpomtmns and
peoples are unequal in their contributien to environmental harm” and goes on saying that-
-“those who have expropnated or con sumed the maj onty of Earth’s resources or who

continue to do so—must bear the costs—-by providing the maj onty of ﬁnanclal and
technologlcal resources. No names mentmned

Thls argument is made oogently by Alan S ‘Binder in “What wasn 't on the RIO ageuda A

i



