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endent India was restless, on the move,
aster nature rather than submit Si]ent!.)’
alled for the construction of steel mills and atomic
power P]ants, not the organic farms and village woodlots which the
Gandhians advocated. Likewise, Lewis Mumford’s regicnalist pro-
gram, which had found ready adherents in) the 1930s, had no place 1n
an America that now took the globe as its oyster. E. F. Schumacher
was also to battle unsuccesstully against “a vision of a future when
technology would ensure that there was plenty for all’—as his bio-
grapher tells us, ‘no one was [then] interested in listening to an eco-
nomist who told them that [their] future was built on dreams.

Incomprehension, indifference and hostility were what faced those
who dared challenge the age of ecological innocence, a phase which
stretched from the end of the Second World War to the last quarter

of 1962. It was in that year that the second wave of environmental-
Ism announced itsel

f through the unlikely medium of a newly pub-
lished book.
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Affluence
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Part I]- Environmentalism’s Second Wave
'ntricate web of Jife whose interwoven strands lead from microbes
to man.’ The interconnectedness of all life called for a modest, gen~
tle and cautious attitude toward nature, rather than the arrogant

d intrepid route taken by synthetic chemistry and :5
Products. Otherwise the web of life could verv easily become
web of death. /

Stlent Spring’s im

. acr
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ceptance of this phjl

. . Se

iy osophy of nature, for the facts of pesticide abu :
. . celves.

and 1ts consequences for wildlife and humans spoke for themselve

The bO'Ol(, noted a historjan twenty years after its publication, found
4 constituency broader “}

. han that enjoyed by any previous environ-
mental issue. Never before had so diverse a body of people, from
bird watchers, to wildljfe managers and public health professionals’
to suburban homeowners, been joined together to deal with a [com-
mon] threat.’ Early admirers of Stlent Spring included the secretary
of the interior, Stewart Udall, and President John F. Kennedy him-

?elf, whose Scientific Advisory Committee put out a report endors-
ing Carson’s ¢

The conse
Silent Spring t
avenue shrub

onclusions,

quences of the book were far-reaching. In the wake of
. . . . . )
owns ‘reconsidered theijr foolish herbicidal assaults’ on

' s and trees; citizens and officials became more alert to
potential fish

kills in rivers; senators and c¢

ongressmen were energ-
1zed to make pesticide production a subjec

: t for political debate and
legislative ¢nactment; a federal committe on pest control was esta-
blished to s o ;

1ast for synthetic pesticides, outlawed

s; dozens of states and the Federal Gov-

¢rnment outlawed the use of the most deadly of them all, DDT; and

finally, a Pesticide Control Act of 1972 and a Toxic Substances Con-

trol Act of 1974 gave legal teeth to attempts to more closely control

and monitor chemicals. Not since the appearance of John Mayn?rd

Keynes’ General Theory of Employment, Interest and A/[oney___whlch

was published in England in 1937—did 2 single book have such a

dramatic and simultaneous impact on public opinion, scientific re-
search, and state policy.

The impact of Silen: Spring was by no means restricted to the
United States. Carson herself ackno

wledged foreign influences on
her work; on the scientific side, the Dutch entomologist C. J. Brejér

provided some key arguments, while the concept of ‘food chain,’ used

in the book to such telling effect, had first been elaborated by
the great Oxford ecologist Charles Elton, an authority several times
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WAVES WITHIN THE WAVE
The Environmental Debate

Early in her book, Rachel Carson identified two reasons for tke lack
of awareness with regard to the new chemicals. “This is an era of
specialists,” she explained, ‘each of whom sees his own problem an‘d
1s unaware of or intolerant of the larger frame into which it fits. It is
also an era dominated by industry, in which the right to make a dollar
at whatever cost is seldom challenged.”

Carson herself was more concerned with the specialists, her book
an extended polemic against narrow-minded chemists by one who
was obliged on account of her own training to be always mindful of
the ‘larger frame.” Chemical controls, she wrote, ‘have been devised
and applied without taking into account the complex biological sys-
tems against which they have been blindly hurled.” Her remarks are
laced with sarcasm—e.g., ‘the chemists’ ingenuity in devising in-
secticides has long ago outrun biological knowledge of the way these

poisons affect the living organism’—and her book ends with an utter
condemnation of the science of specialists:

The concepts and practices of applied entomol
date from the Stone Age of science. It is our al
SO primitive a science has armed [itself]
terrible weapons, and that in turning them
turned them against the earth.

ogy for the most part
arming misfortune that
with the most modern and
against the insects it has also

This theme was underlined by Julian Huxley in Wis foreword 1o thie
British edition of Silent Spring. Pest control, he wrote, ‘is of course
necessary and desirable, but it is an ecological matter, a)nd cannot be
handed over entirely to the chemj 1. Like Cay 7

biologist, schooled in a science that in three majsc?rn;ei{pitltesyd?f?zrz
from the disciplines of physics and chemistry. First, i)iologists are

taught to look for interdependence in nature, viewing individual life
forms not in isolation but in relation to one another. Ever since Dar-
win, biologists have also been or;

er than months and years.
. >Ct professional ineresy in species other
than humans; as ormthologlsts, botanists a

S | g .and zoologists, they are,
willy-nilly, more alert to the interesys of bird, plant or animal life.

Inspired by Carson, though sometimes following lines tangent-
ial to hers, other biologists also ¢

Ame to play a disproport; 1
' : : I portionate role
in shaping the environment,] debate of the sixties and seventies

Environmental ‘classics’ that ppeared in the decade following Silent
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In both Europe and North America, then, there was a prolific
outcrop of environmentalist tracts in the years following the appear-
ance of Silent Spring. Some of these works were sober and scholarly,

raditions

others passionate and polemical. Several carrie
e. Thus the heritage of wild-
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called for alternate, non-polluting technologies and welcomed greater
state control over the processes of production. Least visible of the
older trends was ‘Back-to-the-Land,” for by the 1960s peasants were
no longer around in most of Europe to be defended or identified
with. Yet the voices of Ruskin and Carpenter do resonate with Schu-
macher’s Small is Beautiful, and with the Blueprint for Survival, is-
sued in 1972 by the London-based Ecologist magazine: both works
that not so much defended nature as mounted a wholesale attack on
the excesses of industrial civilization. ‘The principal defect of the in-
dustrial way of life,” announced the authors of Blueprint, ‘is that it 1s
not sustainable. Its termination within the lifetime of someone born
today is inevitable—unless it continues to be sustained for a while
lon.ger by an entrenched minority at the cost of imposing great suf-
fering on the rest of mankind.’

These modern manifestations of older traditions disagreed bit-
terly amongst themselves, but they are to be collectively distinguished
from their common enemy, the ruling ideology of the age of inno-
cence. Thinkers of the latter persuasion turned on environmentalists
of all stripes, calling them ‘backward-looking reactionaries,’ ‘proph-
ets of doom,” and worse. It was not unknown for an environmental-
ist to be termed a CIA plant behind the Iron Curtain and a KGB
agent in the free world. Socialists accused greens of deviating atten-
tion from the class struggle, capitalists accused them of seeking t©
impede the working of the market. The counterattack was led by
economists who believed that the market and technology would find
substitutes for any resource that went short or for rivers that ran dry.
Paul Samuelson of the Massachussets Institute of Technology, a fu-
ture Nobel Prize winner, reacted sharply to the Club of Rome re-
port, insisting that the ‘wonders of the Industrial Revolution are not
over.” Across the Atlantic, Wilfrid Beckerman of Lorndon University
went so far as to predict that ‘economic growth will continue un-
interrupted for 2,500 years.’

Economists measure growth by aggregate statistical measures such
as Gross National Product or Per Capita Income—numbers that of-
ten.conceal a multitude of sins. Ecologists are more keenly interest-
ed in the components of growth, i.e. the technologies that produce
gqodg, the processes by which these goods are consumed, the cumul-
ative impact of production and consumption on the liv)ing systems
of.thc earth. Their orientation made them less sanguine: where econo-
mists looked buoyantly forward to increases in GNP. over the next
thousapd years, ecologists looked back critically at what had hap-
pened in the last twenty-five. And wherever they looked they saw of
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Sm?lt danger, caused by the effluents of the dangerously novel techno-
logies elaborated in the epoch of innocence. One such ecologist, Barry

Commoner, wrote unambiguously that—

[tis economic motivation that hasimpelled the sweeping 3““'“910@@1
changes in the technology of production that have occgrrc?d since .the
Second World War. These changes have rurned the nation’s factories,
farms, vehicles, and shops into seed-beds of po_lluuor_x: TREEES ‘f:jom.
fertilizer; phosphates from detergents; toxic residues fr'omlAp‘estx{u €55
smog and carcinogenic exhaust from vehicles; Fhe growing Ustol ToxIe
chemicals and the mounds of undegradable plastic containers, wrappings,

and geegaws from the petrochemical industry.

Here were listed some of the effluents ofaﬂluence, to ufi[.;a a tetrr?nCSOIi?Zj
by the Spanish scholar Juan Martinez Alier. These effluents insp

they were
the work of scientists such as Carson and Commoner but they

. : ironmental movement
also to generate a wider social response, an environ

in addition to an environmental debate.

THE ENVIRONMENTAL MOVEMENT:
FROM IDEAS TO ACTIVISM

The University of Copenhagen,
history is in progress, with some 0
attendance. A group of students en
doors, and cut off the ventilation.
tion, they burn garbage they have bf_098h‘ 4 hold aloft a duck
from a polluted lake all over the participants, an g oL
doused with oil. ‘Come and save it,’ they screamhian Syl
“You talk about pollution, why don’t you e A befgore the youths
hour of this hectoring and eerie symbolism ela}();eile drag the natur-
open the doors. But their protest is not finished: t hyld b founding
alists off to the next room. In this mom:asfe%ganiesh onservation
mecting 28 NOAH’ : 'bOd}’ tha:i e t‘:icesocial action.
beyond genteel discussion towar systema . ot
This dramatic episode captures the dlstance o and
mentalism’s first wave and its sec.ond. Muir and Leopoid, ¥ i
. were all ‘activists’ in their own way, yet t.helr acuvis
R.USkm’ he most part in speaking and writing, in using the power
sisted ‘for X ds and the precision of their analyses to persuade oth-
of their oo ¢ follow them. Other conservationists worked close-
ers &2 Jomli(iicians and public officials, seeking to influence state
! Wl-th ptzward forest protection or water management. Contemp-
olicies * @ entalism has by no means eschewed these strategies

March 1969: a seminar on n.atur.al
f Denmark’s foremost scientists in
ter the conference hal.l, lock the
Shouting slogans against pollu-
with them, spray water
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of propaganda and advocacy, yer its potential has been greatly n-
creased by its resort to more militant forms of action.

In this respect, of course, environmentalism has resembled other
social movements of the late *60s and *70s. That was a time when the
N‘ort.h Atlantic world was hit by a flurry of citizens’ initiatives, exem-
plifying a new and participatory approach to politics. Willing on this
process were several social movements that were to acquire distnct
identities of their own: the feminist movement, the peace movement,
the civil rights movement, and the environmental movement.

Environmentalism shared some tactics of protest with these other
movements, but it was also to forge innovative methods of its own.
Marches and processions in defense of the wild or in opposition t0
pollution were influenced by the civil rights struggle. The ‘teach-in,’
used to such good effect by the anti-war movement, was the model
for a nation-wide effort, Earth Day, held on April 22, 1970, and
described as ‘the largest organized demonstration in human history.’
In thousands of cities and towns spread across America, an estimate
20 million participants affirmed their commitment to a clean environ-
ment by planting trees, clearing up garbage, or silently protesting
with placards outside polluting industries. Before and after Earth Day
have occurred hundreds of more localized protests against more fo-
cused targets. Faced with a noxious chemical plant or an illegal toxic
waste dump, with the coming in of chainsaws into their favorite for-
est or a dam being built on their favorite river, environmentalists
took to the streets and increasingly to the courts to obtain redress.
To“Plant more Trees,” and ‘Save the Grizzly’ was added a more threat-

ening slogan: ‘Sue the Bastards.’

"The Swedish sociologist Andrew Jamison has written of the new
.socml‘movemems that they were primarily the work of “young people
impatient with the political methods of their elders;’ they represente®
in effect, a ‘revolt of the young.” With feminism and the peace move-
ment, environmentalism was also driven by the energy and idealism
of men and women in their twenties and thirties. But it did enjoy oné
.Clcar advantage over the other movements: it was less divisive. Femin-
ists V\{O\lld be accused of breaking up homes, civil rights workers of
g o theon: s i B e
sands of cgltizeéas who suspiciously stayed :\:/Sat)’f f:onmrtch:)s: move-
ments readily flocked to the gree r. W
1970, the newsmagazine ﬁ'megpitnBS:rnng' W, after.Earth Dai);

: y Commoner on its coveh
called him the ‘Professor with a Class of Millions.’ The mood of the

times e ] s anticra i ;
nabled scientists like Commoner and Ehrlich to command an
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audience far greater than that of the university classroom. This wider
support for environmenal concerns could lend itself to a cynical inter-
Pretation. Environmentalism, suggests the sociologist Denton E. Mpr-
rison, ‘came as something of a relief toa movement-pummeled white,
middle-class America and its representatives in the power structure.
Lhe environmental movement especially seemed to have potential
for diverting the energies of a substantial proportion of young people
away from more bothersome movements and into [groups] that
seemed to stand for something close to Country, God, Motherhood
and Apple Pie, and that, at worst, [was] clearly the safest movement
In town.’

~ Itis unquestionably true that of ;
Vironmentalism alone has grown steadily in support and mf_luence.
Table I captures elements of this growth in statistical terms; 1t men-
tions but four conservation groups, but there are numerous others
which have grown in membership strength in these past decades.
An estimated 14 million Americans, or one in every seven adults, are
members of one or other environmenta :
both Britain and Germany some 5 million people are now involved
as citizens in environmental pressure groups: And in .tl'.le Nether-
lands the foremost nature protection forum, the Vereniging tot Be-
houd van Natuurmonumented, has increased 1ts membership from
235,000 to 700,000 between 1980 and 1992.

the ‘new’ social movements en-

| organization. Likewise, 1n

F;\-- - Table I

Membership of selected U.S. conservation organizations
(in thousands)
A
Year
A
Organization 1966 1970 1980 {452 199(1
éierra Club 39 113 165 538 s
Audobon Society 417 120 400 450 ggg
Wilderness Society aTHe 54 50 M
National Wildlife
Federation 272 540 818 i 2

* figure for 1962 ** figure for 1964

Movement: Jobn Muir
lutions: the American

Sources: Stephen Fox, The American Conservation
and His Legacy (1985); Kirkpatrick Sale, Green Revo
Environmental Movement, 1962-92 (1993).
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conc :

out g(;rirrllegd[(l)t:;gdmerely with pollution or resource depletion with-
in philosophical teeper roots of the ecological crisis (see kox). Recast
anthropocentrici em;]s, th1§ can be stated as che distinction between
4o sl zsm,(; e.bellef Fhat humans stgnd apart and above the
SRR E nl, ax;(_ biocentricism, which rejects a human—centered
ciss and natuy ooking at history from the perspective of other spe-

Moo re as a whole.

his ca::;; WOfrk has been COI:ltrOVGI‘Sial in his native Norway, where
175 Suppor%nf or the protection pf WO_lVes has e}ngered farmers and
or the ban on whaling alienated fisherfolk. Indeed, 1t

e

DEEP ECOLOGY

iting deep ecologists:
A several times since.

p—— e e ]
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. and the situation is worsening:
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earth as a whole. The changes will, in a fundamemal manner, affect
political, social, technological, economic, and ideological structures.
7. The ideological change in the rich countries will mainly. be that of
increased appreciation of life quality ratherthaqhigh material standard
of living, in this Way preparing [the way for] a global state ©

ecologically sustainable development:
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directly or indirectly, to try t© implement th

nonviolent means.

cluding forms of

nsic worth.

his richness and diversity, exceptto

patible with a

an world 1s excessive,

have an obligation,

hanges by

ints
e necessary €

tions

k2 Conversd
1993),

to Thir

s it t00 Painful
f Minnesota Press,

SQurce: David Rothenberg I i
with Arné Naess (Minneapo is: University ©

pp. 127-8.

_




86 Part II: Environmentalism ’s Second Wave

might be said that the most faithful and energetic of his discipies are

now to be found in and around the state of California. In the U.S.,
there already existed a tradition of refl

of the wilderness, a tradition that des
and ’50s was being discovered anew
published his Wilderness and the American Mind, a book that re-pre-
sented the ideas of Muir and Leopold to a modern public. A steady
stream of Muir biographies followed, and when Oxford University
Pres.s brought out a new edition of Leopold’s A Sand County Alma-
nacin 1973, it sold fifty times as many copies as had the original.

ection and activism in defense
pite its submergence in the *40s
(see box). In 1967 Roderick Nash

————

ON HOW THE FIRST WAVE OF
DERNESS THINKING IS INTEGRATED
WITH THE SECOND

A bistorical geographer’s perceptive analysis of why Aldo Leopold’s ideas
resonate so deeply with the wilderness lovers of the present day:

Leopold’s land ethic is immensely popular among purists because it
succe'ssfully resolves four difficulties. First, the purist is encouraged to
see.hxmself as part of the advance guard for a higher level of civilization,
which is a much more pleasant self-image than ‘nature nut.’ Second, l
Leopold’s views on wilderness as a baseline fit very well with the axiom
and corgllaries of the wilderness ethic. Third, Leopold’s fusion of the
]and ethic With the science of ecology lends the prestige of science to the
purist’s beliefs. Fourth and most Important, geopietistic mystic experience
gains a.COde of moral directives based onscientificfact . . . Scienceis used
tOJUSUf}'thepuriSt’Snuminousexperienceandtoimerpret[his experience '

WIL

as a useful, satisfying moral code.

Source: Linda H Graber, Wilderness 45 Sa
) : cred S
D.C.: The Association of American Ge oy

(Washington, J
ographers, 1976), p. 50.

Arné Naess’ distinction between shal
ted Well with this rediscovery of John Mu
to give a 'flrm philosophical basis to the belief, already widespread
amdong wilderness lovers nce of humans was always
and invariably a threat 10 other speci )

variably : ectes. D i
ents within the scholarly 3 o T conlogy faund adher

of the anthropocentric /b o w1 With fine-grained discussions
pocentric/biocentric distinction appearing in the schol-

arly literature. A new and influential journal, Environmental Ethics,
pla'ced the debate squarely in the center of the academic discipline of
9h1losophy. Beyond the university, Deep Ecology was enthusias-
ucally raken up by activists disenchanted by the gentle lobbying

.low and deep ecology fit-
ir and company. It seemed

, that the prese
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New York) the recipj
: pient o iqs
e fﬁf)r:eocf:;{;o}f{ o Chemfi:rjlsn,n illion pounds of wastes produced by
waste sites have ‘ggi:ns to pass through a white area, but other toxic
manrity COmmumtieOV;rwhelmingly located in aréas inhabited by
uranium tailings have.sk; or example, more than 2 million tons ©
Some cases causin een thrown onto Native American lands, 19
Likewise, a study %gates.Of.cancer twenty times the nati nl e: e
Advancement of C rlnmlSSloned by the National Assocon'a a},er tghe:
of all African—Ame(:icored Peoples estimates that almostat(:(o)n e?rcent
d.umPS and landfills r?as have been put at risk by h1zardogs waste
tion is four-fifths B, : e Al:}bama town of Emelle ‘Wh o
Qn.e of the firstatco ,bliecelves wastes from all of ;ortvcjzicvgggies.
rimination was the ow [h? whistle on this procesé of effluent
j]]f iy of Houston, w}i::;o‘é((/)g-m Robert Bullard. He found that in
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nized and politicized Zt the landfill question appears iz hnelg 13;:
community, which for part of the Houston communit i‘f/le %;l ck
sues.” Indeed, movemerzftzarz hac_i been inactive on enviroy’ ; Ia's—
SPrung up in numerous of resistance to dangerous d nm-entah .
Gibbs, who led the cam towns and counties ac R ave
paign to clean up Love C:rcl)zls ;;‘zrlner(;ca. Lois
, helped setup 2

national co-ordinati
Inating bodY, the Citizens Claztinal ; |
ghouse for Hazara-

ous Wastes (CC i I
W. ( H \X/)., which lists a staggering 4000 affili
: affiliated gTOUPS'

disc

These struggl
but early r ggles are currently bej
y reports f Y being chroni X
ture: the ]eaE’iirlgsrorlcem;fthe battleficld Ell p:;mded by sociologists,
women. The OPPOSitinotnto Onel striking fea-
to polluters has of-

1enb€ -
en inx Eh
h (1 Vv l)
an €vl1

nities wher
O blanlzief‘(}elwastes are being dump-
Ishments of job or money,

category.” A resi : of thej 1
gory.” A resister in southern Io ir chiidren a5 3 * '
s Angeles explgined negotiable

ained her i

opposi-

tion to an inciner
2 ator thus: ¢ 3o
were threatened, but, I :la\si'd PfIC:ple s Jobs were thre
=y 5 L8 p atened, mini
“hild’s health - » “I'm not goin atened, ministers
e cFmesdfnst; that’s more impoito be intimidated.” My
ure : : an ' :
CCHY, c}?e moyva efer;flvef’f’(’*ratlon; led bytih?‘“ ajob.’ Nor has
“HW, ement has also outli o1s Gib
. . 1 b
duction and di i tined, as aly ' P 1
sper§al of toxics, the ‘four R’s of €rnatives to the
reuse and reclamation.’ Ot recycling, red ey
» reduction,
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astes have contributed toa pro-
mentalism. The political
oxics movement

Ou;rdh:;"}ggles.against hazar‘dous was
slnidi: K:firgat_lon of American environ .
s *so tight] n Geiser suggests that because the anti-t r
nity and fa:q'rloi’tfd in the immediate experience of people’s commu-
ibly com ell'l ylile, it has an urgency and concreteness that is incred-
iy ‘Work? mlg- The movement, hc?, further notes, 1S composed largely
obplae a?g_c ass‘and other lgwer—mcome people who would feel out
by a meeting ofa typlc‘al chz’;pter. of say, the _Audobo‘n Society
ment i rra Club.’ For these ‘new env1r0nmentallsts,'the ' environ-
sl scie:(')f- an abstract concept polluted 'ar}d decreasing 1n .beauty
altsard tific value. For many [of the'm] it is sogn'ethl.ng which has
hasten};nexp}?s_ed them 10 hazards whu;h are debl_lltatmg.tl?em and
sisop] gdt eir deaths.. Or, as an A.frlcan—Am'erl‘can'act1v1st more
"y hey and sharply put it: “The pr'mcx.ple of socx_al justice must be at
iy art of any effort zu'med at bringing Blacks into the mainstream
. vironmental organizations 1n the U. 5. e] must not mMisuse
concern for endangered species as way of diluting our responsibil-
ity to meet [the] basic need for human health care, food and shelter.’

THE GERMAN GREENS
ns,’ much as

w known as ‘gree

Envi , :
nvironmentalists of all kinds are no ;
s ‘reds.” The color

socialists of different tendencies were once knowna . :
has come to stand for nature, for life; its association yvxrh environ-
mentalism so firmly rooted in t ind that in this bo.ok i
have used it unselfconsciously and ubiquitously. Yet the usage ES o
surpisingly recent provenance: It dates to '19783 when a group © fen-
vironmentalists taking part in local elections 11 Germany [/)uth or-
ward candidates under the ‘Gree? List,” Grine Liste Umwe }t]scl ubtzl,
From that modest beginning aro a national party t© which t %e:S:S
attached itself. It is this party and its later and conspxcuo.ushsuc:'ron—
which have led to the idemification of the color green Wit envl
mentalists in Germany, and everywhere else.

. Formed in March 1979, the Green Party
into the Bundestag in the elections of 1.983, the
‘make it’ to the German Parliament in SIXY years. |
consolidated in the elections of 1987, and after alpoq per
in the POSt-unification polls of 1990, 10 the 1994 ¢ e.fctx.o1 -
this time Greens were also represented in mOSt-P~r'O]VZIeCrlsoEratic
and even held office (7 cHLIHen e Greens offere
the SPD) in one or iwe provinces. The Germa<n ries, who tried
beacon for environmentalists in other FEuropean countries,

made 3 stunning entry
first new party t©
ts position was

r performanCC

aments,
party,
a
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to form political parties of their own. It has been a hard act to follow,
and although in Belgium, Italy and Sweden green parties have since
entered Parliament, they have not had quite the same impact. In the
history of modern environmentalism, the German Greens stand out
for their political victories and for the moral challenge they offer to
the governing beliefs of industrial civilization.

The origins of the Greens can be traced, at one remove, to the
efflorescence all over the North Atlantic world of social movements
in the 1960s. After the end of the Second World War the German
people had turned inward, persuaded by the ruling Christian Demo-
cratic Union to forget their horrific immediate past and work col-
lectively toward the good, i.e. affluent, society. Chancellors Konrad
Adenauer and Ludwig Erhard ruled over a nationwide consensus to
the effect that political stability would generate prosperity. In the
late ’60s, however, a militant student movement sprung up, which
used the Vietnam war to mount a more general broadside against
authority and the ‘Establishment.” Simultaneous with the students’
struggle were a series of citizens’ actions, the so-called Burger Initi-
ativen (BI), which for the first time in recent German history ex-
pressed an open skepticism of parties, politicians, and the state.

As in neighboring France and England, the protest of the stu-
dents was at first captured in the number 1968, denoting a year, 2
mood, and a movement. The students’ revolt played itself out in a
while, but the Bls were rather more enduring. The Indian scholar
Saral Sarkar, a longtime resident of Germany and a keen observer of
its politics, suggests that the BIs passed through three distinct if chro-
nologically overlapping phases. From 1969 1o 1972 they operated
mostly as ‘one-point actions,” a multitude of local efforts to stop
damaging industries, rehabilitate battered women and drug addicts,
and construct playgrounds and schools without waiting for the gov-
ernment to 'do 50. At this time the BIs took up a wide array of causes
before finding ‘its predominant theme in ecology.” This sharpening
of focus was helped along by the formation, in Frankfurt in 1972, of
a federal union of Bls, with more than a thousand registered groups
andra membership of over 300,000 individuals. ;
Fhe controversy over nuclear power emerged as central to this
redefinition of a,dlspcrse.d network of citizens’ initiatives as the ‘eco-
logy movement. Follow1.n~g the oil price hike of 1973, West Germany
embarked upon an ambitious—but 1o many citizens reckless—eX-

pansion of its nucleflr industry. New plants were feared for their con-
tributions to pollution, for their links to 1}

he armanents industry, and
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I d them. Opposition to
o e Whl;}el Eﬁtrt:f;nbiiught under one banner

atomic energy as a ‘sellout of t . rehenew
S Whogsi, lands and hiomes e ha"leéf r:?al;z Z{?i’hfe cities, for
nuclear power plants with the educated mid el-o e e BT
whom this risky and potentially lechal techn® %% © s eThe fear
“ubodiment of socio-economie developmefg ; tin November 1973,
of the people,” wrote a Hamburg correspon e

nuclear power plants
e o e . i d%ngersf:i(:lllnconcentrations which
themselves, but primarily against B .uc energy production. - - - If
e s e thf{ o ed. then in the course of
el noc;[?ipeim;ction of our ecology
the next few years we shall experience t ed i o
sl gL uld not suffice any more to
precendented and unimaginable)s‘cal;;cl)iev:i)s o o g
see “environmental protection’ in

away banana skins. ries took readily to

: ] . 1 demonstra-
Ase sters against POl d with dem
Isewhere, protes g ere peppere n fact-

the streets. The '70s in Germaty # Jants and older chemi o
tions and strikes against new rllucl'eabe : writings
ories. Keeping pace with civil d1so fe
intellectuals who promoted a soC}CtY(% olitical partie
themselves in. When the establishe It)hought of direct
keep their distance, envirorlmem;l”;i1
ing themselves. From 1977 they 2¢E
and municipal elections. ' e now knowast
ternative political allia'nce, or ' -

In the new formation from mixed German Tiloes who have
and highly personable WM 11 oy lobby fX T 1 o of Parlia-
agei Iéegly }g)();;led theefji;}:)re wpecific The Green
no lobby.” Others W
ment Helmut Lippelt rec2

edabout protect

yes concern ionof creauon;ed

uting indust

dience

1 nt;
1 CnVernmC
lOn'Of[heucatedlibc‘:rals
attracted conservatl knOWledge :
i wi )
istl erneda 1O nicians £
Chnsmnsconcd bout gk’bal ecologys € ed ab the fallou he
who had learn}f alogies' lists concerned - bvo fo”Die
high-risk techno ,
Caiitalism; and, of coursé e
true left party and cgmx{r;ll:tgpany'
Griinen to become just

wal

austive list-
drew 1nto

The journalist \X/Cf
ing, not necessarily
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its fold, he wri ¢ :

cal—democratictgso’ctf(;arr:nfiisf “l’_};)‘)sc existence was threatened, radi-
unionists, bored office ’WL 12- iberal school teachers, critical trade
dilred women natu-c.>r1 ers, young people without any future,
ma! rightists and a i 17.1 ;_ gy L S hippies, militant ani-

This mothér—of—all(_)rc- gSt g ml.“.:SheS (health-food addicts) - - ;

bers to the Bundesta iarllnl ;)g\; coalitions sent forth some of its mem-
crossed the thresholng er , affter g unexpectedly
them for representatio pTHCC'nt ol tie popular vote which qualified
dourly homogeneous Al e d,lverm)’ marked them out from the
1ismatic of the Green MF;‘T{;,S which sat across them. The most char-
‘The variety of currents S .Lt}ra Kelly, thought this was their strength.
want to exclude Commuen_“c \es our party,’ she remarked, for ‘I don’t
bone current learns frorrllnts}::: Zr':geco%s}frvat'ives’ and [ don's Traxe 2
. €T ere 1s no mutual destruction,
These h(%pes wzievﬁﬁthaf‘ P Wha“ls_ new about our movement.’
more single-minded than ary, C')rlal ke needs to be rathe?
faced with the pro -y When the party Was
Well-establishelzl Sls’lgci}cx)f fohr.mmg provincial governments with the
Parently irreconciliak;le spvgolsfiii(;fnplfwer apught e eTe E
journalistic sh n between two groups dubbed 1n
o s Gt e
cipation in gov . ed any thought of Gree arti-
a8 Rgealf)rsngzﬁz\[,:dealng it as th.e final sell—ogut to th; Es?aglis -
incorporate Green ideals ey owed it to their voters to resPonsiblY
parliamentary work refm P T undis thought little of
the citizenry at lar ,ePTherrmg to canvass among local groups %
attention paid by th% i d_e RealO,S on the other hand 1g pd the
ment, and accordingl 'e ~ their new and distincti o *Co'me lia-
as to closed-doo 8y ggve importance to televi ive voice in par %

: r committee work. Th elevised speeches as W€
tics masked deeper ideological divisi ese differences in political tac-
who'lly opposed to the market t‘ndon.s t00. Thus the Fundis wer€
avarice; the Realos argued that ;,mf epitorne to them of greed an
task was to tame and control it, n ce the market was here to stay the

T Fur.‘dis were, and are t}‘m ot to turn one’s back on 1t.
on a rdxch lnstgrical traditi(;;;. Q:]iﬁlves of L kinds, each drawing
. : ERLa brand of revoluti to speak, contemporary

s?cxated with §u§h figures as Rosa L utionary communism once 457

'}I]hese eco-socialists rejected induStri‘;i(emburg and Karl Liebnecht:
ope that a future socialist society wo Tapltahsm but nourished the
vironment (see box). On the other Sidu d be more gentle on the en-
e were the agrarian romantics
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d as their alternative to industrial so-
dreamt of by countless German
f Fundis stood, in the
the ‘radical reversal of

Cplored deep green, who offere
clety the decentralized rural utopia
poets down the centuries. But
words of the philosopher Rudo

both types ©
|f Bahro, for

PRECONDITIONS FOR

SOME
OLOGY CRISIS

RESOLVING THE EC
In a talk at Freiburg in 1979, the philosopher Rudolf Bahro, an erstwhile
East German dissident who became % leading member of the Fundi’
faction of the West German Greens, outlined some pretty radical
for an intriguing contrast

solutions to the ecology c7isis: His list makes ;
A earlier. While Naess

with the principles outlined by Arné Naess, guote
\l“ys more stress on ethical and value chang® Babro, and the German
Greens generally, focus s,omew/aat more o7 Chﬂﬂg@ n ¢xisting patterns of
production, consumption and distribution.

—The ecology crisis 1 insoluble unle
overcoming the confrontation of military P
a resolute policy of detente and disarmament

demands for subverting other countries: - -
— The ecology crisis i insoluble without a new world order on the

North-South axis. And we ™ chat our entire standard of

living [in the North] is largely ba Joitation and suppression
of the rest of humanity- - --

— Theecology crisisisinsolubleWithoutadecisive brea].uh
social justice in our OWI country an chout a swift €
social differences throughout \Western Europe: -« s

— The ecology crisisis insoluble without progress inhuman emancipation
here and now, even while capitaliSm still exists: Itis ms.oluble ymhom
countless individuals managing to ri ¢ immediate an
compensatory interests. - - -

—1f all this is brought t©
follows: The ecology cri
get rid of the capitalist man®
all of the capitalist drivin ism, for a start 2
under control. I
crisis without the ¢
tendencies for a peace

economic structureé. - -

55 wWe work at the same time at
locs. Itis insoluble without
one that renounces al

rough towards
qualisation of

se above thei

on denomin ; -onclusion is as

. 1ism. We have to
and above
east bringing it
he ecology
st and socialist

o revolution against the dominant

ful democrat!

sis 1

m rv ) . lln
(6} SOCl‘dll.S ﬂﬂd Sﬂ ’l'Uﬂ[ (London. MCY’
’

\ Source: Rudolf Bahr
\ Books, 1982), pp- 417>
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the capitalist industrial
cipation in governm
freshen its breath.’
The Fundis
years, but over
the rank-and-f;

their party 1o

, : T e

System, a perspective from which Green far .
¢ i e an

ent was merely to ‘clean the dragon’s teeth a

gave powerful stimulus to the Green party 1n its ea_rl_i’l
time they found themselves increasingly at odds Wltd
le. An estimated 80 per cent of Green voters wante

work with the SPD in bringing about legislation =
check pollution and moderate energy use. The Realos fogﬁd thc’;
most effective spokesman in Joschka Fischer, Green Minister o

Environment in Hesse between 1985 and 1987, a votary of ‘q}lal““t'
ive growth’ who sought to temper and redirect industrial society to-
ward a greener path. T am no longer motivated by utopias,” remarked
Fischer in 1985, byt by the description of existing conditions. The
ecological crisis, the arms race, the rise in criminality—those are more
than enough for me. | am no missionary with a promise of a new
tomorrow . . . If we can take one step in the right direction, one Step
which moves us away from the abyss, then that is sufficient justifica-
tion for the existence of the [party].” The language, consciously or
unconsciously, is reminscient of Mahatma Gandhi’s, likewise a poli-
tician who combined g utopian vision with shrewdly practical ends,

who liked to speak of the ‘beauty of compromise’ and of ‘taking one
step at a time.’

Sts accurately predicted the prospect of a
SPD-Green coalition capturi

ng the Bundestag in the 1998 election,
thus ending nearly twenty years of ry]

tian Democratic Union. Three Gree
Joschka Fischer appoin

e by the conservative Chris-
ns have joined the Cabinet, with
W Foreign Minister of the most

populous, most Prosperous and mogt influentia] country in Europe.

This surely marks the highest point of 2 journey already singular 1n
the history of global environmentalism, Byt let me conclude this as-
sessment by asking, first: Why did the Greens rj .
Germany and nowh

German Gree; land lasting signi

Why is there no Green party
will ask. In fact there is one, founded in Minn
with little to show in the thirteen
the American Green P
environme

‘I my country, the American reader

eapolis in 1984, but
years it has been around. One hurdle
arty faces is the vibrant presence of apolitical
b and the Wilderness
the loyalty of the en-
he entrenched two-party

ntal groups
Society, who se

. em already to have captured
vironmentalist

constituency. Another is t
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. ’ G
system, in which betcer equipped ‘third PFRERG 1 e ihe Popu-
Norma’nl%}:vomis the Progressives led by 1” ‘Ri)ss Perot’s Reform
ists of George Wallace, and most recently RO bt Germany
Part : h eorfg'el dt mai{e adent. The Fede;a CDU and the SfD——
—have failed to _ _ikie ro-
also};ms two dominant parties ch ltzr??lcrllﬁﬂnce by the Syitri?iqn(; rsore
- iven a decent ) commar ]
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n 5 per cent of !
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olitical r
; ake the p m
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62::;?; h? S aOpOt?;en foreclosed by tshe S the UK. N
y an U.S. an .ohical one, ,
Prevalent in countries such as thCe istadda geocg:rcig e Tt faced
- - —— i i
© thi cal difference one e the | i
" IvovthlstOhtm was a front-line Sta;e ol and Wuclear
at T "
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, ) . is pers-
other nations and future generations need to live on.” From this p
pective, indeed—

The working class here
world. Andif] look at ¢}

of humanity, not just f

. : . : in the
[in the North] is the richest lower class in

1e problem from the point of view of the whole
rom that of Euyr

ng it through exploitation of the pcr!pher}"
ssibility, and continued industrialism in the

verty for whole generations and hunger for
millions,

t hardheaded

Even the mos Realo acknowledges the unsustainability
on the globa] plane, of industria] society. Joschka Fischer, asked by a
reporter where he planped to spend his old age, replied: ‘In the Franki
fure cemetry, although by that time W€ may pose an environmenta
hazard with 4] the poisons, heavy metals and dioxin that we carry
. rbodies.” Oy 56 aparty document more matter-of-factly
putit: “The globa] spread of industria] €conomic policies and lifestylefs
is exhausting the of our planet faster than it
can be replenisheq ’ This global view, coupled with the stress on ac-
countability, calls for ‘far—reaching voluntary commitments to restraint
by wealthy nations.’ The industrialized Countries, which consume

three-fourths of the world’s energy and resources, and who contri-
. . b
bute the lion’s share of ‘climate-threatep:

curb their voracious appetite while 4],

out of poverty. The Gre the cancellation of al] inter-

national debt, the ban products

able ecosystems, and, m all, for th

peoples from poor coun B,
Attentive to the ri

basic ecological health

that destroy vulner-

oSt radlcal Of e freer migration Of

tries to rich o

as urg

be enlarged ¢ properly
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: hly half of all

“Ompensate housewives who contribute, unpﬁ‘d’}:\)}zgtak};n the lead
social labor, Tt is these mothers, moreover, Wh;)lds.’
In OTganizing ‘ecologically rCSPOH?'blC h‘o.uSC dds to the list of what
eir feminism in theory and in p'ractlcti.'% | experiment of our
Mmarks the Greens out as the most daring po lttliae a decade or more
times, When they appeared on the Gel.’mar;:ongavaria, Franz-]osef
g0, the famously conservative prmis DSy of the Soviet cavalry.

trauss, dismissed them as ‘the Trojan horse wed elements of the
But now even Strauss’ CDU party 23 borrr(: the most recalcitrant
Green program, proof of the party’s 1mhpacttcgming5 and difficulties,
OFits opponents. For all their ‘various shor the Green Party has
fotes the political scientist Margit Mayer,

e
ed tobeco
any. What us
transformed the political landscape of et nydemands of the Greens
sidered nonconventional, marginal and ;ltopm rgy, end linear economic
: (] )
: , s to end nuclear en ional represent-
inthe’70s—such as demands toc roportional rep
growth, bring about unilateral dlsafmamedm’ Orfed Ifmd even demanded
> 1SCuUs C
5 . —are now
ation of women in all spheres :
X A . nstream.
by other parties in the political mai

rmany, but of course thle l[zartly
: e. It
1 | over the glo
d acclaim al i
i f the second w
hievement of the Y.
ts it
| capital that se
e respectfu 1 <l
tthreens, as distinct from
s:

Mayer writes only of the impact in Gi
as attracted considerable atte?.tlogtaac

might justly be regarded as the m; -

Of environmentalism, referred to rZrie

apart from its peers and contempo

all other kinds of greens.




