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Premises

PREMISE ONE: Civilization is not and can never be sustainable. This is espe-
cially true for industrial civilization.

PREMISE TWO: Traditional communities do not often voluntarily give up or
sell the resources on which their communities are based until their commu-
nities have been destroyed. Theyalso do not willingly allow their landbases to
be damaged so that other resources—gold, oil, and so on—can be extracted.
It follows that those who want the resources will do what they can to destroy
traditional communities.

' PREMISE THREE: Our way.of living—industrial civilization——is based on,
requires, and would collapse very -quickly without persistent and widespread
violence,

PREMISE FOUR: Civilization is based on a clearly defined and widely accepted
yet often unarticulated hierarchy. Violence done by those higher on the hierat-
chy to those lower is nearly always invisible, that is, unnoticed. When it is -
noticed, it is fully rationalized. Violence done by those lower on the hierarchy
to those higher is unthinkable, and when it does occur is regarded with shock,
arror, and the fetishization of the victims,

PREMISE FIVE: The property of those higher on the hierarchy is more valuable
than the lives of those below. It is acceptable for those above to increase the
amount of property they control—in everyday language, to make money—by
ying or taking the lives of those below. This is called production. If those
lamage the property of those above, those above may kill or otherwise
‘the lives of those below. This is called Justice,

SE.81X; Civilization is not redeemable. This culture will not undergo
_ tofvoluntary transformation to a sane and sustainable way of living, If
) 110t puta halt to it, civilization will continue to immiserate the vast majot-
mans and to degrade the planet until it {civilization, and probably the
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planet) collapses. 'The effects of this degradation will continue to harm humans

and nonhumans for a very long time.

pREMISE SEVEN: The longer we wait for civilization t0 ¢rash——or the longer

we wait before we ousselves bring it down—the messier the crash will be, and

the worse things will be for those humans and nonhumans who live during it,

and for those who come after.

pREMISE EIGHT: The needs of the natural world age more important than the
needs of the economic system.

Another way to put Premise Fight: Any economic ot social system that does
not benefit the natural communities on which it is based is unsustainable,
immoral, and stupid. Sustainability, morality, and intelligence (as well as justice)
requive the dismantling of any such economic or social system, or at the very Jeast
disallowing it from damaging your landbase.

SREMISE NINE: Although there will clearly someday be far fewer humans than
(here are at present, there ave many ways this reduction in population may 0Ccur
(or beachieved, depending on the passivity or activity with which we choose to
approach this transformation). Some will be characterized by extreme violence
and privation: nuclear Armageddon, for example, would reduce both popula- 4
tion and consumi)tion, vet do so horrifically; the same would be true for a con-
cinuation of overshoot, followed by a crash. Other ways could be characterized
by less violence. Given the current Jevels of violence by this culture against both
humans and the natural world, however, it’s not possible to speak of reductions

in population and consumption that do not involve violence and privation, not

because the reductions themselves would necessarily involve violence, but
because violence and privation have become the default of our culture, Yet soime

ways of reducing population and consumption, while still violent, would con-
sist of decreasing the current levels of violence—required and caused by the
(often forced) movement of resources from the poor to the rich—and would of

course be marked by a reduction in current violence against the natural world.

Personally and collectively we may be able to both reduce the amount and soften -

the character of violence that occurs during this ongoing and perhaps long-

term shift. Or we may not. But this much is certain: if we do not approach It |

actively—if we do not talk about our predicament and what we are going to do

about it—the violence will almost undoubtedly be far more severe, the priva-’

tion more extreme.
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XI

PREMISE TEN:
T I'EN. jl‘he culture as a whole and most of its members are i
ure is driven by a death urge, an urge to destroy life e

PREMISE ELEVEN: o .
: From the beginning, this culture—civilizati
a culture of occupation. fon—has been

PREMISE TWELVE: There are no rich péople in the world, an

g;;;r nljzel?;’l;;l"tl;ir; are just people. Th-e rich may have lots of pi:eces((i)ft z:;:na; nei
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PREMISE F : i

. Surec];1 I; i’;fjﬁnlj;klzr;m birth on—az?.d probably from conception, but

| maotsurchow d make e case—we are individually and collectively encul-

ratedtoha Chﬂciren ! e natural VV:OI'Id, hate the wild, hate wild animals, hate

wromen hate childre , hate our bodies, hate and fear our emotions, hatejo -
id not hate the world, we could not allow it to be destroyed befsie

our eves. If we did not hat
; e ourselves, we co
bodies—to be poisoned. ’ uld not allow our homes—and our
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SE FIFTEEN: Love does not imply pacifism

PREMISE SIXTEEN: ; :
spirit does not ]:it ii;e-n":terial world l.s primary. This does niot mean that the
<Dt s s ﬂe:Sh ;‘tt at the material world is all there is. It means that
consequetices It mean. means also that real world actions have real world
s we cannot rely on Jesus, Santa Claus, the Great Mother:
]

Or even the East
- amess, and not Zsfu;mY to get us out of this mess. It means this mess really i
this mess OuI‘Se}JV t[ e movement of God’s eyebrows. It means we have to f:;cS
es. [t means that for the time we are here on Earth—wheth e
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orprivileged to live here—-the Earth is the point. It is primary. It is our home. It
is everything, Tt is silly to think or act or be as though this world is not real and
primary. It is silly and pathetic to not live our lives as though our lives are real.

PREMISE SEVENTEEN: 1t is a mistake (or more tikely, denial) to base our deci-
sions on whether actions arising from them will or wor't frighten fence-sitters,
or the mass of Americans.

PREMISE EIGHTEEN: Our cutrent sense of self is no more sustainable than
our current use of energy or technology.

PREMISE NINETEEN: The culture’s problem lies above all in the belief that
controlling and abusing the natural world is justifiable.

pREMISE TWENTY: Within this culture, economics—not comnunity well-
being, not morals, not ethics, not justice, not life itself—drives social decisions.
Modification of Premise Twenty: Social decisions are determined primarily”’
{and often exclusively) on the basis of whether these decisions will increase the
monetary fortunes of the decision-makers and those they serve.
Re-modification of Premise Twenty: Social decisions are determined pri-
marily (and often exclusively) on the basis of whether these decisions will
increase the power of the decision-makers and those they serve.
Re-modification of Premise "Twenty: Social decisions are founded primar-
ily (and often exclusively) on the almost entirely unexamined belief that the
decision-makers and those they serve are entitied to magnify their power
and/or financial fortunes at the expense of those below.
Re-modification of Premise Twenty: If you dig to the heart of it—if there is
any heart left—yon will find that social decisions are determined primarily on
the basis of how well these decisions serve the ends of controlling or destroy- .

ing wild nature.

For Tecumseh



We have spent too much time in thinking, supposing that if we
weigh in advance the possibilities of any action, it will happen
automnatically, We have learnt, rather too late, that action comes
not from thought, but from a readiness for responsibility.

Dietrich Bonhoeffer, written while in prison
for resisting the Nazis'

Cowardice asks the question, “Is it safe?” Expediency asks the
question, “Is it politic?” And Vanity comes along and asks the
question, “Is it popular?” But Conscience asks the question,
“Is it right?” And there comes a time when one must take a
position that is neither safe, nor politic, nor popular, but he
must do it because Conscience tells him it is right.

Martin Luther King, Jr.



APOCALYPSE

When a white man kills ar Indian in a fair fight it is called
honorable, but whei an Indian kills a white man in a fair fight
it is called murder.* When a white army battles Indians and
wins it is called a great victory, but if they lose it is called a
massacre and bigger armies are raised. If the Indian flees
before the advance of such armies, when he tries to return he
finds that white men are living where he lived. If he tries to
ﬁght off such armies, he is killed and the land is taken any-
way When an Tndian is killed, 1t isa great loss which leaves a
o gap n our people anda SOrTOW m otr heart; when a white is
' ' step up to take hls piace and there
‘tan “secks to- conquer hiature, to
: ‘wastefully untﬂ Lt is a]l gone and




AS A LONGTIME GRASSROOTS ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVEST, AND AS
a creature living in the thrashing endgame of civilization, T am intimately
acquainted with the landscape of loss, and have grown accustomed to carry-
ing the daily weight of despair. [ have walked clearcuts that wrap around
mountains, drop into valleys, then climb ridges to fragment watershed after
watershed, and I've sat silent near empty streams that two generatlons ago
were “lashed into whiteness” by uncountable salmon coming home to spawn
and die. ‘

A few years.ago I began to feel pretty apocalyptic. But I hesitated to use that
word, in part because of those drawings I've seen of crazy penitents carrying
“The End is Near” signs, and in part because of the power of the word itself.
Apocalypse. I didn’t want to use it Lightly.

But then a friend and fellow activist said, “What will it take for you to {inally
call it an apocalypse? The death of the salmon? Global warming? The ozone
hole? The reduction of krill populations off Antarctica by 9o percent, the turn-
“ing of the sea off San Diegointo a dead zone, the same for the Gulf of Mexico?
" How about the end of the great coral reefs? The extirpation of two hundred
species per day? Four hundred? Six hundred? Give me a specific threshold,
“Derrick, a specific point at which you'll finally use that word.”

dlgenous cultures, exploiting the poor, and killing those Who
ur strategy and tactics? The answer? Nobody knows, because
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we never talk about it: we're too busy pretending the culture will undergo a
magical transformation.
This book is about that shift in strategy, and in tactics.

g ¢ q . : :
~ FIVE STORIES

1 just got home from talking to a new friend, another longtime activist. She S ‘
told me of a campaign she participated in a few years ago to try to stop the
government and transnational timber corporations from spraying Agent
Orange, a potent defoliant and teratogen, in the forests of Oregon. Whenever
activists learned a hillside was going to be sprayed, they assembled there, hop-
ing their presence would stop the poisoning. But each time, like clockwork,
helicopters appeared, and each time, like clockwork, helicopters durnped loads : Rat _
of Agent Orange onto the hillside and onto protesting activists. The campaign : T e L
did not succeed. ' A e

“But,” she said to me, “Tll tell you what did. A bunch of Vietnam vets Lived
in those hills, and they sent messages to the Bureau of Land Management and
to Weyerhaeuser, Boise Cascade, and the other timber companies saying, “We
now the names of your helicopter pilots, and we know their addresses.”

T waited for her to finish.

“You know what happened next?” she asked.

“I think I do”” I responded. o
» she said, “The spraying stopped.” : L

: Nations _g}:i_}_d':p'éz ples aré_::l_zirgel_y the stories they feed--theniml
: mgei\‘fe:s'?_a_pprie;s_ﬂ@at _ar:cf-}i_e_'s-,‘they-jwill.-sﬁf'—

‘ ces of those lies. T they téll_t’_hemseh?es S

r owri truths, they will free theiz histories | | '

s

“Exactly;



LAST TUESDAY THE TWIN TOWERS OF THE WORLD TRADE CENTER
collapsed, killing thousands of people. That same day a portion of the Pentagon
also collapsed, killing more than a hundred. In addition, a jet airliner crashed
in Pennsylvania.

Let’s tell this story again: Last Tuesday nineteen Arab terrorists unleashed
their fanaticism on the United States by hijacking four planes, each contain-
ing scores of innocent victims. These terrorists, who do not value life the way
we Americans do, slammed two of the planes into the World Trade Center
and a third into the Pentagon. Courageous men and women in the fourth
plane wrestled with their attackers and drove the plane into the ground, sac-
rificing themselves rather than allowing the killers to attack the headquarters
of the CIA or any other crucial target, OQur government will find and punish
those who masterminded the attack. This will be difficult because, as President
George W. Bush said, “This enemy hides in shadows and has no regard for
human life. This is an enemy that [ sic] preys on innocent and unsuspecting peo-
ple and then runs for cover,”® When we find them, we must kill them. This
. killing will not be easy on us. We must steel ourselves against the possibility—
inevitability—that we may be forced to kill even those whose guilt we cannot
finally establish. As former Secretary of State Lawrence Bagleburger said,
There is only one way to begin to deal with people like this, and that is you
" Have to kill some of them even if they are not immediately directly involved
- in‘this thing”” Many politicians and journalists have spoken yet more directly.
“This is no time;” syndicated columnist {and bestselling author) Ana Coulter

Here isanother version of the same story: Last Tuesday nineteen young men
de then’ mothers proud. They gave their hves to str1ke a blow against the

°f_countries, to the hundreds of thousands of Iraqi civilians kllled
‘bombs; to the nine thousand babies who die every month as a direct
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result of U.S. sanctions on Irag, and 0 ihe jrradiation of lraq with depleted
uranium. More broadly, it was a response to the CIA-backed murder of
650,000 people in Indonesia, and to the Lundreds of thousands murdered by
1.6.-backed death squads in Central and South America. To the four million
civilians killed in North Korea. To the theft of American Indian Jand and the
killings of millions of Indians. To the imposition of business-friendly dicta-

tors like Mobuta Sese Seko, Augusto Pinochet, the Shah, Suharto, or Ferdinand

Marcos. (As Secretary of Defense Willian Cohen said to a group of Fortune
«Business follows the flag. .- . We provide the security. You pro-

s00 leaders,
iven

vide the investment”®) [t was 8 response to an American foreign policy dr
by the needs of industrial production—=a$ manifested through the unnatural
logic of the bottom line—not life. This was & blow delivered not only against
the United States but againsta murderous global economniy—2 half a millien

babies die each year as a direct result of so-called debt repayment‘°-that isa

continuation of the same old colonialism under which those who exploit get

tich and the rest get killed. The poor of the world would all be better off if the

global economy—Tun by transnational corporations backed by the military

power of the United States— disappeared 1OmOTTOW. When a country, an

eCconomy, and a culfure are all based on the systematic violent exploitation of

humans and nonhumans

at long last someone fights
zations behind this have the resources and stamina to

bring down the global economy.

Here’s another version: Last Tuesday was a tragedy for the planet, and at.

least a femporary victory for rage an
blame, nor meet negativity with negativity. The {errorists were wrong

as they did, but to meet their violence with our own would be just as wrong: -
¢ for an eye only ends

Violence never solves anything. As Gandhi said, “An ey

up making
the global economy are fundamentally destructive, you cannot use the ma

ter’s tools to dismantle the master’s house. The most important thing any f
us can do is eradicate the anget that lies within our own hearts, that wounds

surely as do all the hijackers in Arabia and all the bombs in the
T another_.

the world as
United States. IfT wish to experience peace, 1 must provide peace fo

1€ T wish to heal another’s angex I must first heal my own. 1 know that a‘l} of

the terrorists of the wosld are, beneath it all, searching for love. It is the tas
of those of us who've been granted this understanding to teach them th

simply by loving them, and then by foving them more. For love is the @

the wortd over, it should come as no surprise when .

back. We can only hope and pray that the organi- -
keep at it until they -

d hatred. But let us not se I to pinpoint
fo act

the whole world blind” Even if you believe the United States and

FIVE STORIES

Cure, i i 3 pp
(% { eplore Vlolellce, and lf the Unlted States gOES to war. I W‘ 1 O ase

that war in whatever
peaceful ways I can, with love i
love and support our brave troops. e hejﬂrt' fAnd vl

\(f)e’;t}:;}w-r atbout tfm: It should be clear to everyone by now—even those with
interest in i ; . 5 W
Its causing u;p I‘; ;gg;);ta:;i———that 1n‘dus:cr1a1 civilization is killing the plfileta
b stops sl umanl privation and suffering. Unless it’s stopped.
ot ecological and hum;; 0; most 11‘kel}’ colliapses under the weight of its inher:
b ; n destructiveness, it wifl kill every living being on
o e.equa Y.clear that the efforts of those of us working to sti a
o tzszg?::fm are lnsufﬁcf1ent. We file our lawsuits; write our'books'i::rfds 1IOW
communitier: regresentatwes, CEOs; carry signs and placards; resto;e natue;
ally Continue}sa:clz) ;;:ZIZHIY do wenot stop or slow the destruction, but it actru-
e endoth rate. Rates o.f deforestation continue to rise, rates of

o the same, global warming proceeds apace, the rich aes 0
PO(X st';irve to death, and the world burns. »the rich get richer, the

t the same time that we so often find ourselv i
do e ey . . es seemingly hel ; :
b g it v s
the spiritual po-l s }; ) r;luch of the tactics of civil disobedience, much 01}
biotechnology, oicolo C]l;- tural transformation, much of the sciences of
often of despa;r frustra%'Y, iology, and psychology. We talk of law. We also talk
» ion, and sorrow, a

Yet our di i
iscourse remains firmly embedded in that which is sanctioned b
ned by

! the ery over i
I hlng k) U g the destrucﬂon ln the ﬁl‘ 19 1
Y VErarc tructures t}lat overn ) P ace.,

Je do not .
o w\}\;;f&tlen .scll:reak of the tactics of sabotage, and even less do we speak
enice. v [

realm of poz;b;tll-lfm’ orhpretend they should not be allowed to entzj e e0 X

e . ity, or that they simply d T . ven
s who show up at a family reunion. ply domot exist ike disinberited rela-

Veral yea[sa O i i W ~ W - a ](l dax
g I 11'1’[61‘\«’1& ed a long term aﬂd el]. I‘BSpECted G h.

actﬁi‘ivist. I asked him, « if th n
L , “What if those 1
ower i
P are murderous? What if they’re

not willing to list
en to reason ? o
nonviolently?” at all? Should we continue to approach them

He féspond
er ed, reas «
ond Trapoint ks rc;nably enough, “When a house is on fire, and has gone far
w!a'tefi_tq 1o sos itzrou can do anything about it, all you can do is bring lots
,Cat_itidﬁ  princiole ;prfead. But you can’t save the house, Nonviolence is
) . Before the house is on fi ‘ ;
ire you have to make su
re you
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emergency exits. The same is

10

have a fire hydrant, clearly marked escape routes,
true in society. You educate your children in nonviolence. You educate your

media in nonviolence. And when someone has a grievance, you don’t ignore Of
suppress it, but you listen to that person, and ask, ‘What is your concern?’ You

say, ‘Let’s sit down and solve it”
T agreed with what he said, so far as it went,

understanding that he'd sidestepped the question.
Before T could bring him back, he continued, “Say a father beats his children.

Once he has already reached that stage, you have to say, ‘What kind of a child-
hood did he have? How did he not learn the skills of coping with adverse situ-
conposed way?”

put that didn’t stop me from

ations in a calm, compassionate,

This Gandhian’s comp assion, I thought, was entirely misplaced. Where was
his compassion for the children being beaten? I responded that 1 believed the first
question we need to ask is how we can get the children to 2 safe place. Once
safety has been established, by any means possible, I said, and once the emotional
needs of the children are being met, oaly then do we have the luxury of asking
about the father’s emotional needs, and his history.

ily the point of this story. I asked this devoted

What happened next is rea
adherent of nonviolence if in his mind it would ever be acceptable to comumit

an act of violence were it determined to be the only way to save the children. His
answer was revealing, and symbolizes the hole in our discourse: he changed the

subject.
After I transcribed a
tion inserted, attempting once again to pin him d

He deleted my question. .
Too often this is the response of all of us when faced with this most difficult

of questions: when is-violence an appropriate means to stop injustice? But with

her being killed-—we no longer have the luxury 10

the world dying—or rat
change the subject oI delete the question. ft’s a question that womn't go away:

nd edited the interview, [ sent it to him with a new ques+
own, What did he do this time?

1 had two reasons for telling the four versions of the World Trade Center bomb
that all writets are propagandists. Witers wi

ing.” The first was o point out
cJaim differently, ot who otherwise do not understand this, have succumbed f

the extremely dangerots propaganda that narrative canbe divorced from val
"This is not true. All descriptions catry with them weighty presumptions of v2

'This is as true for wordless descriptions such as mathematical ’fo1r11r1111:1&—-~\f\’11i

FIVE STORIES

11

value the quantifiable and ignore everythin s
ave ab P eV g else—as it is for the ot
cg> fehe \'\?ngT’I}}rZS;S(E:;zsmn, by giving ?nly current actionsm“thjisxfi:;p:;i:fls :
heir absence) cause anc:r collapsed, kﬂhrllg hundreds of people”—devatues (elfS
e erounding the cﬁ)nteit. WhY did the towers collapse? What were thy
o now li -ouco a;llpse. This neat excision of both cause and context ,e
ing mudslides in theJc 1rn' lsn?’ .Where, for example, we often hear of devast .
countably; were foolis}? :I:nes iﬂhng t'hou‘sands of people who, seemingly unaa:
the end of these articles w oug t(? build villages beneath unstable slopes; towa ci
O hemn oo see me so-metlmes see sidefong references to “iflegal I:)g in r”
e tnber ¢ IZHUOI:_’[ of We?rerhaeuser, Hyundai, Daishowa orithgj
ions—and sometimesod PdaIHes,l which cut the steep slopes over t].’)IE ob‘eer
el gronp UNITA o e}z l:'>od1e-siof the villagers. Or we may read ijﬂ:-
docades of U.S, financ i:;‘in:rmg civitians in Angola, with no mention of th
ing of the World Trade Cent mc([) o sapport for this group. So far as the bomb-
dovoted 1o the attacks enler, espite yard after column yard of ink and pa
States rately venture ];ana };isei of pc,)tential reasons for hatred of the Uni}t).;
Hfestyle? or even, and P‘?YDH ) Th.ey re ‘fanatics,” or “The)}’re jealous of o
The second p’atri t'm not. makmg. this up, “They want our resources.” "
the United Stz;.tes diodlc vekrlsllon carries with it the inherent presumpti(;n that
United Srates Xills cit nothing to deserve or even lead to the attack: if t;
respond by killi en of Othe?: .Collntriesj and survivors of that " [ :
y killing United States citizens—even if the casualty COun:m ;111;;3
s of the

Counter'strlkes are b}‘ ,‘ ment nuch —TLie !J 11 e(i
a alis a85€8s
1V I'C 11 tic £ e smaller th

.t:a'tes 18 thenJuS tlfled m klﬂlng yet maore Cltlzens Of thOSe OtheI countries. As
.
h. omas efferson ut it n war. the wil k] ] some Of us: we Sha. destro a
u
p » 3 Y t] 5

Of:them 7 O . l)e( y-
g . ATl Lher Presumptioﬂ Ofthe ioti Vv i e nves o
. : | | i i patl‘lOth ersion iS that th i

]w: ] ]] 1 'l E .

P € Kikie , OIelgII terrorists are more WOl thy Of EIOEICE, Vengeance, and

fliﬁ.li’eprot :
. ection than th :
- tions, ose killed, for example, by unsafe working condi-

oz' by the turning of our total envi i
A ‘ ironment into a carcinogeni
; degﬁgan‘thes :eiit‘i(:u:z:j peopie died in those attacks. In no wayg d]:;l:::;
# an_q o o bt e Aﬁ}res.urnabl}‘r full of love, friendship, drama, sor-
40t¥?ii&:€hamrds’ more An J:ncaz}s die e.ach month from toxins and other
g-_tha;t!""re-for o dllnerlcans die each week from preventable can-
1..1.:.5.,- o sertinly therecte f1rt;lct.n=_sults .of the activities of large corpora-
e these deaths rommons the industrial economy.” The lack of outra
] nsurate to the outrage expressed over the deaths i‘j

B A gSIEVE .
SIS O als much-—if we care to reflect on i
fuimptions of our culture on it—about the values




ENDGAME, VOLUME I THE PROBLEM QF CIVILIZATION

e of the bombers oI their supporters,

pectiv
under which itis morally acceptable to kil

Lill those who themselves have done you no direct harm.**
at to kill people within the United States (by bombs, of
gens spewed in the service of production evidently do not

) may cause those who run the governments of the
atis, political, and de facto, that 1s, economic—
rest of the planet.

ently dominating the
it is possible to nalt or significantly slow vio-

12

The third version, from the pers

presumes that there are conditions

noncombatants, 1o
It also presumes th
course, since carcino
count as causes of atrocity
United States—both nominal, th
to re-think their position of viol
The fourth version presumes
lence through nonviolent means.

¢« ¢ ¢«

sking: can the same action seem ymmoral from

the perspective, for example,
whose lives depend on free-
e dams would,

Here's a question I've been a
one perspective and moral from another? From

ther creatures, sncluding humans,
dams are murderous and immoral. To remav
1. Of course the most moral thing

from this perspective, be extremely mora
i1d these or any other large dams in the first place.

would have been to not bu
But they're built, and they continue to be built the world over,

tent short-term fiscal benefit of huge corpor
f the poor. The second most MO

usually unsuccessful resistance ©
would be to let the water out slowly,
tly, taking the survival needs {as opposed to the m
the dominant econommic system) of all humans an
as we let rivers once again ron free. But the dams are there,
s——because of dams in the Northw:
and in the Southwest, T'm not sure what
o River no longer even

and social systems have
d irredeemably detrimental to human au

of salmon or O
flowing rivers,

river
are fast disappearing,
say except that the Colorad
current political, £CONOMIC,
sistently unresponsive fo an
human needs. Faced with a choic
communities on 0N hand and
and motivating them, the centralization of power) of
always choose the \atter. What, then, becomes the moral th

stand by and watch the last of the salmon die? Do we write letters an

suits that we know in our
we tale out the dams ourselves?

hearts will ultimate

to the consis-

ations and over the determined yet
ral thing.

and then breach the dams more or less gen- :
ore abstract requirements of
d nonhumans into account
they're killing

est, for example, salmon and sturgeon
more 1 need to

reaches the ocean—and the

e between healthy functioning naturd
profits on the other (or behind those profit
course those in powe
ing to do? Do ¥
& file ¥

ty not make much difference? !
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Here’s ano ion:
peres an gtl;:x;l cg;:s;il;;r\/::;t r:sild th; rivers themselves want?
o ; profound target th
e :O;u‘::(; ;f::lillsn Zf t;ﬁ(:grnent t}'lat went into the Grargld Coﬁetil];;l:: th:vt;;hfe
e o rah of Ci:*illc‘)ral?ty and.feasibﬂity of intentioﬁaliy taking dov:n
s Lo evenone 1za}t10n. I aim to examine this as unflinchingly ¢ p
e 1, even, specially, at the risk of examining topics Y ond
imits to discourse, picsnormalycon
I am not the first to make the case that the i i
e - : ¢ industrial economy, i i
Haation }fum;c:fw;ijfizns anc'i gives ri.se to it), is incompatiblz ;iiefli’ o
et é :;1& in fact with human and nonhuman life.” Ifm::n
e ot crnting nomy—and beneath it, civilization—is destro Y ;
oo thisg : irec;dented human suffering among the poor (Ya1 nfl
ffyow don accep anc,l gt o ead and put this book down, back away slowl turl
o agit;tion Wiueds.ome more s:ama: the drug should kick inyjsojn
O et isappear, you .ﬂ forget everything I've written anz
e o) thei i) ;ct again, just like the voices from the televisio; tell
rou over perspecti;e e ecomes clear that the best thing that can ha )
o e indus;i?t;aﬂy all nonhumans as well as the vast ma;]c?ri?
e 1Ca1 economy (and civilization) to go away or, in ’chY
ot et ol ;:eh as ’much as humanly possible during the ti,me We '
o inconve.nienc ere’s the problem: this slowing of the industriael
e e Uhitedesmany of those who benefit from it, includin
e st t.ates. Many of those who will be inconvenienceca:lg
o then ot bemh eir role as participants in the industrial econ
g human that they may very well consider this inco?nj?e}-r

- niefice 1o be a threat to the
R eir very lives. Th i
0 be inconven - 14 ose people will not all
Iy ienced without a fight, What, then, is the right th(i):;;tthe:in S?ei\fes
o do? Isit

possible to talk

SS1DIE 1 about fundamental soci

S : social chan ith ;

g _)_“0 the Gandhian refused to answer? e without asking ourselves the



