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Salute to
LLOYD WELLS
Lloyd Parker Wells died May 25, 2013 at
the age of 92. Lloyd was with us at the
start of Green Horizon in 2003 and served
on our Board until last year when he told
us he was getting ready to depart. Lloyd
was enormously important in helping us
develop the magazine, offering a lot of good
practical and visionary ideas, identifying
priorities, feisty at times with his incisive
questions and comments, and following
through with substantial and very timely
financial support.
Lloyd was a key figure in the revitalization

of Chestnut Hill in Philadelphia. He,
together with his wife Ellen (as Editor of
the Chestnut Hill Local) pioneered a
unique experiment in community democ-
racy, what Lloyd called a “localized quasi-
government.” Power was distributed;
decision making came from the bottom
up. Chestnut Hill obtained, and for years 
sustained, a high degree of autonomy
(local control) within the wider reaches of
the government of the city of
Philadelphia, a relationship Lloyd justly
described as a partnership. It was a model
for the shape of things to come as people
the world over are digging into their roots
and searching for deep living at home. In
the Chestnut Hill experiment, small
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business was favored, working people
were respected, environmental and aesthetic
realities were emphasized, and the hierarchy
of class, though not dissolved, was greatly
tempered.
Walter Fox, a close friend of Lloyd’s,

wrote a memoriam following his death.
He recounts the many sides of Lloyd’s
personality, achievements, adventures and
travels. Among the many things he 
mentions, he notes that Lloyd was an
accomplished pilot, and served for a time
as a commercial airline pilot; at another time
he served as director of marine operations
for the University of Pennsylvania’s
underwater archeological expedition to
Bodrum, Turkey; at still another time he
and Ellen moved to Crawford, Maine,
where he converted a former hunting
camp into a year-round dwelling, as well
as being elected First Selectman of
Crawford Township. 
We love you Lloyd. Our sympathies for

Ellen and family—and solidarity with her.
Carla and I got to know him and Ellen

in the past two decades after they moved to
Falmouth, Maine and then, in the last few
years, to Ft. Meyers, Florida. He joined the
Maine Green Independent Party and
worked in our gubernatorial campaigns.
He was profoundly concerned about the
degradation of the environment, the irre-
sponsibility and greed of big corporations,
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DAVID COBB WRITES:

Congratulations to the entire team at Green Horizon. I remember
John Rensenbrink and Steve Welzer describing the vision of
creating a publication that would serve as a place for thoughtful
discourse and dialogue on Green values to both build the Green
Party and also to transcend it. I was skeptical it could be done,
and am happy to have been proven wrong. Huzzah!

THE EDITORS RESPOND:

Thank you, David. You’ve been an inspiring leader of Greens, both
those in the Green Party and those who while not members of the
party, are pioneers of action for profound change in many movement
activities. You have carried the water and reached to the highways
and byways of our great country, as the presidential nominee of the
U.S. Green Party and as the chief catalyst for the national campaign
to overturn the fell doctrine of corporate personhood espoused by a
narrow majority of the U.S. Supreme Court. Thank you for that and
for your kind and inspiring words about Green Horizon.
Green Horizon is one horizon. Different people have different

perspectives on what emphasis to give to the elements comprising
Green; and they have different understandings of how best to
move towards that horizon. The word green is now a household
world the world over. We of Green Horizon, our team, our
Board, our magnificent donors, and the thousands who receive
and read our journal are committed to bringing about healing
change in politics and in culture (a word that to us includes 
economic and social dimensions). We unite these two critical
dimensions as assiduously and creatively as possible, dimensions
that are generally kept apart in the world at large. We search out
the critical issues and we direct attention to solutions, not just
analyses of the problems.
Many wonderful people have made and are making this 

magazine flourish. I especially hail my friend and co-editor
Steve Welzer for the acumen and balance he brings to our work.
Sometimes issues get difficult and sticky, but his wisdom is
always a tonic and a gaze pointing at a way forward. Members
of our Board are pillars of solid experience and clear thinking—
and give the kind of financial support that keeps our faith in our
venture. We have many, many faithful donors who by their
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We’re Celebrating our TENTH YEAR

the decline of democracy, and the onset of climate change. He
grew deeply worried about the fate of our species. It was for him a
crisis of survival. He told me several times that he had done very
little—perhaps because he was measuring what he had done
against the backdrop of the depth of the crisis. He said it without
bitterness or rueful desire for remonstrative disagreement. He was

a thorough realist as well as a person who refused to give up
hope. To the end he was a man of high spirit, keen thinking,
and exciting vision. He inspired so many people to do things,
creative things, they never felt they could do. 
We love you Lloyd. Our condolences and feelings of 

solidarity to Ellen and family.
— John Rensenbrink

Lloyd Wells, continued from previous page

attention and generosity fuel our confidence, excite our
minds, and make us realize that we are a community.
Last but by no means least, hats off to Tony Affigne, a

mobilizing, organizing Green doer in Rhode Island and the
nation; and Professor of Politics at Providence College. In the
late 90s of the last century, we were planning a Green
newsletter (what became the precursor to the magazine). We
looked high and low for a name and had just finished another
inconclusive phone conversation. The phone rang. It was
Tony. He said, Green Horizon! I said, YES, that’s it!
Thank you all! — John Rensenbrink

Interest in all facets of the broad green movement has been
surging. So we've been gratified, but not entirely surprised, to
see resonance for the idea of a publication providing news,
commentary, and analysis focused on Green politics.
Our contributors, staff, readers, and supporters surely all

wish that ecological wisdom and social responsibility were on
the immediate agenda of human affairs. Alas, while our project
is based on a steadfast optimism that the endeavor to "green"
society will ultimately prevail, there is little doubt that a long
journey toward that sought green horizon still looms.
Our ten-year anniversary shows that we’re in it for the long

haul. We’re confident that, with persistence, the movement will
continue to grow and the associated initiatives, organizations,
parties, and media will flourish. A decade of publication of Green
Horizon Magazine is notable, but I think future contributors and
readers will view it as merely a commendable beginning!
The endurance, sustainability, and future focus of the Green

Horizon project is a reflection of John Rensenbrink's vision
and determination . . . "against all odds," as one of his insightful
books was entitled. John has brought just the right mixture of
skills and guidance to bear. He has been a stalwart of the
broad movement and a captain of the specific vehicle that we
call the Green Horizon Foundation.
It's been a privilege to work with John on this project for the last

ten years and a great satisfaction to observe the magazine's expanding
influence during that period of time. — Steve Welzer
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We know that the carbon dioxide emitted by the burning of fossil fuels acts as a green-
house gas that warms the atmosphere. Cheap oil during the twentieth century has
made cheap food available so that the growth of human population exploded, from 2
billion in 1930 to 7 billion in 2012. But now fossil fuels are harder to extract and more
costly. Thus one of the challenges we face is how to raise food with only minimal or
no fossil fuel inputs at a time when demand for food is at an all-time high. Burning
the remaining fossil fuels will eventually have to be curtailed to reduce the damage of
climate change. Despite these grim considerations, there is much that can be done to
cope with a damaged climate, and surely more will be discovered as food shortages
make us think more seriously about food.

CAN FOOD BE GROWN WITHOUT FOSSIL FUELS?

Fossil fuels were not used directly in food production until the past century, so it is
likely that we could do without them in the future. The industrial system that now
produces our food needs a great deal of energy to do so, about ten calories of energy
to produce one calorie of food. According to Sara Scherr, food and fiber production
are leading sources of greenhouse gas, greater than the transportation sector. The
industrial food system grew largely because of cheap energy. It has nearly replaced
household food production, but, as we have already seen, its profligate use of energy is
threatening the stability of our climate. It is not sustainable without those massive
energy inputs for fertilizer, mechanization, transportation, and processing of raw mate-
rials into manufactured food products. As the food we buy continues to rise in price , more
and more people will want to raise some of their food. And with high rates of unem-
ployment, many people have time to do so. This shift can gradually replace parts of the
energy-intensive corporate system. Since energy-efficient and ecological farms will
increase, local stores will more and more sell their produce and the surplus that self-
provisioning growers can offer.
Although the transformation of the food system is a gradual process, it is part of

the movement toward a post-carbon future that will be very different from how we
live now. A great majority of the people, even in what were industrial societies, will
be involved in food production in contrast to the few that are now farmers. As 
intelligent human labor gradually replaces the brute power of fossil fueled
machines, a new society will emerge with new values and, hopefully, a deeper sense
of earth-centered spirituality. People who begin gardening, as they live from season
to season and participate in the cycles of nature, recognize that raising food has
changed their consciousness. 

A C T I O N

RAISING FOOD 
in a Changing Climate

MAYNARD KAUFMAN

“We can expect that climate
change is not a static condition
but an ever-changing process.”
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A C T I O N
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It is also possible that as climate change becomes more
noticeable and inconvenient, other voices will urge various geo-
engineering projects to “save the earth.” This is a typical
response from the industrial mindset, and of course it would
make money for some. But a more ecological response is first to
reduce the burning of fossil fuels with more efficiency and con-
servation, and replace fossil fuels with renewable sources of
energy. Second, we can sequester carbon dioxide in the soil
while raising food. That this is possible and feasible without
great cost or difficulty is the really good news in this paper. 

RAISING FOOD ORGANICALLY IN A CHANGING CLIMATE  

We can expect that climate change is not a static condition but
an ever-changing process. As the global atmosphere continues
to warm and glaciers continue to melt and oceans rise, new
problems will emerge. At this time we can count on droughts in
some areas, such as the Great Plains, and flooding in other
areas, along with more violent storms. Warmer winters will
allow more insect pests to survive and do more damage.
Continuing loss of biodiversity will upset the balance of nature.
We as Americans can try to adapt to these conditions, and as the
momentum of climate change continues, we can continue to
adapt once we have begun. Bill Mckibben warned that a warmer
climate itself can reduce crop yields by at least 10%, and drought
will impose even higher losses. We may have less to eat. Trickle
irrigation, which minimizes the waste of water, may be helpful
in areas where groundwater is available. 
The remainder of this paper is focused mainly on what small

communities can do to slow climate change while raising food.
This should not imply that small-scale farmers and gardeners
can simply retreat to their gardens and ignore the larger society.
Many agricultural policies are in need of the lobbying that 
citizens can do to push for changes. Ending the disastrous 
subsidy for ethanol production is one example. Other policies,
such as the facilitation of land redistribution, can help to make
the transformation to a post-carbon food system possible.

Meanwhile, we can expect that industrial modes of farming will
also continue for some time, powered by the remaining fossil
fuel or by bio-diesel. 
As a small-scale organic farmer and gardener who has worked

with other organic growers to promote organic food and farming
in Michigan since 1973, I am glad to report that the writers who
worry about climate change continue to recognize the value of
organic methods. Although this “new” postcarbon organic food
production will include some significant differences from 
traditional methods, it is still organic insofar as it rejects the use
of petrochemical substances for fertilizer and pest control. It
also works to feed the organisms in the soil rather than following
the recommendations for nitrogen, phosphorus and potassium
to feed the plant. Adding organic matter to the soil also helps to
sequester carbon in the soil. Sara Scherr explained that ending
dependence on anhydrous ammonia is especially important in
reducing greenhouse gases, since it emits nitrous oxide, which,
as the third major greenhouse gas, has about 300 times the
warming capacity of carbon dioxide. Organic growers often
depend on compost, green manure, legumes, blood meal, and
livestock manure, on wood ashes and on bonemeal to help the
organisms in the soil make plant nutrients available.
This new organic growing differs from some older organic

methods in that it urges the need for reduced tillage or no-till
production. Turning and exposing the soil allows carbon in the
soil to oxidize and escape into the atmosphere. Albert Bates and
Toby Hemenway report that “long term research studies reveal
average losses of 328 pounds of organic matter per acre per year
with plowing, whereas no-till studies report an average increase
of 956 pounds of organic matter per acre per year”. It is important
to recognize that carbon is stored in this organic matter and that
its conservation enhances soil productivity. Although no-till
drills and planters can be used in large fields, the use of mulch
is an effective method on the garden scale to control weeds and
conserve moisture. Most books on gardening extol the virtue of
mulch and explain what to use for mulch and how to use it.

“We can sequester carbon dioxide in the soil while raising food. 
That this is possible and feasible without great cost or difficulty is the really good news in this paper.”
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A C T I O N

THE IMPORTANCE OF PLANTING TREES AND BIOCHAR

Two other strategies may be of great value in sequestering carbon
in ways that help in the growing of food crops: planting trees
and making and incorporating biochar into the soil. Perennial
woody plants not only store carbon in their root systems, they
can improve the soil and help with water retention in hot climates.
Mark Hertsgaard was so impressed with how trees helped food
production in Mali in a program called “farmer managed natural
regeneration” (FMNR) that he called it “the largest environ-
mental transformation in Africa”. As we anticipate more heat
and drought in our grain raising area, lessons from Africa may
help us cope. And, since deforestation is another major cause of
climate change, planting trees is especially important. Trees can
also sequester more carbon than gardening based on tillage.
The importance of planting more trees raises the question of

whether there is enough land to do this. The answer is that we
do, at least in this country. Douglas Tallamy has pointed out that
millions of suburbanites and rural residents maintain almost 40
million acres of land in lawns. This could be gradually converted
to deep-rooted perennials, or permaculture, and thereby help to
raise food while also sequestering carbon with perennials. Still
another way to raise crops while conserving organic matter in
the soil and avoiding tillage is to grow some of the perennial
grains that are being developed at places like the Land Institute
by Wes Jackson and his associates. The root systems of perenni-
als are much greater than annual grains, and while the yield is
smaller the protein content is sometimes about the same.
Another advantage of perennial grains for small-scale growers is
that harvesting the grain could be done by hand. 
Biochar is a fairly recent emphasis in relation to climate

although it may have been made in the Amazon forest thou-
sands of years ago where patches of black earth, terra preta, have
been found and continue to remain fertile in areas of otherwise
thin acidic and infertile soil. In the past biochar has been made

and used mostly by small-scale growers, and some writers think
it should remain that way because they fear that its commercial-
ization might do more harm than good if its development were
not regulated. Corporate interests might be tempted to plant
and harvest trees for biochar production, so that it could become
another form of geoengineering, though more benign than
some. Industrial applications of biochar production already
exist, and they work best when they are set up in connection
with a steady supply of biomass, such as chicken litter from a
large poultry operation. Biochar, like charcoal, is made by burn-
ing some kind of biomass, often wood, in a low oxygen environ-
ment. This method of pyrolysis is often achieved with specially
designed stoves, some of which are described and evaluated by
Albert Bates. 
John Bruges, another critical advocate of biochar, suggests

that farmers and gardeners may need help from an extension
service and a fee for carbon sequesterization, a “carbon mainte-
nance fee”, to help them get started. Once the growers see that
biochar can increase yields they would be inclined to continue
using biochar. The potential for biochar to sequester carbon is
great. Mark Hertsgaard reports that “according to Johannes
Lehmann, a professor of agricultural science at Cornell
University and one of the world’s foremost experts on biochar, if
biochar were added to 10 % of global cropland, . . . it would store
29 billion tons of carbon dioxide equivalent, roughly equal to
humanity’s annual greenhouse gas emissions”. 
According to writers on raising food in a changing climate,

livestock can continue to play a role in food production.
Livestock can utilize land that is not fit for raising crops, and
some animals, such as chickens and pigs, can thrive on waste
from household and garden. The amount of grain that is needed
can be greatly reduced for many animals, and cattle can grow
and produce milk on grass without grain. Rotational grazing,
where cattle are grazed intensively in a small area and then
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A C T I O N

MAYNARD KAUFMAN

Bangor, Michigan writes regularly for Green

Horizon. During his life, he has focused on 

energy and food issues since the 1970s. This is

manifest in his book, Adapting to the End of Oil:

Toward an Earth-Centered Spirituality (Xlibris

2008). He continues to raise most of his food and

is mulching more of his vegetable garden to conserve organic matter. 

living in the ruins of the twentieth century with its extravagant
use of energy. They will remember that their suffering was
caused by a culture that sought an easy life through fossil-fueled
technology. They may recognize that they have moved beyond
the Age of Separation into an Age of Reunion in which they are
able to work together for the good of the community and the
earth, as Charles Eisenstein predicted.
When communities succeed in raising food and surviving

against enormous odds, they regain the hope that life is possible.
The challenge of adapting to a changing climate will require and
absorb all social and mental energy. As more and more people
work at raising food, food becomes a central, and centering, activ-
ity in their lives. New ways of thinking about nature become nor-
mative. Raising food helps people relate to nature as the dominant
power in their lives. They recognize they do not control nature but
are dependent on it. They participate in natural cycles, living from
season to season, and gradually forget the noxious myth of
progress in linear time through technology. Thus food provides
grounding for the desired transformation of consciousness.  

moved to another small area, can actually improve pastures
when the grass is given a chance to recover. This also conserves
carbon in the soil, especially when the grasses are perennials
with deep root systems.

CAN WE EXPECT A TRANSFORMATION OF CONSCIOUSNESS?

If climate change can be slowed it may be possible that food could
be grown to feed most of the people alive in 2100. But many ques-
tions remain and more will emerge. Will there be enough water to
irrigate crops in droughty times? Can insect pests be controlled as
the climate changes and more exotic pest varieties emerge? Will
loss of biodiversity threaten ecosystems? Can the nations of the
world avoid war over scarce resources? Will a modicum of social
order prevail within societies? Will people be willing to work
together for the good of the community and the earth? Any one of
these issues could destroy the social order. There is no hope for
humanity without the healing of people infected by the industri-
al/commercial disease of selfish money grubbing. But this is pos-
sible. We do need to keep in mind that the dominant cultural char-
acteristics that shape people’s attitudes in a given age are not nec-
essarily universal or given by human nature. 
So we will need some sort of transformation. Many New Age

writers have written about, and expect, a spiritual transforma-
tion. Anything is possible, of course, but we can imagine a trans-
formation that is not only possible but probable in terms of
social dynamics and not dependent on supernatural interven-
tion. As people live through the very difficult transition from a
life which is still easy even now at the end of the industrial age,
to a much more difficult life of hard work with far fewer energy
slaves, they will remember. They will remember that they are

“As more and more people work at raising food, food becomes a central, and centering, activity in their lives...
Thus food provides grounding for the desired transformation of consciousness. 
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“The story of agriculture in Maine in the last 15 years is that farms have found how to go around the 
middlemen and sell direct.”
So spoke John Piotti, of Maine Farmland Trust, at a talk at the Blue Hill library, sponsored by the Blue

Hill Heritage Trust.
When people think of farming in Maine, they picture silos and big equipment, potato, dairy and blueberry

farms. But people’s perceptions lag behind the reality, said Piotti.
Small-scale farms in Maine have grown, to the tune of 7,000 to 9,000 new farms in the last 15 years, while

commodity farming is in decline.
If the growth in small, direct-to-consumer farms was happening “in any other industry,” Piotti said,

“Business and government would see it as a big business opportunity.”
Large farms sell their product as commodities to processors and wholesalers. Local farms sell at farmers’

markets, farm stands, restaurants and CSAs (community supported agriculture, where customers pre-buy
before the growing season to help supply capital for seeds, supplies and labor).
“Marketing defines their difference,” Piotti said. Yet, the two, very different types of farms support each

other.
The economics of small farming depend on big farms, which lower the price of supplies, like grain, for

everyone.
And the 400-acre potato farms in Aroostook County that sell millions of pounds to national corporations 

benefit by the increased awareness that small, local farming brings. First, local governments are more sensitive to
how infrastructure and other decisions affect farms, and second, their customer base expands. Some of those
farms are now planting 10 to 15 acres of organic heirloom potatoes for direct sale to East Coast restaurants.
“Is farming the key to Maine’s future?” Piotti asked. “The answer is yes.”
At present, Maine is the top New England state for agriculture, and it has the potential to be “a big food

state,” Piotti said, for four reasons.
First, is land: While Maine now uses 1.3 million acres for agriculture, 100 years ago, before the rise of 

commodity farming, that number was 7 million acres. Those acres have not been lost to development.
Second, Maine has an abundance of water, and any future climate changes will only increase its supply.

While Maine aquifers “replenish on a 20-year cycle,” Piotti said, in the Midwest “the water will be gone soon.
They are on the edge.”
Third, is location. Maine’s latitude means good growing conditions, which are determined by sunlight, not

how cold and long the winter is. Plus, Maine farming pioneers, like Elliot Coleman, have invented ways of
“increasing the growing season without using fossil fuels,” through greenhouses.
The fourth reason why farming could be a bigger industry in Maine is who we are, Piotti said. “We’re part

of the world that still sees community connections. We get it.”
The biggest challenge right now is losing the farming land base, Piotti said. When farmland changes

hands, new farmers must usually pay developer prices, which can’t be met by farming. With 400,000 acres of
“very old” farmland, the problem of farmland in transition is coming up fast.
The good news, said Piotti, is that 275 people are looking for farms in Maine right now, according to Farm

Link, an organization that matches those looking with those selling. 

UPSURGE
Earlier this summer, the Weekly Packet, a newsletter published in Blue Hill, Maine, reported on a speech by Maine
food/farm expert John Piotti. We append it here to the article by Maynard Kaufman as further evidence to corroborate
Kaufman’s vision of a favorable future for us — as, and if, the strong trend to resurgence of the local continues. 

— Editors

From the 
Weekly Packet, 
a newsletter 
published in 
Blue Hill, Maine
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I spent most of two years (2007-2009) serving as Co-Chair of the EcoAction
Committee, Green Party U. S. That experience made me very much aware of the fact
that, while Ecological Wisdom is one of the pillars of the Green Party, it was always a
fight to get people to actually pursue wisdom and even more so when the subject was
climate change or global warming. That frustration led to my resignation from the
Committee as my actions did not produce the results that I felt are needed.
Others have had a similar experience and have taken to fight this battle outside the

Green Party. But the path to a comprehensive climate solution demands political
action. Green Party US is a political party that aspires to lead but, where climate is
concerned, does not. That leadership is currently in the hands of non-partisan organ-
izations like 350.org whose respected leader, Bill McKibben, hopes to create a mass
movement that will save the world. But so far, he has not provided the outlines of
political policy that any party could take forward and win elections. In fact, for all the
effort that has gone into the movement, the biggest rally that they have organized
failed to gather as large a crowd as a Washington Redskins football game.
I began to ask myself why, when the need for comprehensive immigration reform is

driven by very large rallies, when LGBT efforts have finally won the day with both the
American public and the Supreme Court, we do not see such gains in combating a
warming climate. It sent me back to reading the words of Dr. Martin Luther King.
More than anyone in recent American History, he provided the words that led one
mass movement for civil rights and, had he not been assassinated, would have created
a new movement merging the efforts for civil rights and world peace. He knew that
you can not have one without the other.

MARTIN LUTHER KING’S HISTORIC WORDS

In April of 1967, about a year before his life ended, Dr. King gave a sermon at the
Riverside Church in New Your City which has taken on the name “Beyond Vietnam.”
The words he spoke then are so apt for our situation today.

We are now faced with the fact, my friends, that tomorrow is today. We
are confronted with the fierce urgency of now. In this unfolding conun-
drum of life and history, there is such a thing as being too late.
Procrastination is still the thief of time. Life often leaves us standing
bare, naked, and dejected with a lost opportunity. The tide in the affairs
of men does not remain at flood -- it ebbs. We may cry out desperately
for time to pause in her passage, but time is adamant to every plea and
rushes on. Over the bleached bones and jumbled residues of numerous
civilizations are written the pathetic words, "Too late." i

It does not surprise me that, with a very few exceptions, there are no members of the
US Congress who understand the “fierce urgency of now.” I could count the names on
one hand. I fail to understand why a political party that stands for Ecological Wisdom
does not act, now, with purpose and fervor.

ECOLOGICAL WISDOM
and the US Green Party

WES ROLLEY

"...it was always a fight to get people
to do anything wise and even more
so when the subject was climate
change or global warming..."
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Greens are not alone ignoring the need for political action on
climate. Most of those who call themselves progressives are
much the same. If MSNBC has become the voice of progressive
Democrats, then they all must listen to Christopher Hayes. Yet,
even Hayes finds himself dumbfounded explaining his reaction
to President Obama's June 27th speech on Climate Change. In
that speech, Obama stressed the point that “we don't have
time...” And yet, we can still observe from the actions of
Obama's administration that it is not clear that he believes it
himself. Hayes noted that he watched the coverage and the net-
works turned away in the middle of the speech. He noted the
flow of social media posts and tweets and it was all about other
things and even he is asking “Why?” ii

Have we now come to the point where only the now is urgent?
It seems that way if you look at the rise and fall of substantive
discussions after Superstorm Sandy. Social media is perfect for
getting a quick reaction. Going viral seems to be the only way to
ensure the media coverage, or at least you need to be identified
as trending, rising soon like a wave only to splash on the beach
and disappear. If this is what we get from the democratization
of the media, then you must label me as old fashioned and out
of date. I still have respect for journalists who know their beat
and believe that it is their job to sort the truth from the lies, the
wheat from the chaff and all on behalf of a public who will make
political decisions, if not this week, in 2014.
Mainstream media is currently in the process of dismantling

their climate coverage. Once in a while, ABC's World News, or
NBC's Nightly News will get the story right, generally driven
by the reaction to climate enhanced weather event. But even
these organizations have cut climate staff. The New Your Times
used to have an entire department devoted to climate, but 
dismantled that within the past year.iii And my local stations give
more time to the discussion of allegiance of a football quarterback
than to the effects of climate change. So, where will the knowledge
come from, if not from there?

WHAT STOPS THE GREEN PARTY?

We must ask ourselves, “What stops the Green Party from taking
action? The party is dedicated to the ideal of grassroots democracy.
Action is supposed to arise from the people. I have seen this be
used to block action on the party's platform just because there
was no local sponsor. But is this not like the journalists who
decide the importance of a story by what is trending on twitter?

Does that grassroots ideal prevent the emergence of leadership
that can move the party to own the climate issue? I sincerely
hope not.
It can not be that Greens don't really believe that the climate

is not really changing, only going through yet another of it's
natural cycles. It can not be that we don't understand that sea
level rise is inevitable and will inundate whole island nations as
well as most of S. Florida. The scientists who told us that the
world is warming are now telling us that Miami, as we know it,
is doomed, bound to become an American Atlantis.iv

Well, maybe it is a lack of belief in the facts of climate change.
Chris Mooney, author of The Republican War on Science, talks of
a liberal tendency to distrust science, especially the efficacy of
vaccinations.v There is also a strong distrust of government
among progressives that is now focused on Big Brother
Surveillance State but has a long history among those for whom
PsyOps are a reality. When you consider that most climate 
scientists work for government, or at least for public universities,
then many are more than willing to look for any reason to not
believe what they are being told. But if you don't believe 
that climate change is real, then there is no hope to avoid a
calamitous future.
Progressive activists are much more inclined to base their

activism on social values rather than scientific facts. But is this
how we will express concern for the residents of Bangladesh or
the Mekong Delta in Vietnam? Those rich agricultural deltas
are doomed to be returned to the sea and tens of millions will
need new lands. How does that figure in our immigration policy?

WHAT SHOULD START HAPPENING?

It must be clear by now that I am not satisfied by the level of 
climate activism that comes from the Green Party. I must then
outline what I believe needs to start happening.
The recently named Green Shadow Cabinet, though not an

official Green Party body, seems to be a step in the right direction.
It is great that Jill Stein has identified herself with the Ecology
Branch of the shadow cabinet. It seemed a stroke of good fortune
to announce it on Earth Day, but we have not heard much about
climate since then. In fact, they seem to focus more strongly on
the fate of Bradley Manning and Edward Snowden than on that
of all of humanity.
The Shadow Cabinet does include Charles Komanoff as an

Assistant Secretary for Sustainable Urban Transportation.

I have made some effort to understand what a truly Green Economy would mean and how we might get there.

                         i          h

                        i      h

                       i      h

                       i      h

                        v      h
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Transportation is major part of the solution and I respect his
knowledge. However, I have not heard from him so I begin to
wonder. Who is setting the priority for what element gets a turn
in the spotlight? Is this another case where we are driven, like
the main stream journalists, by what is trending?
I even find goodness in the appointment of Sean Sweeney as

a Climate Change Adviser to the President. The goodness
comes from his labor background because many of the labor
union actions or positions that I have encountered are quite
contrary to achieving any mitigation to climate change. With a
coal miner as its head, the AFL/CIO is doing all it can to protect
the coal industry and the many jobs involved. Yes, the workers
need protection but what protection is it when we destroy more
than we save? Similar statements can be made about the
Teamsters Union. Should we just ovelook it's demonstration on
the capital steps to open up the Alaskan National Wildlife
Reserve to additional oil production? We may be on the side of
the workers but we obviously can’t view the unions as being on
our side.
One of the things I am asking of the Green Shadow Cabinet

is that they not let the flow of news events completely determine
their messages. They should also call attention to what is being
missed by the media as we lurch from one crisis to another.

A TRULY GREEN ECONOMY: TWO DIFFERENT THREADS

Since ecology and the economy are tightly coupled, I have made
some effort to understand what a truly Green Economy would
mean and how we might get there. There are at least two
threads of thought that are commonly encountered. One is an
Eco-socialist thread that I discovered reading Joel Kovel when
he was at Levy Institute at Bard College. Another is the Steady
State Economy championed by Brian Czech. They are very 
different approaches and one reason why we Greens do not have
a clear economic message. It is pretty clear what mainstream
Republicans and Democrats believe about the economy, not so
obvious for Greens.

I think that we can agree that unconstrained growth in a 
capitalist economy is a major contributor to our problems. James
Howard Kunstler continues to warn everyone of an impending
economic collapse. The title of his blog, Clusterfuck Nation, is
enough to give you an indication of just how bad he believes
things to be. Many Eco-socialists seem to relish the idea that a
Marxian collapse must come before they can build a new future.
But every collapse we have seen delivers chaos, not conversion.
And even if we can achieve a new economic paradigm, there is
nothing inherent in socialism, even an Eco-socialism, that can
remove industrial growth as a goal.
I have not studied Czech's Steady State Economy as well as I

should, I am doing that now along with the work of his mentor,
Herman Daly. Since it begins with the premise that everything is
driven by the ecology and limitations of the physical world in
which we live, it would seem to be a better foundation on which to
build our future. Then, we can test the results with our social values.
For myself, because I think the Green Party needs the discussion,

I will work on a comparison of Eco-socialist Economics and
Steady State Economics and maybe Green Horizon will publish
that as well.

                         i          http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/mlkatimetobreaksilence.htm

                        ii      http://www.thenation.com/blog/174986/can-obama-reverse-climate-change-or-it-too-late#axzz2Zn4WmnLS

                       iii      http://insideclimatenews.org/video/icn-and-arkansas-times-muckrake-exxon-oil-spill-and-you-can-help

                       iv      http://grist.org/climate-energy/american-atlantis-sea-level-rise-means-miami-is-doomed/

                        v      http://www.pointofinquiry.org/chris_mooney_unscientific_america/

"...[the Green Party] seems to focus more strongly on the fate of Bradley Manning and 
Edward Snowden than on that of all of humanity."

WESLEY ROLLEY 
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For weeks the US media and rank and file Americans were absorbed in discussion 
concerning the George Zimmerman trial for the murder of Trayvon Martin. Like most
topics among the American public, this one fell off into two nonsense camps. One so
threatened by the very suggestion that America is an inherently racist nation that it
could only buy into Zimmerman’s account of the situation. The other was the usual
moment in that the anger was quite real, and it was shown in the large protests in support
of Martin, yet suggestions for solutions were scarce or missing completely. When such
solutions were proposed they focused on gun control or repealing stand your ground
laws. 
No doubt such laws need discussion, and most Greens will agree that we need to

address gun issues, including stand your ground. Yet the core issue of crime and 
punishment in the US is largely ignored. It does not take Sherlock Holmes-like scrutiny
to discover that these two sides, as in most issues actually covered by US media,
seemed to split into the same Republican/Democratic polarization that is common-
place these days. We see Republicans largely supporting Zimmerman and Democrats
acting as though Democratic leaders are actually interested in resolving injustice.
Trayvon’s murder certainly provided much fodder for both of these sides. Al Sharpton

and MSNBC clearly took their share of the spotlight to use the indignation over such
a senseless killing as the latest effort to elevate the policy of the White House and
Democrats as our savior machine; while FOX News (and other right-leaning media)
also had plenty of fuel to continue the contention that a “war on gun owners” is the
underlying motivation of all governmental levels, and how Republicans will save us by
regulating the womb, not guns. It is truly a shame that while we had the attention of the
oft distracted American public, we also failed (again) to have a meaningful dialogue and
assessment of our society. No need to pile on the crazy Republicans in this piece, as
most Greens recognize that party’s agenda to be as sinister and hateful as advertised. 
However, one can only be frustrated at the cheerleaders of the Democratic Party who

try to convince us that President Obama secretly loves us and wants to do right by people,
despite his continuing, or ramped up version, of the policy of his Republican predecessor.
Since there is little to substantiate praise of the President, by way of his policy, we are
expected to hold faith in Obama and his cronies based on his complexion alone.  
Periods of tragedy can be genuine opportunities for change and for progress. Such

a high profile and highly emotional case as Martin/Zimmerman surely cannot be

THE MURDER OF 
TRAYVON MARTIN: 

CARL ROMANELLI

Yet until we admit
pathology, we cannot
cure it. 

The Trayvon Martin case
is only one of thousands
and thousands in this
country that are wrought
with tragedy.

What the President 
and the Attorney General 
Didn’t Say
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ignored by the first African American president, and it was not.
Not only did President Obama weigh in, but so too did his
Attorney General, Eric Holder. However, what was not said by
either of these officials is most offensive of all. The failure of the
prosecutor in the Zimmerman trial should have been all Eric
Holder needed to explain the vile practice of profiling. After all,
profiling is supposed to be prohibited practice on the part of
police, and policing agencies, so surely it should not be tolerated
from a vigilante. Yet profiling is so commonplace in modern law
enforcement that it is considered a “tool,” despite the fact that the
practice is supposed to be unconstitutional. Eric Holder had a
chance to point out many of the failings of Florida prosecutors,
including the fact that none of Martin’s DNA was on
Zimmerman, his clothing, or his gun; only on the bag of snacks
that Trayvon was clutching at his death. The 
disproportionate incarceration of minorities should have been
hot topics for the President and Attorney General to take a
stand against, yet it was also missing from their speeches. Not a
word was mentioned by either official on how poor and minority
citizens make up the chattel for private, for-profit prisons. One
can be certain that President Obama did not say a word to
Hillary Clinton, at their recent luncheon, regarding her husband
incarcerating more African American citizens than any other
president in US history. So 400 years of racism remain in full
effect here in the alleged land of the free. We still cannot seem
to approach such subjects with the resolve to really change
things for the better; instead we get more change we can make
believe in, which seems to be enough for most Democrats.
The Trayvon Martin case is only one of thousands and thousands

inflicted on people in this country that are wrought with tragedy.
They cry out for public comment. Their terrible experiences high-
light the need for policy change. But America just cannot seem
to address her ugly and corrupted side. Yet until we admit

pathology, we cannot cure it. It is quite distressing to see further
proof that America continues to decay in its White privilege.
Even more frustrating is to see such privilege also is a chief
component of Black elites, too. 
One thing that is certain: The status quo will not be where

such cures are found and implemented. Rather such liberating
policy will come from those who choose a different path. So
hold your ground, Greens, we seem to have the best agenda for
a better and more just day, and the country, no, the world, needs
such an agenda to succeed. However, please take heed in how
entrenched this dynamic of privilege is, as it, too, can, and does,
play out even in our party. We need to resist if we are to 
ultimately be the true alternative to politics as usual. 

So 400 years of racism remain in full effect here in the alleged land of the free. 
We still cannot seem to approach such subjects with the resolve to really change things for the better; 
instead we get more change we can make-believe in, which seems to be enough for most Democrats.
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We all recognize tokenism as an excuse for inaction. It’s a way of declaring a problem
settled while hardly even beginning to address it. What has not been so much noted,
however, is the extent to which it pervades every dimension of politics in the United States.
An important attribute of tokenism is that many who acquiesce to it have a sincere

wish that the issue in question could be addressed at a deeper level. They recognize the
token for what it is, but they reassure themselves with the thought that at least it’s a
first step in the right direction – that it’s “better than nothing.”
I believe, on the contrary, that this very predisposition is what makes tokenism worse
than nothing – a step backward from goals that are widely desired. The token itself
might be harmless or even positive. What makes it insidious is its framing, or the larger
context in which it is put forward.
The image of a waterfall, a heron, or a sunset may remind us that nature offers us a

wealth of inimitable wonder. Painted onto the back of an SUV, however, it’s the cynical
expression of a posture in which everything in the universe has been tamed, packaged,
and brought under control.
Tokenism in the US first gained traction as a way to co-opt the fight against racial

segregation. Its role in defusing that struggle is longstanding, and continues into the
present. The peak of tokenism was reached when a major sector of the ruling class
anointed Obama as a viable standard-bearer for their broadly discredited agenda of
social cutbacks and foreign wars – an agenda which in no way reflects the interest of
the popular constituency that Obama (in “identity” terms) supposedly represents and
which comprises his most loyal and dependable electoral base. 
Racial tokenism was soon joined by gender tokenism. Tokenism might seem harder

to apply here, given the theoretical 50% benchmark. But it could take a variety of
forms. The fascination with visibility and high office would remain, as in the recent
rather desperate call of a liberal columnist to endow Hillary Clinton with the presidency
in 2016, not because of any policies she might advance, but simply in order for a
woman to hold that high position. (Editor’s note: please see Scott McClarty’s keen-edged
Letter-to-the-Editor in this issue). Meanwhile, in the armed forces whose deployment
Ms. Clinton has so assiduously championed in her role as Secretary of State, sexual
assaults on women continue unabated. And within the imperial social order upheld by
those forces, the attack on reproductive rights intensifies.
In both the racial and the gender dimensions, public discourse remains locked in the

mindset of treating the various issues on a one-by-one basis. Yet every demand that is
squelched when advanced in isolation is in reality grounded in a complex of conditions
that can only be addressed together.
The call to combine issues is typically regarded as obstructing the buildup of a political

base, in the sense that it’s easier to unify a broad constituency around a single demand
than it is to work through the disagreements that arise as one tries to go to the roots
of a problem. But the easy unity behind a single and separately contested isssue is
superficial and therefore ephemeral. It does not express a fully articulated political
force, and does not reflect a socially cohesive constituency.

The Plague of 

TOKENISM
VICTOR WALLIS

Tokenism in the US
first gained traction
as a way to co-opt
the fight against
racial segregation.

But the easy unity behind
a single and separately
contested issue is superficial
and therefore ephemeral. 
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The phenomenon of tokenism is the outcome of that short-
fall. A victory of sorts may have been won, but the forces that
upheld the previous dispensation survive unscathed.
In the environmental dimension, tokenism will continue to

flourish – and progress will remain out of reach – for as long as
the debate remains focused exclusively on forms of energy and
fails to take up the question of how one can reconceptualize
human and social need. The reason for this is twofold. On the
one hand, every alternative energy-form has its built-in limitations,
associated with space requirements, dependability, and/or
potentially harmful side effects; and given those limitations, all
the alternative energy-forms taken together will not be sufficient
to satisfy the current level of demand (let alone future increases
in demand). On the other hand, to ignore objective limitations
in total energy availability is to leave unchallenged the dominant
discourse of “all of the above” [energy-forms] and its driving
force, the commitment to perpetual economic growth.
Within the US political establishment, in which capitalism

cannot be questioned, talk of “green energy” and “green jobs” bears
all the earmarks of tokenism. Particular non-fossil and non-
nuclear projects may be advanced, but there is no political force
to block ongoing depredation on the part of existing enterprises.
Capital recognizes the inherently subversive potential of an
authentic ecological agenda, against which token green programs
– heralded with a disproportionate level of rhetoric, though
enjoying below-par subsidies – serve as its first line of defense. 
Through what process, though, will humanity be able to

reconceptualize its basic needs? Several conditions appear to be
necessary. 
First, the exhaustion of the ecological matrix needs to be

made glaringly evident to everyone. This is no easy matter.
There is a constant push-back against such recognition, not only
from right-wing denialists (self-anointed “skeptics”), but also from
certain progressives. Among these are those who focus most of their
attention on how to increase the total energy supply (including
in some cases even through resort to nuclear power) and – perhaps
overlapping these – the self-proclaimed anti-“catastrophists”
who argue, purportedly because of the need to act quickly, that
strategies for responding to the environmental crisis must be
developed independently of agendas of social transformation.
In the latter perspective, we again find the apprehension that

going to the roots of an issue will only complicate things, and
hence that it makes more sense, as a practical matter, to follow
a path that will command a broad initial consensus. The argument
in this case is that foregrounding the structural critique – i.e. linking
the ecological crisis to capitalism – will serve only to discourage
people, inasmuch as they tend to view the power of capital as
impregnable. 
Responding to this stance leads us to the second requirement

for reconceptualization, which is that people learn to view social
practices in their full economic and ecological context. Only
then is it possible to understand that the structural approach –

which brings the contextual factors into focus – does not clash
with the formulation of short-term demands but is instead integral
to it. The most ecologically sound transit arrangements, for
example, will reflect the analytic perspective that has most fully
freed itself from the operating assumptions of the consumerist
and market-driven approach on which the hegemonic car-
culture depends.
Finally, the reconceptualizing of basic needs can only succeed

as part of a collective process, involving increasingly large 
numbers of people and generating new structures along the way.
These structures will have to arise at every level, from voluntary
associations to works councils to political organizations to
administrative bodies. Existing institutions such as schools and
religious or cultural entities will all need to embrace the 
common mission of redefining needs, and evolve accordingly.
What is involved here is a thoroughgoing participatory

process. Individuals who are at once well informed and imaginative
will play a vital role in helping awaken people to previously
unimagined possibilities, but what will ultimately be decisive
will be the emergence – within new social and organizational
spaces – of creative energies on a scale far more vast than in any
previous social transformation.
The process will be democratic in the fullest meaning of this

term. Merely to imagine such an unfolding is to remind ourselves
once again of the current pervasiveness of tokenism – in this
context, in terms of what has been allowed to pass for democracy. 
Here is where we see the crowning expression of tokenism:

the assumption that the current mode of selecting national
political leadership can bring the changes needed in order to
secure our collective long-term survival. Within this tokenistic
scenario, a constant show is played out to absorb our attention,
tap our political energies, and deplete the treasuries of our trade
unions and community organizations. 
And while the charade goes on, the big corporations continue

– whether directly or through their agents in government – to
impose their twin agendas of accumulation and expansion. While
tokens are offered to those who would transform this frame-
work, the deeper legal/cultural matrix is one that continuously
reinforces the sanctimonious aggressiveness of individuals and
collectivities who view their own dominance – over nature or
“other” human beings – as a matter of right.

VICTOR WALLIS
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This is the third in a planned series of articles by Steve Welzer

DEAR GRANDCHILDREN:

(Sarina, I just talked with your kindergarten teacher, and she’s as impressed with your
ability to carry a tune as I am!)
My intention is to present you with these notebooks when you turn 16, hoping that

you’ll read them over gradually sometime before you’re 20. Here’s why I think that’s
the ideal age to start giving consideration to these ideas:
By age 30 most of us are fairly inured to the pathologies of our society. But at age

16 or 18 a sensitive individual still reacts viscerally. He or she doesn’t just pass by the
sorry sight of a homeless person on the streets of a city, but rather experiences a mixture
of chagrin and outrage, perhaps thinking at some level (maybe subconsciously): “What
kind of society allows this?”
It’s an appropriate question, the kind that fosters deep inquiry. I believe the quest for

an answer can lead to the central premise of these notebooks...that there have been two
fundamentally different ways humans have lived.
In trying to convey the essence of the differences we’ve used various terms of 

counterposition: “Old Ways” vs. “New Ways”; Home vs. Leviathan; community vs.
mass society. The conflation of the latter two concepts is an indication of how distorted
perspectives have become in the modern world. Is there a community of “We, the
American people”? Well, when people live in real community they don’t allow home-
lessness...and don’t allow many other phenomena that we, in this society, are encouraged
to become inured to.
The familiar relationships of real community are just a step beyond those of extended

family. It would be a very rare (and disturbed) family or community that would allow a
member to live in unsupported squalor. Within the context of real community problems
and issues are addressed in a personal and empathetic kind of way. Extreme disparities
of circumstance would be (correctly) viewed as destructive of social cohesion. Or: it
would be considered pernicious to treat a neighbor as an exploitable “sales prospect.”
Under conditions of mass society the way people deal with each other and treat each

other is neither sensitive nor empathetic. It wouldn’t even be tolerable...if our sensibility
was informed by a healthy value system.

THOUGHTS 
For My Grandchildren

...on What You’ll be Facing

STEVE WELZER

A condition that thousands of years
ago was characterized by local crises
of unsustainable population density
has become a generalized, globalized
Crisis of congestion, depletion, 
pollution, and cultural breakdown.
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It’s healthy when a 16-year-old asks: How could this be? And
it’s productive when a 20-year-old asks (going a little deeper):
How did this come about?

DIFFERENT NARRATIVES

I hope you’ll be among the sensitive. If so, you’ll find it odd that,
even as early manifestations of crisis become evident, many of
your middle-class peers will be inclined to say that things are
fine and times have never been better. They might cite the
achievement of high levels of life expectancy, education,
income/net worth, travel and cultural opportunities, scientific
knowledge, etc. They’ll be aware of the prevalence of poverty
and disease in many peripheral countries, but they’ll adhere, as
long as possible, to the common progressivist optimism about
the future.
So, as you might be beginning to suspect, you’re going to

encounter radically different narratives regarding “where we’ve
been and where we’re going”...and it’s likely to be confusing.
You’ll hear much about the idea of progress. Many of the prob-
lematic issues we confront in our lifeways, in our world, in
geopolitics are viewed in the light of being “not-yet-resolved but
soon-to-be as we march forward.” That narrative is buttressed
through historical comparisons of the human condition. We
compare our airy homes to the crowded tenements of the early
twentieth century, our career opportunities to the “satanic mills”
of the nineteenth century. I remember in high school and college
the feeling of pathos engendered by reading about the cruelty
associated with the slavery of the ancient empires, the constant
warfare between the early states, the diseases that ravaged the
medieval cities. It was comforting to “know” how the progress
that has raised most of us in the modern developed countries

above such barbarism and affliction is the result of human
ascendance through higher and higher stages.
That perspective had some validity when the comparison was

confined to the historical period, i.e., the five millennia or so
since written records have been available. The biological/ecological
insights of the twentieth century are based on a longer-range
view of things and argue for a re-thinking of the progressivist
narrative.
For example, they call into question the idea that the

Neolithic Revolution was a beneficial advancement embraced by
aboriginals due to the positive appeal of agriculture-based life-
ways. Paleoanthropologists are still analyzing and debating the
process, but the truth seems to be that humanity was forced to
undertake that dramatic transition by the pressure of unsustainable
population densities.

A HUMAN SPECIES-BLOOM

Prior to the Neolithic era advances in consciousness, culture,
and technology had laid the groundwork for a human species-
bloom. What we know about a bloom is that it inevitably reaches
a point where available resources become strained. With the 
relatively sudden onset of a climatic cooling period (the Younger
Dryas, twelve thousand years ago, lasting a thousand years)
humans in several parts of the globe faced a crisis. From an 
ecological standpoint it would have been best to then limit 
population growth, and the likelihood is that many groups did
just that. But some took a different pathway . . . in the direction
of what we might think of as a “techno-solution” to the problem.
Rather than limiting their population they set out to augment
their horticultural practices. And after some generations of
refining techniques they succeeded. They developed a special

When people live in real community they don’t allow homelessness. 
Under conditions of mass society the way people deal with each other and treat each other 

is neither sensitive nor empathetic.
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form of agriculture which enabled them to generate food surpluses.
In the process they transformed themselves and their societies.
Looking back, using a mythopoetic lens, we might interpret

that as a point of original hubris. For the first time humans had the
audacity to contemplate taking full control of their environment.
In the Ishmael trilogy Daniel Quinn’s alternative narrative

posits aboriginal humans as “Leavers.” Like all other species, they
generally (at a macro level) left control of natural phenomena “in
the hands of the gods”...i.e., their lifeways were, fundamentally,
based on accommodation to natural ecological forces.
With the transition to intensive agriculture, humans become

Takers and strike a Faustian bargain. In taking control they clear
large swathes of land of all other species except the few that can
be domesticated as food sources, beasts of burden or pets. They
become Powerful in a way that no other species has ever been
before. But, in some senses, they become domesticated them-
selves, become yoked themselves. They cross a line such that
they become dependent upon self-production of food. In doing
so they take on wholly unanticipated burdens and set in motion
wholly new dynamics.
The groups that had embarked upon the technological (rather

than ecological) path were motivated to increase their numbers
and their dominion. Every additional laborer was a plus, every
additional tillable acre an asset. Their surpluses fostered even
higher population densities and more complex divisions of
labor. A specialized military segment of the population enabled
the obtaining of more land and more labor via conquest. And
thus did all aspects of the New Ways develop and prevail.
The ultimate outcome was the near-universal adoption (or

imposition) of that special form of agriculture—the aggressive,
exhaustive, highly productive form that Daniel Quinn terms
“totalitarian,” based on the destruction of all competition and
the assumption of resource/produce ownership. Instead of lim-
iting population growth, the human species had found a way to
fuel its bloom.

WE’VE DRIFTED FROM OUR GROUNDING
As mentioned before, the life experience of an aboriginal individual
was one of being embedded in a real community...of familiar people,
flora, and fauna dwelling within a specific local place-on-earth.
An identification with this home-place was integral to an individ-
ual’s own identity. It grounded him/her psychologically. Within
it his/her domain of experience was bounded and appropriately
scaled. Social relations were stable, personal, and empathetic.
We evolved for living within that context, but the New Ways

ruptured all organic boundaries and fostered aberrant value 
systems. To the ears of a modern person “bounded,” “limited,”
“local” tend to have a negative connotation. The modern mindset
is expansive. It perceives virtue in the overcoming of limits.
There is pride in being able to “handle so much,” know so much,
produce so much, have so much. Pride that “the sky is the limit”
. . . travels, imaginations, desiderata should be unbounded.
We have arrived at this mindset on the basis of a five-millennium

process of drifting ever-farther from our original grounding in
nature-based/community-based reality. During that period of
time we’ve been focused on gains made in select areas such as
science, technology, and productivity, but there has been relatively
little appreciation for what we have lost.
The losses have occurred incrementally, almost imperceptibly

(as with the case of the frog in the pan of water being slowly
heated). In future notebook entries we’ll discuss in more detail the
losses of such things as autonomy, intimate caregiving, participatory
cultural expression and social decision-making, peace and quiet,
psychological stability.

HYPERTROPHY OF MODERN LIFE

Here I want to make a case that we’ve lost our bearings. How
else to explain our failure to recognize the general hypertrophy
of modern life?
Our standards of consumption, the distances we routinely

travel are egregious. The size of our institutions is prodigious.
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You’re going to encounter radically different narratives
regarding “where we’ve been and where we’re going.”

Prior to the Neolithic era, advances in consciousness, culture, and
technology had laid the groundwork for a human species-bloom.
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Perhaps we dimly sense that the degree of complexity of modern
life has become untenable. The sheer number of things (stuff ),
people, processes, technologies to know about or keep track of is
overwhelming. Our attention is pulled in too many directions.
We face too many choices, obligations, distractions, learning
curves to climb, “hoops to jump through.”
Our domain of experience has been extended beyond any 

criterion of human scale. How could it be otherwise if we’re now
living in a “global village”?!
Five millennia of “development” have led to the current 

condition—which Charlene Spretnak calls “hyper-modernity”—
where all is pathologically large-scale, complex, abstract, and
synthetic. What is called for, Spretnak says, is a “resurgence of
the real,” along the lines of our original grounding, enabling a
restoration of ecological and social sanity.
But, if I’m interpreting her correctly, Spretnak is not calling for

us to “go backward.” It’s not a question of trying to re-establish
the Old Ways. It would be impossible to do so even if there was
some kind of consensus favoring it. For one thing, there would
have to be a reduction in the human population so radical as to
cause severe cultural dislocation over any short- or medium-
term period of time. (Moreover, it’s not as if aboriginal peoples
necessarily and always lived ecologically—there’s no virtue in
romanticizing them. Undoubtedly, the Old Ways were more in
touch and we can surmise that aboriginals “had a better feel for”
nature than do moderns. Nonetheless, some aspects of the original
crises—those that would eventually pressure aboriginals into
adopting the New Ways—were due to misguided ecological
praxis.)
No, the idea is not to “go back.” Rather, our goal should be to take

advantage of the lessons that we’re learning through analyzing
those early crises, the agricultural revolution, the ascent into 
civilization, and the transition into modernity. Arriving now at a
Turning Point where we’re facing new and more comprehensive
crises, it can be hoped that we are in the process of developing

a conscious ecological sensibility that will enable us to go forward
into the “Third Stage,” the Ecozoic Era. It could be achieved by
appreciating the full story of where we’ve been, what we’ve gone
through . . . and then crafting what David Watson calls an
enlightened “synthesis of the primitive and the modern.”
But we need to start moving faster in that direction. The lim-

its of the “techno-solution” of ten thousand years ago are
becoming evident. Daniel Quinn notes that more food does not
resolve the issues associated with a species-bloom, it only post-
pones their resolution. If a bloom is allowed to fully play out it
will eventually consume its resource base.
A condition that thousands of years ago was characterized by

local crises of unsustainable population density has become a
generalized, globalized Crisis of congestion, depletion, pollu-
tion, and cultural breakdown. A visitor from another planet
might report back that the phenomenon of bloom seems to have
driven the human race crazy. If we don’t soon consciously and
deliberately deal with all its consequences and ramifications, the
result will be ruination for us and mass extinction for other life
forms on the planet.

...to be continued
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New Jersey as a candidate of the Green Party. Steve
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University. He lives in East Windsor, New Jersey, and is pursuing a project

to establish an ecovillage in that state.

The New Ways ruptured all organic boundaries
and fostered aberrant value systems.

Things can get out of balance when limits are disregarded, resulting
in some aspects or dimensions becoming hypertrophied.
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TO THE EDITOR,

Thank you for your insightful article “Global Governance” in
the Spring/Summer 2013 issue of GH. I look forward to every
issue and I find the articles and letters informative, provocative,
and interesting.
I would like to comment on several articles/letters in this

same issue. Firstly, Mr. Moch’s article “If We Can’t Do Better,
Why Do It.” He states his elders told us “to be nonviolent, to
take up arms when necessary.” Since we can’t have both, Mr.
Moch does not tell us which he chose or will choose. I would
suggest, of course, nonviolence for a variety of reasons and is one
of the pillars of the Green Party.
Secondly, the letter from Democrat Eleanor Lecaine tells us

there are still those who blame Nader and those who voted for
him for GW Bush getting into office. Eleanor fails to address
several key issues here.

1. 49% of the eligible voters did not turn out in 2000. We are
not going to throw our vote because half of the people
didn’t bother to vote!

2. Nader “drew thousands of votes away from Gore,” she says,
but doesn’t point out the Gore “drew 100’s of thousands of
votes away” from Nader!

3. Thousands of people were prevented from voting in Florida
in a number of different ways. The US Supreme Court had
a hand in preventing an investigation into these crimes.
Perhaps over 100,000 people were stopped from voting.

4. Obama’s presidency is just as disastrous as GW Bush’s, if
not more so:

a. We are still at war
b. Speed limit is still 65 mph
c. A worse environmental policy
d. No investigation into 9/11
e. Increase in drones
f. Poor health policy
g. The National Defense Authorization Act fiasco
h. A bigger Wall Street bailout amt
i. No subsidies for organic farming
j. No labeling of GMO’s
k. Continued drug war

L E T T E R S  T O  T H E  E D I T O R

Whoever the president is, s/he must do the bidding of the
military-prison-industrial complex, whether Democrat or
Republican. Only an alternative party can hope to remain
untouchable, and must be included in public forums.
Thirdly, I would like to compliment Jon Olsen for his article,

“Theory Is Not a Four-Letter Word.” The official story of 9/11
describes a conspiracy, but few people realize this. I hope we can
reach a critical mass in this country where people realize 9/11
was an inside job and call for a real investigation, as architects
and engineers for 9/11 truth-telling insist upon. Knowing the
facts could spark a nonviolent revolution, and a real version of
the United Nations.

Richard Reisdorf
Mankato, Minnesota

TO THE EDITOR

The articles in GH are as always, excellent leading thought for
the progressive mind. Your opening article on global governance
is outstanding, John. Would that we could see more of your
visionary guidance and our cherished values reflected in current
governmental leadership!
I’m glad that GH covered Fukushima’s nuclear meltdowns;

but what a difficult road ahead to turn that industry toward
responsible engineering. This industry is packed with greed,
hubris, and absurdly optimistic assumptions about the outra-
geous risks for which it is responsible around the world. The
level of collusion between industry and governments has the
potential to spread radioactive contamination at massive scales.
Nuclear power plants are ubiquitous in America; there’s hardly

a locale where a regional population could be “out of range” from
exposure to radioactivity. I regularly read Arnie Gundersen’s
material, distributed by Fairwinds Associates. The Japanese melt-
downs are an ongoing catastrophe for life around the planet.
I’ll be looking forward to more of Steve Welzer’s thoughtful

writing in his new series. I especially liked Darryl LC Moch’s
perspectives, and Bob Richie’s piece on RCV left me feeling the
most hopeful for meaningful reform in our lifetimes. The stories
on authorship of the 10 Key Values were curious. I found it 
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discouraging to learn that such bright and promising thinkers
can find it so difficult to define a shared vision on critical issues
of common concern. 

Rich Csenge
Kanab, Utah

TO THE EDITOR:

I write in response to the article “If we can’t do better, WHY
DO IT?” by Darryl! Moch (Spring/Summer 2013).
In that piece, Darryl! describes his experiences as a member of

the national steering committee of the Green Party of the
United States. He offers observations, a challenge and a plea.
He specifically asks us as individual Greens “what is it you and
I really want?”
I want a Green Party that understands that we need a non-

violent revolution to replace completely the racist, sexist, and-
class-oppressive institutions of capitalism that are literally
destroying the planet that we depend upon for life itself.
I want a Green Party that understands that to win that non-

violent revolution we need a social movement that is broad,
deep, educated and militant AND an electoral arm to represent
that movement at the ballot box.
I want a Green Party that understands that to win we MUST

lovingly confront and dismantle institutions and attitudes that
are racist, sexist, homophobic and class-oppressive within our
own party. We are not bad people, but we are part of the toxic
culture. Acknowledging that we all have work to do—me most
assuredly included—is an important first step.
I want a Green Party that understands that it is NOT “the

movement,” but the electoral arm of the movement. Which
means we should continue to recruit candidates who are leaders
from existing fronts of struggle, and convince them that the
Green Prty can be an effective platform to build their movements.
Which means looking to folks leading the struggle for immigrant
rights, queer liberation, defending the earth and her ecosystems,
protecting civil liberties, etc. The list is woefully long...
I want a Green Party where we have a culture of love, com-

passion and respect for one another. Where we are able to
engage in spirited discourse, debate and even disagreement
without resorting to old-style power-over domination. (Green
Horizon is a good start).
Finally, Darryl! ends with some key recommendations regarding

structure. I thought I would weigh in and support a few of
them.

• I agree that a smaller Steering Committee would probably
allow the Party to function more efficiently and productively.
• I strongly support having two designated national
spokespersons (only one of whom presents as male and
only one who presents as white).

• Let us please simplify the policies, procedures, and by-laws
of the Party and all the committees. I have spoken to many
folks who simply don’t participate because it is too confus-
ing and disempowering.
• Let’s learn to incorporate anti-oppression organizing skills
and techniques at all Green Party national meetings. (A
special acknowledgement to Hillary Kane and the Annual
National Meeting Committee for making that happen in
Iowa this Summer!)
• The US Social Forum process will reconvene in summer of
2015. It is the largest gathering of its kind in the country,
and lead by people of color, women, queers, immigrants,
and grassroots organizations. EXACTLY the folks we need
to relate with. I hope the 20015 Annual Meeting is nested
within the Social Forum (as we did in Detroit).

David Cobb
Eureka, California

2004 U.S. Green Party Presidential Nominee
Team Leader of the Move To Amend Coalition

TO THE EDITOR,

Greens should pay close attention to Democratic voters in
advance of the 2014 midterm and 2016 national elections.
Frustration with the Obama Administration and congressional
Dems among progressives in the party will probably play out in
one of two ways: (1) Realization that the Democratic Party is
moving steadily to the right, despite the presence of some 
progressive politicians, and that this drift isn't likely to change.
Most of the major policies of the Obama White House would
have been recognized as Republican ten years ago. (2) The
Democratic Party's problems can be fixed by shuffling and
replacing a few personalities and by tweaking the party's image.
The first might lead more Democratic voters to take the Green
Party seriously as an alternative. The second, unfortunately, is
the head-in-the-sand mentality that will probably prevail. It'll
probably result in Hillary Clinton's nomination in 2016, as
Matt Taylor wrote in The Atlantic on August 13 ("How the
Left Wing Learned to Love Hillary Clinton," www.theat-
lantic.com/politics/archive/2013/08/how-the-left-wing-
learned-to-love-hillary-clinton/278633).
How would disillusionment with Obama be a reason to back

a Democrat who's even further to the right? Progressive support
in 2016 for Ms. Clinton, a Wall Street warhawk with near zero
history of progressive positions or accomplishments while in
political office, would be next step in the long march of progres-
sives into irrelevance and self-defeat. What's likely to happen in
2016 is that some progressives will back Ms. Clinton, some will
back a progressive Dem rival who'll lose in the primaries, and
some, we hope, will go Green. After that, most progressives will
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throw their support to Ms. Clinton or whichever corporate
flunky wins the nomination, on the basis of "We have to vote
Democrat to prevent a Republican victory." This is how pro-
gressives have chained themselves to a party that keeps dragging
the U.S. further to the right, just a few steps behind the GOP.

Scott McLarty
Washington, DC

TO THE EDITOR:

As the chair/co-chair of the formative Green platform committee
from 1995-2001, I would like to add a few words to the conver-
sation in Green Horizon between Charlene Spretnak and Mark
Satin (Letters to the Editor – Spring/Summer 2013 –
“Authorship of the Ten Key Values.”) 
Charlene’s correction of the record is welcome as it’s important

to clarify details on how the Institute for Social Ecology (ISE),
and Left Green Network, acted within the Green Party. 
Also, it is of interest to read Charlene addressing “the fate of

the Ten Key Values statement.” Charlene, whom I consider a
friend, writes about the KVs statement: “Even though it has
remained central to Green Party efforts for nearly 30 years, it
has become rearranged in various versions, with the question
format often dropped, and it was not used as effectively as it
might have been… Sadly many Green Party platforms around
the United States now mimic the Democrats’ platforms, having
deleted from their preamble and other sections the framing of a
deeply Green, eco-social perspective.”
As the person who held a serious responsibility in redrafting

the Key Values statement and changing the question format that
came out of the 1984 meeting, I can say (and have said in
numerous speeches, talks, articles and posts) that the Key Values
are the values foundation on which we constructed our founding
national Green Party Platform. The KVs were used “effectively”
as a starting point and I believe the KVs continue to this day to
be presented effectively. I would profess to Charlene that the
KVs were central in the 1996 Green Platform and “official” (as
it was called and labeled) founding national Green Platform of
2000 (and central in subsequent platform updates by the US
Green Party).
There is one national Green Party platform not “various ver-

sions.” As a point of information, the (misnamed) G/GPUSA
group has a ‘version’ that uses our KV language, which I find
ironic since they had no involvement with our platform com-
mittee. Here’s their version http://www.greens.org/etc/gpusa-
values2k.html) 
Charlene knows firsthand that I often spoke of the importance

of our Green “Key Values” as a way to maintain “integrity” in our
platform. I/we applied the KVs to policy questions/issues as a
guide in developing our Green policy positions and our platform

maintained “integrity” in this manner. This is unlike the Ds and
Rs platforms, which are based in large part on politics of political
expediency, lobbying and financial interests. I often have
explained our Green Key Values underpinning in speeches and
in my writing over the years. The values of the Greens are a
beginning point, an appropriate and a deeply held core set of
beliefs that suffuse our platform. 
It strikes me as important that Greens know this. Charlene

should be pleased with the core role the KVs had at the beginning
and continue to have. I was careful as I drafted platform language
during these initial years and engaged with Greens in an extended
process. I always pointed out the special, distinguishing role the
Key Values hold for us. 
The vote in Denver to approve our national platform at our

2000 convention was one of the best moments of my life. The
Key Values and the document are historic. 
The thousands of hours that went into building the national

party, organizing, drafting the platform, the Key Values and the
follow up Common Ground platform that we put forward to
align with the European Greens – all the work is there with a
principled, ‘eco-social’ values core, and Charlene should be
pleased at what she and a brave band of visionary women 
contributed that carries on to this day and beyond.
Individual state party platforms may be diverse, as the Green

Party is diverse, but at the national level, the Green Party 
platform begins and carries through with our Key Values.

Steven Schmidt (see Steve’s bio at end of his article in this issue)
Clearwater, Florida

For reference:
Charlene brings up Green Parties: Reflections on the First
Three Decades but doesn’t give a website address. Here it is:
http://www.ghi-dc.org/files/publications/inhouse/greenpar-
ties/gps.pdf

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE: We hold these truths to

be self-evident, that all men [and women] are created

equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain

unalienable rights, that among these are Life, Liberty, and

the pursuit of Happiness.”

ABRAHAM LINCOLN: But in a larger sense...it is for us the

living...to be here dedicated to the great task remaining

before us...that this nation, under God, shall have a new

birth of freedom – and that government of the people, by

the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.
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Also for reference here is my article in this GHI publication
with more details on the formal drafting/process/vote to
create the national Green Party platform and organize a
“serious, credible, platform-based” national party. 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/125125448/History-US-
Green-Party-Founding-Platform-First-Presidential-
Campaign-GHI-GreenPartiesConf-2004-Published2006)

As an addendum, these documents should be added to the
www.gp.org site, which was the site I registered and set up
back in the day to enable discussion/debate on the platform.
Once we had submitted our Green Party application to the
FEC and established our formal national party committee
status and DC office, I transferred gp.org to become our
new national website address. Here’s the page site for
Green Party founding platform – Platform 2000 – I believe
the link to the 2000 platform page will soon be enabled on
the gp.org: http://www.gp.org/platform2000.shtml and
here http://www.scribd.com/doc/125127928/Founding-
US-Green-Party-Platform-2000

TO THE EDITOR,

I agree completely with Steve Schmidt re: usage of the Ten Key
Values on the national level of the U.S Green Party. I was referring
to versions I've seen at local levels. His work is much appreciated.

Charlene Spretnak 
Ojai, CA

TO THE EDITOR:

Q: How many [Green] party members does it take to change a
light bulb?

A: Ten. It takes one person to locate the bulb that needs replacing,
determine the size bulb needed, buy the new bulb, find a ladder,
climb the ladder, and replace the old bulb. It takes nine
Designated Critics to form a circle around the person doing the
work and tell them that they could have done the work much bet-
ter. The DC's can suggest places to buy the bulb cheaper, ideas for
using natural light to eliminate light bulbs, and bulb-changing
concepts they have heard about from Sweden. They can criticize
the worker for not having consulted with various party commit-
tees before changing the bulb. And if all else fails, they can criti-
cize the worker for not having the right skin color or gender. The
DC's must constantly be on the look-out for people who actually
do work, and make sure that they do not escape criticism.
In many cases, the effort of the Designated Critics becomes

easier the following year when the person doing the work gets
fed up and quits. When there is no work to be criticized, the
DC's only have to complain about how dark it is getting.
My resolution for the following year is not to be a Designated

Critic, but to show great appreciation for all people who actually
do work.

John Andrews
Lexington, Massachusetts

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.: Injustice anywhere is a threat

to justice everywhere...Our nettlesome task is to discover

how to organize our strength into compelling power.

RACHEL CARSON: We stand

now where two roads

diverge. But unlike in Robert

Frost’s familiar poem, they

are not equally fair. The

road we have long been

traveling is deceptively easy,

a smooth superhighway on

which we progress with

great speed, but at its end

lies disaster. The other fork

of the road /the one less

traveled by/ offers our last,

our only chance to reach a

destination that assures the

preservation of the earth.

EUGENE DEBS: Too

long have the 

workers of the

world waited for

some Moses to lead

them out of bondage.

I would not lead you

out if I could; for if

you could be led

out, you could be

led back again. I

would have you

make up your minds

there is nothing that

you cannot do for

yourselves.

THE IROQUOIS: (Unity in Diversity, an American message

for the world) Long, long ago, one of the spirits of the sky

world came down and looked at the Earth. As he traveled

over it, he found it beautiful, and so he created people to

live on it. Before returning to the sky, he gave them

names, called the people together, and spoke his parting

words. “To the Mohawks I give corn,” he said. “To the

patient Oneidas, I give the nuts and fruit of many trees. To

the industrious Senecas, I give beans. To the friendly

Cayugas, I give the roots of plants to be eaten. To the wise

and eloquent Onondagas, I give grapes and squashes to

eat and tobacco to smoke at campfires.”

ELEANOR ROOSEVELT: Justice cannot be for one side

alone, but must be for both...I could not at any age be

content to take my place by the fire and simply look on...

Life was meant to be lived. You must never, for whatever

reason, turn your back on life.
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Green Horizon raises the question – how can greens rise to the challenge of global politics
and have substantive and meaningful impact globally? Clearly, the times in which we
live demand green values and solutions. “Think globally, act locally” captures a green
ethic¹ yet climate change/global warming and a litany of threats to our earth’s future
go beyond a call to local action. A green strategy that is comprehensive, diverse and
empowered in every community is needed to join local actions into green networking
and a rippling, powerful global wave.

AN EOS PROPOSAL

Let us propose then how to go about a network of effective green politics on a global,
international scale. Within Green Horizon we see calls for “transformative politics.” ²

How can we best bring change that transforms politics and offers effective answers to
problems in our day-to-day lives? The answer can be found with new organizing tools
that enable both near-term and long-term impact, local and global green solutions. 
When we speak of “security”, green thought looks to a larger picture than orthodox

thinking defined in terms of military solutions and “national security” policy. 
Greens address deeper security issues and challenge failed policies and false choices.

Larger political questions are the realm of green thought. Who will speak for the earth,
for defending quality of life, human rights and natural rights that protect a sustainable
future and real security in our communities? ³ Greens will and the following begins to
describe an international, global platform based on green values and solutions. Green
“best practices” are the basis of this eco-organizing system (eOS) proposal. 

‘FOLLOW THE MONEY’ 

Here, in the U.S., over one half of the annual budget goes to military spending for
“defense and security”. Special appropriations war spending has added trillions more
over the past decade and during this period a rapidly expanding security state has
added additional hundreds of billions more. A rapidly expanding “national security
state” intrudes into every aspect of lives, as recent revelations demonstrate surveillance
data is being collected, analyzed, and held in vast repositories. 
The “security” interests of the U.S. now manifest in a behemoth military and national

security presence, hundreds of bases in a global footprint, naval projection on all seas, a
forward air presence that’s tactical, strategic, 360/365/24/7, a militarized space command
that can target and deliver weapons to any part of the world at any time, a NSA/Cyber
Command that has launched another war, an intrusive Cyberwar that is worldwide as
signals/SIGINT intelligence captures billions/trillions of messages across all commu-
nication mediums. The security state scope is unprecedented. 
Alternative strategic visions to this expanding ‘security’ system are rarely considered.

Instead we hear the U.S. Congress debate the necessity of protecting national 
sovereignty in a world of nation states. Challenges to an expanded national security
state and surveillance are rare, though now increasing as the public becomes aware of

THE GLOBAL CHALLENGE: Six Articles
These articles are in response to the global governance articles in our last issue, Spring/Summer 2013 by John Rensenbrink and Charles Kiel.

STEVEN SCHMIDT

DATAPOINTS

GLOBAL HUMAN POPULATION
7 billion in 2012
11 billion by 2100

INTERNET POPULATION
2.4 billion users in 2012

MOBILE SUBSCRIPTIONS
6 billion in 2012

SOCIAL MEDIA
over 2 billion users in 2012

Let us raise the question
of how to go about a
green politics on a global,
international scale.

eOS
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the scope of this militarized
‘security’ vision.
As we look for new visions of

security, each year military
appropriations, under pressure
from special interests, ratchet
higher. U.S. military spending
dwarfs all other nations, and exports of
weapons from the U.S. and arms supply-
ing nations continue to feed conflicts across
the world – all this while larger threats to secu-
rity, a gathering storm, environmental crisis, global
and local, looms large and draws nearer. Greens realize
a new vision is needed, a new definition of what security, real
security means. 
Fortunately the green community is speaking up with millions

of voices, together comprising a worldwide advocacy growing in
influence and power. The green movement is of every age, geog-
raphy, and nation. Greens-as-a-cause include nascent Green
parties, a movement that goes beyond traditional political parties
and forms an organization of values, ideas, organizers, personal
improvement efforts, health and food movements, independent
agriculture, growers, workers, sustainability ideas around the
world. Green allies, green organizations, NGOs, students, a
multifaceted mix of local, regional and global green groups form
a political presence that is diverse and positioned to be an effective
force for change. 
Given our unique worldwide, on-the-ground green diversity,

how do we, as Green parties and communities of interest, grow
the green voice, coming together powerfully to accomplish a
new green vision? 
Greens must ‘take it to the next level,’ as the saying goes, to

act on behalf of the commons, our shared community, across
borders. The diversity of the green communities can become a
multi-dimensioned strength in this way.

Green core values, our common ground platforms6 look to
connections, not separateness, acknowledging the reality of liv-
ing systems and interconnections that reflect the factual worlds
of physics and biology. Greens believe “it’s all connected” as, for
example, the intrinsically green Bioneers network has put for-
ward in its work over the past 25 years, bringing together thou-
sands of eco-minded individuals and groups working on “prac-
tical solutions to heal the environment.” Here we are talking of
‘resilient communities’ and real solutions7 that deliver security
beyond war mobilization. 
Greens, as political parties, are in around 100 nations and, as

an environmentally aware, eco-social movement, Green parties
and green movement groups are most everywhere. Consider
that, if the Green Party and greens in a larger sense are to bring
green values, ideas and solutions to problems, problems that are
beyond the grasp of other political parties, then it is time for a
connected, interactive networked approach at the beginning of
the 21st century. Now is the time to employ new tools, to till the
earth in new ways. Now is the time to act, to create a global
interactive platform. 

The notion is — to working cooperatively using a platform
(in this case a global, networked Internet platform) to
accomplish the goals we share — green values and green
positions brought to reality with green best practices.

Like the famous Kennedy line about ripples
becoming powerful waves, or the physics of
multiplier effects, a powerful dynamic over
time of many individual, local actions 
coming together to form a wave...

...................................................................................................................................................
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THE EOS

Consider an eco platform, an ‘eco Operating System’, an eOS.
An initial interactive platform has been established at
www.GreenPolicy360.net coming out of initiatives of the Green
Institute. The GreenPolicy wiki can be considered as a model,
an approach, a democratic Wikimedia/MediaWiki system acting
to provide Greens/greens with effective tools for change in every
community.8

Within the breadth and depth of the larger green community
we see a profound diversity of ideas and on-the-ground work for
effecting positive change. Let us consider these ideas and work
in the spirit in which they are offered, an evolving vision based
on core values. We need to spread our ideas, to till the soil as it
were, and a new model, a “distributive web” model using the
Internet could be key to powering up green ideas, locally and
globally.
Looking out at the future that we face, a successful “Green

Horizon” must be farsighted and idealistic, practical and day-to-day
with rights expansion at the center of our vision. Looking back,
it’s vital to carry forward the lessons learned, our takeaways and
green “best practices” over the years. This is a key to success, to
build on successful green best practices. 
In an eOS platform, best practices would be presented in an

easy-to-use way and local greens and green groups can take what is
relevant for them from the models presented. An interactive
platform pulls together the diversity of green work and says –
consider these model projects and proposals as templates, as
methods ‘to take it to the next level’, ways to share what has worked
and by sharing, the green vision together becomes more powerful.
As a starting point, local/regional/national climate plans can

be distributed, downloaded from an eOS platform, modeled and
improved upon. What works in Portland, Oregon, for example,
one of the initial city/county plans to respond directly to global
climate change, can become a model for other cities/counties.
The model Portland plan and a Maryland state response to climate
change put forward this July are, in effect, green best practices
at work and can be quickly accessed and retrieved at
www.GreenPolicy360.net. Visit the site and consider how a best
practices database works.             
Click through to Portland, the first U.S. city to adopt a plan to

reduce carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions: http://bit.ly/16R5E7W
and here http://bit.ly/15wVQku. Check the current Green Policy
Index here http://bit.ly/1bzUbR4. 

POLITICS ON A GLOBAL, INTERNATIONAL LEVEL

Let’s take a closer look at this potentially powerful eco-tool
from what could become an interactive tool kit – a database of
green best practices as models and templates-for-action delivered
over the Internet with all its software, applications/apps, and
mobile connectivity. 
The mobile internet is approaching 4 billion wireless connections

and in the past few months Google has announced mobile net-

working to reach another 2 billion in the near future. High
speed fiber is going into cities in addition to satellite coverage
with micro distribution and ubiquitous cell phones present in
even the poorest communities globally. Soon the world will be
connected nearly everywhere, virtually speaking, via cable, cell
towers and wireless. E-tools will be in place enabling unprecedented
outreach and connection, education and engagement with and
among people in every community. The Green/green opportunity
to carry forward green values and ideas at this moment is with-
out precedent – the multiplier effect of the Internet is there to
be developed and energized. Globally, greens can use the Net in
ways that are uniquely ours and appropriately scaled.
Globally, Green parties, I’ll reiterate, see the future more clearly

than most all parties in the political arena. The questions of
imminent and growing threats to quality of life are at the center of
a green message. We are confronting what former Green Institute
adviser Bill McKibben called “The End of Nature” in his ground-
breaking 1989 book. The results of human activities are chal-
lenging life as we know. An eOS platform will enable another
level of networking with NGO’s like McKibben’s 350.org, 
providing a multiplier where a database of best green practices
as an interactive eOS platform9 assists the broader movement. 
In this new age of electronic systems, networks, data, and

instant delivery of content, we can offer an e-platform with
down-to-earth solutions from the green movement for green
communities, a global connectivity that brings innumerable
ways to network, provide solutions, solve problems and shape
decision-making. 
We need to combine an “e”, the eco, with an operating system,

electronic and human, designed to be alive, evolving and growing
with green ideas in an age of biology and life science. After all,
greens are standing up to speak for life on earth.
The proposal here for an eco Operating System, an eOS, an eco-

social platform intended to spread successful green ideas is a
beginning. The current GreenPolicy360 platform is a start, con-
necting, engaging, interacting and effectively using the Internet.
The model platform I am proposing to Green Horizon involves
‘agile’ development. The initial concepts of
www.GreenPolicy360.net give a perspective of the possible. It is
an evolving vision and the wiki model is a democratic endeavor. 
Planning for the GreenPolicy360 database of best practices

began in 2004/5 and the first content was posted online in 2006.
As of July 2013, there have been a total of 2,649,685 page views
and 12,028 page edits since the Green Policy MediaWiki site
setup. After the Green Institute became inactive in 2012, the
GreenPolicy site continued on with my aid as siterunner. It’s
time to consider this template as a best practices model for
local/global greens beyond the couple million views to date. It’s
time for sharing successful green practices over the Net in ways
that deliver local and global impact. 
GreenPolicy360 as a user-friendly database of green best

practices delivers green proposals, resolutions, ordinances, and
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legislation. It can deliver much more. It has over 2000 case studies
of successful green templates/projects available for download
and use, but it’s just a start. A database of green best practices,
expanded and improved, will provide model green templates
that can be utilized/replicated community-to-community.
Again, this will set in motion a multiplier effect, seeding, nurturing
and growing coordinated field work that is practical, day-to-day
and goal-oriented. The success of one community will be emulated
in another, producing cooperative effective local and global
green campaigns. 
This is how a democratic ‘wiki’ concept for a green interactive

platform employs the World Wide Web and new interactive,
appropriate tools, shareable media and becomes a source of
effective action, both local and global as greens decide and
determine.
With an eOS approach like www.GreenPolicy360.net, greens

of all shades can explore how to bring best practices, alliances,
coalitions, coops and associations, fundraising and interactive
cooperation together as a means to confront threats to our local
and global security.
With an eOS platform like GreenPolicy360, we can share

information at every level. As the eOS database expands, new
models/best practices/successes will be added over time. An
eOS database of accessible model-projects will ‘add value’ to
existing NGO efforts, political formations, studies and proposals
by scientific and academic communities. Online, multi-language
‘shareable media’ (Google translate tools for example) delivered
over an eOS platform will enhance, extend and multiply green
successes across borders.10

The eOS is a step, a green step forward, a proactive, needed
step as we look out at our mutual, global security horizon.
More details on the composition of an eOS will be in the next

issue of Green Horizon. 

RESOURCES

1. Think locally, act globally http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Think_globally,_act_locally

2. “Against All Odds; the Green Transformation of American Politics” by John Rensenbrink http://www.yesmagazine.org/issues/a-new-culture-emerges/book-
review-against-all-odds-by-john-rensenbrink

3. “Who will defend the Earth? Who will uphold the rights of nature? Who will adopt the role of steward of the commons, our collective possession?” 
Noam Chomsky, July 2013 http://www.aub.edu.lb/news/2013/Pages/undergrad-comm-13.aspx
“Rights of Nature” http://www.tikkun.org/nextgen/rights-of-nature-and-an-earth-community-economy

4. Strategic Demands: A New Vision for a New World - http://www.scribd.com/doc/124039415/Strategic-Demands-of-the-21st-Century-A-New-Vision-for-a-New-
World

5. Surviving Victory “Policy analysts warned this week that America's foreign policy has to be urgently re-evaluated to prevent wider disaster.” / UPI
http://www.scribd.com/doc/124041559/Surviving-Victory-conference-Washington-DC-2006

6. Green Platforms: Global Greens Network http://www.globalgreens.info/ggn_homepage.html  ;  http://www.globalgreens.org/platforms  ;
http://www.scribd.com/doc/125127928/Founding-US-Green-Party-Platform-2000

7. Resilient Communities - Bioneers: http://www.globalpossibilities.org/bioneers-conference/  ;  http://conference.bioneers.org/speakers/

8. Green Best Practices / GreenPolicy360:  http://www.greenpolicy360.net  ;  http://www.greenpolicy360.net/index.php?title=Special:Statistics

9. 350.org

10. Die Grünen example of “exportable green models” – Germany – national renewable energy plans_ national/community/city/town/local projects to include
in database http://reneweconomy.com.au/2013/germany-100-renewable-energy-and-beyond-78310

EOS 
• Global political change begins with the need for global
political action, democratic processes and direct involvement 
• The eOS proposal extends Green politics beyond traditional
political borders to shape a Green politics of the future. 
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In the course of some thirty years of experience with the World Health Organization
and the United Nations system, I have often wondered what reforms should be adopted
to achieve still better global governance and democratic cooperation among peoples
and nations for the benefit of all.
The ideals that originally launched the current UN system are beyond reproach, and

the achievements of many UN agencies such as WHO (World Health Organization)
are legion – even if largely unrecognized and un-reported by the mainline media.
Nevertheless, there are continuing difficulties with UN processes and structures, 
particularly the Security Council and related voting rights, as well as limits on the
allowable governing authority and resources of the UN’s component parts.
In recent years the UN has reformed its operational strategies in many ways, notably

by fostering greater involvement of non-governmental “civil society” in helping to
improve the health and welfare of all citizens of Planet Earth.

THE NATION-STATE CONUNDRUM

The fundamental constraint on reform is that the UN system is based on a 
“membership” of “nation states,” each with its own domestic national and foreign pol-
icy aims and interests. Delegates to the UN have to watch their backs to avoid attacks
from domestic watchdogs back home. 
Thus, for example, US delegates to WHO have been personally committed to and

supportive of almost everything WHO has been doing. But they have had to balk, for
domestic political reasons, at the concept of “Health as a Human Right,” despite
WHO’s assurance that this is about equitable access to health care, and not about who
pays for it, public or private, and how much.
The US is the leading contributor, technical and financial, to the UN system, but at

the same time the US is probably the most domestically conflicted of any member
state. The US simply does not have a consistent understanding of itself. At least 40
percent of Americans are viscerally opposed to any form of global “governance” or
“government,” and they believe not only that domestic federal government is not part
of the solution to the problem, but that, as President Reagan phrased it, “Government
is the problem.” 

THE FOURTH BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT 

Reform of global governance has to begin at home, but this is no easy matter. It is
becoming increasingly evident that the US has four branches of government, not just
the three mentioned in the US Constitution. The fourth branch could be called, by
way of an umbrella term, the “State Security Apparatus” or “SSA.” Not only are most
Americans kept in the dark about the secretive SSA, but members of the Senate and
House of Congress, and even incoming Presidents, know only a fraction of the truth.

BETTER GLOBAL
GOVERNANCE
Begins at Home
ANTHONY PIEL

The fundamental constraint on
reform is that the UN system is
based on a “membership” of
“nation states,” each with its own
domestic national and foreign
policy aims and interests.
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How much, for example, did President Obama know about torture
and about use of armed drones when he took office in 2009?
My own awareness of the SSA came in the 1950s when, as an

errant birdwatcher out West, I literally stumbled on an intercon-
tinental ballistic missile silo, concealed from aerial surveillance
under a seemingly empty vehicle dumpsite. One thing led to
another, with the result that I got to witness that from secret
installations “we” were tracking international and sometimes
domestic telecommunications of all kinds with Latin America,
in particular getting a reading on the day-to-day life of a young
nationalist trouble maker named Fidel, who later took over as
leader of Cuba in 1959. Thus, much of what “leaker” Edward
Snowden revealed in 2013 was already being practiced in the
“Cold War” of the 1950s, and it has been continued ever since.
My next lesson about the SSA took place in Paris, France in

the mid 1960s, when Interpol asked for help in tracking funds
transfers that might be linked to illicit trafficking in arms. The
Administrator complained that while Interpol kept the various
US security agencies fully informed of potential terrorists, the US
agencies did not reciprocate, and did not even share information
with each other – a point brought home on September 11, 2001.
Furthermore, time and again when Interpol was closing in on
illicit arms trafficking, they found a US agency at the center of
it, often in violation of US and international sanctions. Interpol
had to back off. Have any US Presidents known about this, or
done anything about it?
In the late 1980s, WHO was helping to negotiate the safe

release of twelve International Red Cross workers who had been
taken hostage by warlords in the mountains of Afghanistan. I
learned from self-described “Talib” (scholars and teachers of the
Holy Koran – the term “Taliban” having not yet entered the
vocabulary of the BBC or CNN) that a secretive US agency was
undermining the original intent of “Charlie Wilson’s War”
(which was to arm and fund anti-Soviet rebels) by re-directing
Stinger missiles and other weapons and funds from the so-
called “Freedom Fighters” or mujahideen to the “Talib.” This
was done because the latter, being extremists, would fight the
Soviet-backed regime in Afghanistan much harder than would
the ordinary, disorganized mujahideen. Did Congress or the
President know about this diversion? Why are we fighting the
Taliban in Afghanistan now?
Around 1986 in Iraq it was field staff of WHO and UNICEF

who first blew the whistle on Saddam Hussein’s use of chemical

weapons on his own people, mainly Shiites and Kurds, and 
persuaded him literally to bury the chemical weapons facilities
under the desert sands. He complied. US officials were fully
informed, but for the next three years the White House repeatedly
assured the world that our friend and ally with all those oil
reserves, Saddam Hussein, had never used chemicals on his
Iranian enemies let alone tested them on his own people. It was
only later, in response to the invasion of Kuwait in1991 and to
9/11 in 2001, that the US dis-interred the false allegation of
ongoing chemical weapons – which, of course, were never found
by UN inspectors or the US military. How much of this was
known or not known to Congress and successive US presidents?
The secret SSA complex has continued to grow and prosper.

As my cousin Alfred McCoy, Professor of history at the
University of Wisconsin, points out in Endless Empire (2012),
the “Global War on Terror” has produced “a veritable ‘fourth
branch’ of federal government with 824,000 vetted security offi-
cials, 263 security organizations, over 3,000 private and public
intelligence agencies, and 33 new security complexes. All these
agencies are pumping out a total of 50,000 intelligence reports
annually.” But who reads these reports? How do they contribute
to better national or global governance?
Throughout the history of UN sponsored treaties and agree-

ments on everything from nuclear weapons to torture and
human rights, the US is, despite its rhetoric, one of the leading
violators of the treaties and agreements which we Americans
have often drafted and promoted, and which Congress and the
President have adopted and signed into “the law of the land.” 
So how can we, as a self-conflicted nation, undermined by an

out-of-control State Security Apparatus (SSA), hope to have
the standing to promote better governance among the United
Nations? No, better governance must begin at home. If “We the
People” cannot regain control and straighten ourselves out, we
certainly cannot provide the answers for others.

ANTHONY PIEL, 

of Sharon, Connecticut, is a former director and

general legal counsel of the World Health

Organization. (860) 364-0130        

The US is probably the most domestically conflicted of any member state. 
The US simply does not have a consistent understanding of itself.



...................................................................................................................................................

T H E  G L O B A L  C H A L L E N G E

30                                                                  green horizon magazine                                   FALL/WINTER • 2013/2014

The real science of political economy, which has yet to be distinguished from
the bastard science, as medicine from witchcraft, and astronomy from astrology,
is that which teaches nations to desire and labor for the things that lead to life:
and which teaches them to scorn and destroy the things that lead to destruction.
. . . . the great and only science of Political Economy teaches them, in all these
cases, what is vanity and what substance; and how the service of Death, the
Lord of Waste, and of eternal emptiness, differs from the service of Wisdom,
the Lady of Saving, and of eternal fullness; She who has said, "I will cause 
those that love me to inherit SUBSTANCE; and I will FILL their 

treasures (Prov. 8:21)." 
— 

JOHN RUSKIN
from the last Ad Valorem chapter of 

Unto this Last: Four Essays on the First Principles of Political Economy (1860)

The Neo-Luddites, the spiritual descendents of St. Francis and William Blake,
Tolstoy and Kropotkin, William Morris and Martin Buber, Black Elk and

Gandhi, are the only biocentric political movement we have. Theirs is a defense
of the living Earth. They alone have bravely faced the great moral challenge of
our time: the creation of a sustainable postindustrial culture, a culture that will
serve all people for all time. It is the one movement in the world today that
transcends the mystique of progress and links us to life at large on the planet.

The task is great, but we are not alone in undertaking it. 
— 

THEODORE ROSZAK 
concluding the Foreword to Turning Away From Technology (1997:xi)

Traditional native peoples, of course, are the originators of this critical under-
standing of technology, and have been resisting the takeover for 10,000 years.
Indigenous struggles for cultural and territorial self-determination have been the
deepest rooted, least intellectualized, longest running, and most spiritually lucid
opposition to sedentary life and imperial, and then industrial, civilization. Indian
leaders today give eloquent witness that what is at stake in the confrontation

with mass technology, ultimately, is the sacred. 
— 

STEPHANIE MILLS 
introducing Turning Away From Technology (1997:xvii) 

JOHN RUSKIN Got It Right

CHARLES KEIL

Think and act globally for life: 
build strictly limited but effective
global governance for phasing out
obsolete militarism and phasing in
the permaculturing of local 
watershed environments.
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DIVERSITY MUST BE A SACRED GOAL OF ANY GREEN
PARTY OR GLOBAL GOVERNANCE SYSTEM

To make the world safe and sustainable for the greatest possible
diversity of cultures and species must be the sacred goal of any
Green Party, or "Great Transition," or global governance system,
or local communitarian exploration. "Diversity!" the one word
slogan. "Identify!" the one word moral injunction on how to get
there from here. And, of course, what each of the new eco-cultures
springing up in each eco-niche in every watershed will deem
sacramental is in process and will have a name, if any is needed
and can't ritually be danced, that only "the locals" will understand. 
Humans cannot survive on this planet if our fossil fueled tech-

nologies kill off a significant portion of the other species. We
depend on plants and animals, breathable air and drinkable water,
for everything. If we're to save ourselves and as many of the other
species as possible, we have to look very closely at our present sit-
uation, present autocatalytic trends of all kinds, and realize that we
have to invent hundreds of new cultures and social arrangements,
new pantheistic/pagan religions, thousands of new rites of passage
and new healing music-dance-dramas within each of those hun-
dreds of new cultures — simply to exist in peaceful and joyous co-
existence with each other (all the remaining species) on this planet. 
Ruskin told us: build a bomb and it will go down someone's

chimney. Build it, and they will die. Plant peaches, you can take
a peach to a sick child. Plant grapes to get fresh fruit, raisins,
wonderful wines. Smelt metal into grapeshot or gattling guns or
drones and you will be killing many people suddenly, all at the
same time. By now, 153 years later, we can see Ruskin was right.
Ideas, many ideas and advertisements, whole ideologies, will be
spun to rationalize the choice of bombs and grapeshot over
peaches and wine, guns over butter, drones over delightful musi-
cal comedies. Up until the 1960s it appeared that we could, if we
crazily wanted to, do both guns and butter, bombs and peaches,
drones and sitcoms. The reality checks —Vietnam & Biafra —

changed some minds, mine anyway, and the USA hit "peak oil"
production of about 10 million barrels per day way back in 1970.
Wages stopped rising around the same time. But the myths of
"progress & civilization," the idolatries of "science & technolo-
gies," "full faith & credit" keep our pride up and massive denials
of reality intact as our evil empire gobbles up planet Earth for
the profit of the very, very, very few. 
Now more of us know each day that we can not continue this

anthropogenic Sixth Extinction and expect a 7th generation to
receive an explanation of our actions. Present powerful trends
continuing, there will be no 7th generation of humans here on
Earth 140 years from now. Gregory Bateson's autocatalytic
wheels of population, technology and hubris/pride are speeding
toward a collapse that will come this year or next, 2015 or 2050
(what's the diff?) at the latest, because these wheels are still being
intensified, amplified, protected, spun if you will, by the .01%'s
outrageous financial manipulations of debt usury and their many
"derivatives." Corpstate's imperialist/fascist/racist agenda is pro-
foundly irrational, incredibly grandiose and yet fragile, brittle,
neither resilient nor sustainable. We could wait for it to collapse
of its own weight, were it not for peak everything, global storm-
ing, holes in the ozone, ocean acidification, rising radiation lev-
els, and the resultant massive anthropogenic Sixth Extinction
that must be stopped if we humans want to survive. 

THINK AND ACT LOCALLY FOR LIFE

How do we get back on the paths to paradise? Simple. Perform the
Rites of Ruskin: Act locally for life: simple as the big, obvious dif-
ference between a bomb and a peach, between Waste/destruction
and Substance/savings. Simple. Think and act globally for life: build
strictly limited but effective global governance for phasing out obso-
lete militarism and phasing in the permaculturing of local watershed
environments with the money we've been wasting on unwinnable
wars, unsustainable empires, immoral violence, vanity and waste.

Humans cannot survive on this planet if our fossil fueled technologies kill off a significant portion of the other
species. We depend on plants and animals, breathable air and drinkable water, for everything.
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Moral moralists moralizing, using moral suasion to get your-
self going and asking others to help. 
What, species specifically, are to be done in each locality? 
What "minute particulars" of food, energy, clothing, convivi-

ality, celebration most need our attention here in Lakeville,
Connecticut? This is a personal list for me, this morning, Aug.
14th, 2013, on the eve of the third biggest holiday in Greece.**
1) have fun (look inside for your will to party, locate it, invite
people over)

2) spend more and more time drumming, singing, dancing
with children

3) use the joyous, life-affirming sciences to feed and energize
family & friends

4) invent truths and traditions, rites of passage, that are
resilient and sustainable

5) plant fruit and nut trees each spring and fall 
6) cultivate backyard and frontyard gardens, find out what
grows most easily, is least eaten by bugs, snails and slugs,
chipmunks and squirrels, woodchucks and deer, and grow
more of those foods each year. This is where locality
becomes serious. Can we, in the spirit of St. Francis, invite
all the species to participate? 

Add Ruskin's Mistress of the Cornucopia, Our Lady of
Substance & Savings to the Greek list and think about the right
Rites for your neighborhood, town, village or hamlet. 

THE GREAT TRANSITION: JUST DO IT

The Great Transition think & do tanks (new economics foun-
dation in U.K., New Economics Institute in USA) point to the
many practical, daily, local solutions (www.transitionus.org). It
took me a while to understand that transitioners don't think of
what they are doing as 'political.' They didn't want to hear about

a Transition Party we tried to start. And that is because "becom-
ing local" is something we can all do here, now, daily, moment
by moment, without mentioning politics, or calling it "econom-
ics" for that matter. So the dogged agenda is as good today as it
was in Diogenes' time and for eight centuries afterward (See "A
Page from Born to Groove"). And notice that none of the dogs
wrote anything down about anything, least of all, putting any-
thing in writing about "politics" or "economics." All of their
philosophizing was "in action," "engaged" we would say today,
and passed along in anecdotes, stories about mini-dramas, trav-
eling by word of mouth.
Alexander the Great to Diogenes: "What is your greatest, O

Wisest of the Wise?"
Diogenes of the Tub: "Could you take a step a little to the

right, or to the left, you're blocking my sunshine." 
Trapped here in the USA we need to keep up a constant and

rising appeal to the small democracies and the even smaller self-
determining indigenous peoples to form a Global Organization
Of Democracies that can make the world safe for decentralists
everywhere and let the sun shine in. 

[Editor’s note: Charlie Keil tells me that for his bio, he would like to point

people to the Borntogroove websites and facebook page—because that’s

where it’s all about the urgency of helping very young children to drum,

sing, dance with passion as toddlers and get their expressivity going with

confidence before they get to kindergarten. He prefers to be known for his

music than that he is BA Yale or Ph.D. University of Chicago. As we go to

press, Charlie is in Greece with his Greek-born wife Angeliki Vellow, where

she is hailed for her book on Marcus Vamvakaris, the founding father of

Greek urban music; and where he is promoting his “small democracies” idea.

See his article in Green Horizon in the previous issue, Spring/Summer 2013.]
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**August 15, or Dekapentavgoustos, commemorates the Dormition (in some traditions the Ascension or Assumption) of the Virgin. For Greeks, the

Panaghia is the Mother of all men, a source of protection and comfort. To mainlanders, She is Mother Earth and to islanders She is Mother Sea. To this

day, She is revered and invoked, and asked to perform miracles from the most mundane to the most awesome. Every city, town, village and hamlet

around the country has a church or chapel dedicated to the Panaghia and in most She is given a last name indicating either the miracles She is expected

to perform or the graces She is endowed with: Panaghia the Healer, the Merciful, the Graceful, the Sweet-Talking, the Sweet-Kissing, the Encourager, the

Savior of Souls, the Mistress of the Angels, the Philanthropist… And on August 15, they throw Her a party!  [This is from the web. We added a few "graces."]

Alexander the Great to Diogenes: "What is your greatest wish O Wisest of the Wise?"
Diogenes of the Tub: "Could you take a step a little to the right, or to the left, you're blocking my sunshine." 
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John Rensenbrink has done a great service to delve into the thorny question of Global
Governance. The discussion raises a whole array of issues – sovereignty, authority,
democracy, scale, and diversity among them. It’s a large subject in every sense of the
word, and we know that even the most studied opinions about it are widely divergent.
People have differing conceptions of what could be done and what should be done.
I must say that I’ve always been somewhat wary of the concept. I’m all for Global

Coordination...to the maximum degree that can be achieved. No doubt there should
be more attention to this and more in the way of energy and resources allocated to it.
When John suggests there ought to be an “office or person(s) in office whose primary
task it is to care for the whole,” I agree wholeheartedly and then have to wonder about
semantics in regard to the relationship between “governance” and “coordination.”
“Governance” is clearly a stronger concept and my reticence to “go that far” stems

from concern about homogenization and uniformity. Small polities, characterized by
diversity (of culture, politics, etc.), will exhibit a wide variety of successful ways and
unsuccessful ways. When small, the unsuccessful ways are only locally problematic.
France is trying to decrease carbon emissions by using nuclear energy. Germany is
shutting down all of its nuclear plants. These constitute diverse policy experiments.
One might be terribly misguided. Would world governance imply global policy-setting?
Would a misguided global policy be globally problematic?
In regard to the issue of sovereignty: The Green key value “Decentralization” implies

that sovereignty is already, now, over-centralized. The nation-state claims to be the
agency of the general will, but beyond a certain scale the governing-center becomes so
remote and the workings become so opaque that the state almost invariably becomes
the agency of power elites. In terms of size of sovereign polities, I hope one day in the
not-too-distant future the world will look much different. Rather than two hundred
nation-states, I think it would be in keeping with the idea of devolution of power to
see several thousand decentralized bioregional entities.
For the European Greens this kind of sentiment presents a conundrum. Their national

parties are riven by the issue of how to relate to the idea of continent-wide integration. There
is an idea that the Euro currency will not succeed unless there eventually is movement in the
direction of a United States of Europe. Personally, I don't think things will go in that direc-
tion and therefore I think the Euro is likely to be abandoned. I believe that, after centuries
of nation-state consolidation, history is starting to go in the opposite direction, so what's
more likely to be observed is a breaking apart of nation-states (the way the Soviet Union,
Czechoslovakia, and Yugoslavia broke apart) rather than Europe moving toward integration.
On the other hand, I’d probably be willing to change my mind about the general

question of Global Governance if a United States of Europe successfully emerged.
Some of the European leaders are working very hard to lay the foundations for such.
If achieved, could it possibly serve the interests of the people rather than those of the
power elites? Could it set a precedent for and show the way forward toward the estab-
lishment of a global governing entity?
For the time being I remain skeptical, believing that our only hope is for a Green 

cultural transformation fostered by an expanding social/ecological consciousness world-
wide. I’m afraid that neither global nor national policy-setting is going to save the planet.
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Global Governance or Global Coordination?

STEVE WELZER

I’m all for Global Coordination.

Could a United States of Europe 
set a precedent for and show the 

way forward toward the 
establishment of a global 

governing entity?

SEE PAGE 19 FOR STEVE WELZER’S BIO.
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Each year the Global Network Against Weapons & Nuclear Power in Space holds a
space issues conference in a different country. Last year we met on Jeju Island, South
Korea to support protests against the construction of a Navy base that is intended as a
port in Obama's "pivot" into the Asia-Pacific to surround China. The base is destroying
a 500-year old fishing and farming village surrounded by UNESCO recognized 
environmental treasures.
In 2013 we held the 21st annual conference of the Global Network in Kiruna,

Sweden where the US-NATO are creating a space launch facility, satellite downlink
installations, and drone test ranges. The 'High North' is being militarized as the US-
NATO begin throwing elbows in the region so that Big Oil might take control of the
Arctic region as the ice melts due to climate change. 
Below is the statement that came from the well-attended conference. People attended

from Sweden, Denmark, Norway, Finland, Germany, Russia, Japan, Mexico and the US.

PROTECTING THE HIGH NORTH, DEMILITARISING OUTER SPACE
AND REMOVING THE THREAT OF NUCLEAR ANNIHILATION

The International Conference on the High North and International Security was held
in the city of Kiruna, Sweden, on 28-30th June 2013. Representatives from a wide
spectrum of civil societies and public movements from a number of Scandinavian,
European, Asian and Latin American countries, Russia and the United States of
America attended and agreed the following:

Conference members recognize:

• that we are facing major threats to our survival through the continued pretence
that security can be obtained through aggressive foreign policies and military action
• that the ultimate consequences of these policies is the continued development
and threatened use of nuclear weapons and the exploitation and militarization of
environments that should be protected for the benefit of all humankind - such as
the Arctic and outer space
• that the High North is being used by an expanding NATO as a military practice
ground in which to rehearse future war fighting strategies and to test and develop
new killing technologies
• that the US has established a satellite ground station in the Svalbard islands in
Norway which is used by the military and therefore violates the Svalbard or
Spitzbergen Treaty that requires that the archipelago is not used for military purposes
• the rapidly increasing deployment of space based military systems and the global
network of ground based stations (including radars, downlink and surveillance
facilities) that support and supplement them

Towards a NUCLEAR
PREVENTION CONVENTION

BRUCE GAGNON
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Weapons Convention in the General Assembly of the UN
• all nations possessing or about to possess missile defense
components should recognize their destabilizing nature
and seek instead, through diplomatic processes, to reduce
international tensions and work towards a situation where
cooperation, mutual trust and understanding will prevail
• all space-faring nations should engage immediately in high
level talks on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space
and the adoption of outer space as a de-militarized zone
• all states to respect and renew their commitment to protect
the unique and vitally important regions of the Earth, such
as the Arctic and Antarctic, and reconfirm that they are
not the property of any one nation, and never should be,
but are to be protected as a common heritage for all
humankind and never used for military purposes.

The money and material assets that will be gained from the
above steps and other arms control and disarmament measures
should not then be redirected to other military projects but used
instead to help convert our militarized societies to peaceful ones
that work for the betterment of the social and economic wellbeing
of all people – for human rather than state security – and for
dealing with our common problem of climate change.

As declared at the conference in Kiruna, Sweden, 29th June 2013.

• that the uncontrolled and irresponsible use of outer space
has resulted in that environment being littered with debris
that could eventually render it impenetrable
• the destabilizing effects that the deployment of space based,
ground based and sea based missile defense systems have on
undermining international stability and that they are risking
the possibility of reaching further agreements on nuclear dis-
armament
• that all states who have signed the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty should honour its Article VI and “pur-
sue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relat-
ing to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date
and to nuclear disarmament, and on a Treaty on general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective interna-
tional control”
• the negative consequences stemming from the stationing of
US tactical nuclear weapons in a number of European
nations
• that US President Obama’s focus on his “pivot to Asia,” the
sending of missiles and warships to the region and the
encouragement of the construction of support bases in the
region (such as the one threatening the lives of the
Gangjeong villagers on Jeju Island, South Korea), is aimed
at containing China and is increasing international tension.

We therefore call on all governments, political parties, members of
civil societies and public movements all over the world to share
these concerns and urgently request them to call upon:

• the leaders of the Permanent members of the United
Nations Security Council to arrange an urgent meeting on
the revival of stalled arms control processes and to embrace
all key areas, including nuclear weapons, missile defense
and conventional weapons stationed on the ground, at sea,
in the air and in outer space
• the members of the United Nations to firmly work towards
the adoption of a Nuclear Weapons Convention, leading to
nuclear disarmament, and we call upon the nuclear weapon
states not to obstruct the discussion of the Nuclear

BRUCE GAGNON 

is Coordinator of the Global Network Against

Weapons & Nuclear Power in Space. He lives in

Bath, Maine. www.space4peace.blogspot.com 

globalnet@mindspring.com
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The government of the United States was once again embarking on war. But
President Obama paused. It finally came through to him that the people of his
country didn’t want it. It’s very debatable whether this awareness of the real life
experience of the American people would last; or that the grip the militarist clique
running his government has on his mind and his actions might loosen. But for the
moment the people’s voice got through the fog.
Fortunately, Congress was not in session but were back in their home districts

instead. They got an overwhelming message from the people opposing the bombing
of Syria and this actually translated into what loomed for Obama as a defeat in
Congress for yet another executive lunge for war. 
It helped a lot that Russia’s Putin, for what reasons only he really knows, proposed

a way out. Assad, the beleaguered president of a weakened Syrian government, had
no alternative but to bow to his only real ally’s proposal, the proposal being nothing
less than to place Assad’s government’s stockpile of chemical weapons under
United Nations control. Obama followed suit. As we go to press with Green
Horizon, it seems that plans and actions are going forward to bring that proposal
to fruition. Noteworthy is that the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons (OPCW) which is tasked with executing the Russian-U.S. plan has just
been award the Nobel Peace Prize.

BOTH SKEPTICAL AND HOPEFUL

On the one hand, one cannot be other than skeptical as to whether this surprising
turn of events means a turning away perpetual clashes of the big powers. 
However, one can also look upon this turn of events as a small but very significant

step towards a collaborative way of easing and resolving bitter disputes among and
within the nations. Once this were to happen again, and then again, the way may
be open for a new pattern to take hold, one that moves the nations of the world to
seek and establish strong collaborative ways, mutually advantageous ways, to
resolve clashes and disputes in a peaceful way. 
I think of Immanuel Kant’s intriguing essay penned long ago, “Eternal Peace”.

He posited the possibility that over time the competitive struggle among the powers
(inherent in the system of sovereignty for every nation) can lead to a durable balance
of power among them and, by so much, at each historic phase, lead to the creation
and gradual strengthening of new patterns of global governance—stronger and
stronger sinews of international law and institutions of global governance.
I believe this is overly optimistic, somewhat similar to the proposition of Adam

Smith in his 1776 Wealth of Nations that there is a “hidden hand” for balance,
progress, and comity that is implicit in the competitive world of business and commerce. 
What we actually face is more complex and more down-to-earth. The nation-

state system of itself does not and will not gradually evolve towards effective people-
based, accountable, and democratic global government. It’s going to take more than
that. Come to think of it, we do not have that much time, hoping that by some

THE GLOBAL INTEREST
Collaboration — Beyond Diplomacy

JOHN RENSENBRINK

They [Congress] got an
overwhelming message
opposing the bombing of
Syria and this actually
translated into what
loomed for Obama as a
defeat in Congress for yet
another executive lunge
for war.
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process of osmosis things will work out in the long run. In the
long run, if things continue without fundamental change, we are
all dead. What is required as a minimum is a consciousness and
a will by leadership—and a continuing pressure from the people
and from non-violent political forces including especially a
political party as part of the people—to bring forces to bear for
genuine collaboration. 
The Putin proposal and subsequent positive development has

been hailed as a return to diplomacy. If that is all it is, we will
not see fundamental change. Diplomacy as has been practiced
within the nation-state system, is part of that system, does not
break it, and perpetuates an unstable, dangerously lethal political
climate of perpetual fear and descent into unthinkable war.
Collaboration on the other hand moves a decisive step beyond

that. One hopes that the Putin proposal and follow through on
its behalf is an instance of genuine collaboration. Putin’s proposal
looks to a key role for the United Nations, and though only half
a step, it is a step beyond diplomacy. Collaboration assumes
going further than diplomacy towards possible and hopefully
better planetary governance.
A deeper understanding of the reality of the world as it is

now tells us that whether it’s Obama or Bush, or Clinton, or
Reagan, or the new president in 2017—whether Democrat or
Republican—the story is and will be the same. The card they
play is to fall back on “the national interest”. That’s what counts
in the end to enable these inadequate presidents, and their parties,
to persuade and over-awe the middle of the road and most of
the opposing forces. The appeal to the “national interest” is
posed, embroidered by lies, and is manipulated to get a seeming
support for expensive, fruitless, deeply wrong, and extremely
dangerous wars—dangerous to the nation, to the other nations
of the world, and to the planet and its fragile and increasingly
challenged environment.
This was the starting point and basis of my article on global

governance in the last issue of this magazine (#27
Spring/Summer 2013). A frank recognition of the structural
and psychological pressures of the nation-state system on people
and politicians is crucial if we are to grasp where and how our
species can journey in the next 50 years in order to survive. The
pathway ahead for that to happen is not yet fully clear and is
fraught with peril. But we must talk about it and as we do, the
way ahead will become more clear.

A STRONG GREEN VOICE FROM EUROPE

In furtherance of that hope and imperative, I cite an intriguing,
highly pertinent and remarkable article by a leading European
Green, Daniel Cohn-Bendit and Felix Marquardt. It appeared
as an op-ed in The New York Times September 3, 2013. That
The Times published it is the remarkable part. That imperiously
rational and above-it-all voice of the Established elite seldom
reports things Green (meaning Green Party). This has been the
care from our beginnings in 1984. The New York Times has been
somewhere between hostile and partronizing towards us.
Cohn-Bendit is in a large sense the grandfather of European

Greens. He has been at the beginning and in the forefront of
Green Party thinking and action in Europe. He is a German
Green Party member of the European Parliament. He and
Marquardt, who runs a public relations company, are co-
founders of Europeans Now. 
They write, “In next year’s European elections, we must unmask
our national politicians’ best-kept secret: that what they see as the be-all
and end-all of modern governance, the nation-state, is fast becoming
an obsolete political structure.” (Italics mine.) 
They continue, “The time is ripe for a transnational, grass-

roots, and crowd-funded movement to take European integration
to the next step...Today’s solutions need to be transnational, or
they won’t be real solutions at all...In Europe, politics has
become too much about how each nation would like the world
to be, and too little about what produces tangible results...Europe
will change only when European-minded politicians who are
elected to national offices agree to transfer power to truly
European institutions.”
They are right on target that the nation-state system is obsolete.

But even though it is an atavistic structure it continues in place.
It resists the next step towards genuine transnational institutions
and acts as a blight on efforts to produce tangible answers to the
immense problems facing the planet. I am also excited and not
surprised, given Cohn-Bendit’s democratic, grass roots convictions,
that he envisions a world, at least a European world, whose 
governance structure is both transnational and locally rooted.
I have some skepticism, not about Cohn-Bendit’s commitments

and intention, but in regard to something he is not saying. For
it should be obvious that an integrated Europe would itself be a
nation among others. Very powerful perhaps. It may be the case that
Cohn-Bendit has strong hopes that this new Europe, composed

However, one can also look upon this turn of events as a small but very significant step towards a collaborative way
of easing and resolving bitter disputes among and within the nations.
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internally of many nations, would be a model to the world for a
global transnational governance structure. 
But is it likely that this would be the real message Europe

would bring to the more than 150 nations of the world? As a
new player in the nation-state ensemble, wouldn’t Europe begin
to act like any nation-state? Wouldn’t it’s actions be tinged if not
saturated with concerns for the national interest—the new
Europe’s national interest? Wouldn’t those actions speak louder
than any words Europe might utter to persuade the world to
hear and act on a global transnational message? In any case,
Cohn-Bendit does not mention this dimension of the Europe
he is hoping and working for—though I am sure he would argue
that the new Europe would be a powerful model for a global
governance system. 

THE PRINCIPLE OF SUBSIDIARITY

It is useful and fruitful to follow Cohn-Bendit’s thinking and
advocacy for a transnational Europe that is both transnational
and is rooted in the grass roots. He speaks from a Europe that
has already labored hard to reserve power and authority to local
grass-roots governance structures. The principle they follow is
along the lines of subsidiarity. The entry on subsidiarity in
Google describes this in the following paragraphs.
“Subsidiarity is an organising principle of decentralisation,

stating that a matter ought to be handled by the smallest, lowest,
or least centralised authority capable of addressing that matter
effectively. The Oxford English Dictionary defines subsidiarity
as the idea that a central authority should have a subsidiary
function, performing only those tasks which cannot be 
performed effectively at a more immediate or local level. 

EUROPEAN UNION AND THE PRINCIPLE OF SUBSIDIARITY

“The principle of subsidiarity was defined in Article 5 of the
Treaty on European Union. It ensures that decisions are taken
as closely as possible to the citizen and that constant checks are
made to verify that action at Union level is justified in light of
the possibilities available at national, regional or local level.
Specifically, it is the principle whereby the Union does not take
action (except in the areas that fall within its exclusive competence),
unless it is more effective than action taken at national, regional
or local level. It is closely bound up with the principle of 
proportionality, which requires that any action by the Union
should not go beyond what is necessary to achieve the objectives
of the Treaties.
“The Edinburgh European Council of December 1992 issued

a declaration on the principle of subsidiarity that laid down the
rules for its application. The Treaty of Amsterdam took up the
approach that followed from this declaration in a Protocol on
the application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality.
Following the entry into force of the Treaty of Lisbon on 1
December 2009, the Protocol now requires the principle of 

subsidiarity to be respected in all draft legislative acts and allows
national parliaments to object to a proposal on the grounds that
it breaches the principle, as a result of which the proposal may
be maintained, amended or withdrawn by the Commission, or
blocked by the European Parliament or the Council. In the case
of a breach of the principle of subsidiarity, the Committee of the
Regions may also refer directly to the Court of Justice of the
European Union.”
I introduced the concept of subsidiarity in my

Spring/Summer article. I received considerable response. Some
of it questioned why I would be proposing a world governance
system, pointing out that I have been applauding, and the
Magazine has been featuring, local self-help and autonomy for
years. The argument I made late in the article that a world 
governance system must be based on the principle of subsidiarity
did not seem sufficiently compelling to those who posed this
question—or it may have seemed so abstract as not to be taken
seriously, or the whole idea of a world government aroused deep
seated fears and/or strong anarchist leanings and commitments.
Some who felt the principle of subsidiarity has merit, and

should be taken seriously, also felt however that the word itself
is too cumbersome or too ponderous and pretentious. There is a
point in that, I admit. Yet, my reference to the European Union’s
embrace of the word, as well as their embrace of the concept it
represents, may to some extent help the reader see that this may
be the case of learning a new word—as a way of thinking about
how the planet might be, could be, organizationally structured
that protected individual freedom and local self-reliance and
autonomy. And as I mentioned to several, I am certainly open to
finding and using a different word. I invite and challenge the
readers to find and offer one!
As we proceed with this knotty but profoundly important

subject, we can and we should figure out ways to help push the
nations of the world, and the peoples of the world, towards
workable, democratic, accountable-to-the-people, and participative-
by-the-people ways and structures of planetary governance. The
preceding articles by Steven Schmidt, Bruce Gagnon, Anthony
Piel, Steve Welzer, and Charlie Keil are efforts in that direction.

JOHN RENSENBRINK
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Jeff and Shirley Taylor, Iowa
Lisa J. Taylor, California
David Thompson and Leslie Pearlman, New
Mexico
David and Marilyn Tilton, Maine
Victoria A. Tredinnick and Brian Linson, 
New Jersey
Kathleen Vadnais, Minnesota
John C. Van Pelt, Maine
Rhoda Vanderhart, Alabama
Dorothy Vogel, Oregon
Mike Wakefield, Maine
David Walker, Ohio
Victor Wallis, Massachusetts
Andrea Walsh and Andy Davis, 
New Hampshire
Ellen Wells, Florida
Brielle Welzer, Maryland
Steve Welzer, New Jersey
David Whiteman, South Carolina
David and Regine Whittlesey, Maine
William T. Whitney, Maine
Julia Willebrand, New York
Natasha Wist, California
Paul Woodruff, Texas
Peter and Margaret Zach, Maine
Steve M. and Marcia Zettle, Pennsylvania
Betty Zisk, Massachusetts
The Green Network, Missouri

Green Horizon Sustainers for 2012 and 2013
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