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1.	 Strategy	&	Transitional	Politics	
This	part	of	the	overall	paper	tries	to	get	down	to	basics.	 It	explores	a	number	of	underlying	
matters,	ones	that	need	to	be	addressed	properly	if	the	final	Political	Strategy	is	to	be	sound.	It	
does	not	 suggest	 for	 one	moment	 that	 the	 finished	 Strategy	 itself	 ought	 to	 carry	 the	points	
made	below.	The	final	version	hopefully	will	be	short,	sharp	and	sweet	(it	will	never	be	truly	
‘final’,	 given	 the	 need	 for	 routine	 updating	 in	 the	 light	 of	 experience).	 Political	 strategy	 is	
clearly	part	of	a	broader	set	of	ideas	concerning	core	values	and	goals	on	the	one	hand,	and,	
on	 the	 other,	 more	 specific	 matter	 such	 as	 policy	 development,	 campaigning	 and	 external	
communications.	[Sound	finance	is	essential	for	any	strategy!]	

The	 Green	 project	 is	 radically	 different	 to	 that	 of	 other	 political	 parties.	 Greens	 are	
asking	 for	big	 changes	 in	 almost	 every	 compartment	of	 life,	 from	personal	diet	 and	physical	
exercice	 to	a	whole	new	relationship	with	non-human	nature.i	We	cannot	play	 to	 the	gallery	
and	promise	the	mass	of	people	more	of	whatever	they	might	want	at	any	point	 in	 time.	Of	
course,	we	must	take	into	account	hopes	and	fears	across	society,	teasing	out	how	we	might	
harness	 them	 to	 our	 project.	 But	 we	 do	 not	 ‘tail’	 what	 currently	 preoccupies	 the	 mass	 of	
people.	

There	are	 limits,	then,	to	what	 lessons	we	can	take	from	the	‘successful’	parties.	The	
dominant	strategy	of	‘mainstream’	parties	in	recent	decades	has	been	self-promotion	in	ways	
to	 seduce	 floating	 voters	 and	 appeal	 to	 the	 ‘middle	 ground’.	 Normally,	 it	 is	 coupled	 to	
‘triangulation’,	 attempting	 to	 position	 oneself	 close	 to	 one’s	 rivals	 but	 with	 the	 other	 side	
pitched	closest	to	that	alleged	‘centre’.	

It	is	not	an	option	for	parties	seeking	sweeping	changes	in	values,	lifestyles	and	the	
structural	 framework	 of	 society.	 Consciousness	 changing	 is	 absolutely	 central	 to	 green	
politics.	 Wherever	 possible,	 we	 must	 be	 questioning	 the	 dominant	 mind-set	 and	 the	
unsustainable	 goals	 it	 promotes.	 Every	 campaign,	 every	 leaflet,	 every	 article,	 every	 TV	
broadcast,	every	contribution	in	a	debate,	every	conversation	on	the	doorstep	or	at	a	stall	is	a	
chance	 to	 question	 mainstream	 values	 and	 priorities.	 Obviously,	 we	 have	 to	 find	 points	 of	
connection	to	our	audiences.	We	cannot	just	offer	the	whole	package,	lock	stock	and	barrel,	in	
one	go	when	talking	to	the	unpersuaded.	But	we	can	at	 least	 look	for	opportunities	to	make	
those	deeper	points.	

Indeed,	we	might	be	wise	to	avoid	‘grand’	strategies.	Over	and	over	again,	one	hears	
or	reads	the	impassioned	assertion	that	the	absolutely	vital	need	now	is	the	development	of	a	
‘strategy’	 as	 if	 it	were	 the	 key	 to	political	 take-off,	 a	Viagra	pill	 for	 the	Green	Party’s	 future	
growth.	 In	reality,	events	tend	to	confound	the	best-laid	plans.ii	To	be	sure,	we	should	try	to	
spot	 key	 trends,	 analyse	 barriers	 and	 examine	 our	 own	 best	 opportunities.	 But	 there	 is	 no	
correct	strategy	simply	awaiting	detection.	

	

We	should	not	go	overboard	and	make	
a	fetish	of	detailed	strategy.	

	
Furthermore	there	is	the	added	danger	of	getting	hopelessly	bogged	down	in	debates	

about	what	exactly	constitutes	‘strategy’.	One	model	is	afforded	by	chess.	There	is	a	clear	goal:	
checkmating	 one’s	 opponent,	 there	 are	 various	 strategies	 to	 that	 end	 (defensive/offensive,	
rapid	development	of	pawns	and	then	other	pieces,	control	of	certain	squares	and	diagonals,	
king	 side	or	 queen	 side	play,	 etc)	 as	well	 as	 specific	 tactics	 (sacrifices,	 castling,	 fianchettoed	
bishops	etc).	 Perhaps	most	 germane	 is	 the	notion	of	opening,	middle	 and	end	game	 stages,	
with	the	implication	that	radical	parties	challenging	the	status	quo	but	currently	of	modest	size	
and	 limited	 appeal	 might	 best	 think	 in	 terms	 of	 transitional	 politics,	 with	 a	 programme	 of	
correspondingly	short	term,	longer	term	and	long	term	goals	in	terms	of	the	public	policies	we	
seek	to	promote.	

In	particular,	we	need	to	think	in	terms	of	a	green	‘transitional	programme’,	one	with	
policies	that	might	help	to	halt	the	waste,	destruction	and	exploitation,	open	the	door	to	more	
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sustainable	structures	and	practices	as	well	as	mobilise	 the	necessary	 level	of	public	support	
(see	Part	4).	Such	a	strategy	 is	 the	only	way	to	avoid	 the	opposing	pitfalls	of	 the	 ‘maximum’	
programme	(which	solves	nothing	since	so	few	support	it)	and	‘minimum’	programme	(which	
may	attract	much	support	but,	none	the	less,	also	solves	nothing,	except,	perhaps,	get	a	few	
people	into	comfortable	seats	in	the	farthest	most	corridors	of	power).	iii	

Of	 course,	many	 people	 talk	 about	 ‘realpolitik’.	 It	 is	 even	more	 important	 to	 stress,	
then,	that	‘real	realism’	should	be	judged	in	terms	of	what	really	will	solve	problems,	not	what	
the	powers-that-be	or	the	general	public	might	be	willing	to	accept	any	point	in	time.	At	many	
moments	 in	history,	what	was	once	 judged	 impractical	daydreaming	at	one	moment	 in	 time	
has	often	become	widely	accepted	and	perfectly	reasonable	the	next.	

Certainly,	 Greens	 need	 to	 be	 at	 the	 cutting	 edge,	 pitching	 a	 bold	 and	 positive	 story	
about	 what	 needs	 to	 be	 done,	 one	 that	 appeal	 to	 both	 the	 brain	 and	 especially	 to	 the	
emotions.	 Exemplars	 from	 the	 here	 and	now	of	 a	 better	way,	 ones	 already	 implemented	 in	
roughly	 comparable	 circumstances	 will	 be	 part	 of	 the	 narrative.	 So	 too	 will	 every	 tool	 of	
persuasion	from	well	argued	books,	pamphlets	and	manifestos	to	slogans,	music,	drama,	and	
striking	visuals.iv	
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2.	 	‘Overshoot’:	the	critical	context	
The	 fundamental	 driver	 of	 economic,	 social	 and	 cultural	 change	 is	 the	 rapidly	 deepening	
ecological	 crisis. v 	The	 Green	 Party,	 more	 than	 any	 other,	 does	 of	 course	 recognise	 the	
seriousness	 of	 the	 threat	 from	 anthropogenic	 climate	 change.	 Yet	 it	 feels	 as	 if	 the	 focus	 is	
unsure	and	frequently	on	the	‘back	burner’.	Even	when	foregrounded,	the	narrative	we	tell	is	
often	 fixated	 on	 excessive	 carbon	 emissions,	 an	 approach	 that	 naturally	 privileges	 the	
discourse	of	a	‘low	carbon’	economy.	This	is	a	fallacy.	A	range	of	greenhouse	gases	drives	the	
climate	crisis.	The	 loss	of	balancing	sinks	and	changing	albedo	 further	 intensifies	 it.	The	only	
sustainable	policy	is	one	that	addresses	all	such	dynamics.	

Thus,	the	limits	of	‘decarbonisation’	must	be	recognised:	it	does	not	necessarily	make	
society	 any	 the	 more	 sustainable,	 even	 if	 it	 is	 certainly	 a	 key	 part	 of	 that	 transformation.	
Indeed,	certain	versions	of	a	‘low	carbon	economy’	include	some	quite	disastrous	steps	(‘dash	
for	gas’,	a	new	wave	of	big	dams,	more	nuclear	power	plants,	giant	‘solar	farms’	as	well	as	the	
‘final’	folly	of	geo-engineering).	vi	It	might	be	remembered	that	diesel	engines	were	promoted	
as	a	‘solution	to	excessive	carbon	emissions	from	vehicles.	

Other	measures,	 such	 as	 carbon	 capture	 and	 storage,	 are	 non-solutions,	 sometimes	
making	matters	worse	and	usually	failing	to	meet	the	absolutely	critical	‘magnitude	and	rate’	
test	 (ie	 they	will	 not	make	 sufficient	 difference	 in	 the	 time	 likely	 to	 be	 available).vii	Modern	
society	 is	 a	bit	 like	a	 super-tanker	heading	 for	 the	 rocks.	 It	will	 take	 time	 to	 slow	down	and	
change	course	as	well	as	achieve	clarity	about	the	best	direction.	

However,	the	eco-crisis	is	not	just	a	climate	crisis.	It	has	many	faces,	some	interacting	
with	excessive	GHG	emissions,	others	quite	discrete	yet,	in	some	ways,	just	as	deadly,	both	for	
other	species	and	in	the	longer	term	our	own	species.viii	Several	planetary	boundaries	are	now	
being	transgressed,	as	the	work	of	the	Stockholm	Resilience	centre	or	the	Footprint	Network,	
for	example,	document.ix	

In	 some	 localities,	 it	might	be	some	other	 ‘disorder’	 that	pulls	 the	 rug	 from	beneath	
local	 society.	 Depletion	 of	 underground	 aquifers	 may	 doom	 some	 regions	 long	 before	 the	
consequences	 of	 climate	 change	 strike.	 Mudslides	 and	 avalanches	 caused	 by	 deforestation	
now	regularly	hit	 local	communities	as	yet	unaffected	directly	by	global	overwarming.	 In	any	
case,	most	 ‘global’	crises	are	but	 the	cumulative	consequence	of	micro-activities	all	over	 the	
globe	and	 the	effects	hit	 first	 at	particular	points	 and	perhaps	not	noticed	elsewhere	 rather	
than	in	one	obvious	global	convulsion.		

Though	 the	symptoms	are	not	experienced	equally,	especially	 in	 the	short	 term,	 this	
overall	crisis	is	stealing	up	on	everyone.	Tit	goes	with	saying	that	the	poor	and	powerless	will	
suffer	 first	 but	 the	 rich	 too	are	not	 safe.x	Whatever	may	dominate	 the	media	headlines,	 the	
eco-crisis	 truly	 is	 the	 big	 issue	 of	 our	 time.	 It	 is	 all	 pervading	 and	 will	 change	 just	 about	
everything.	 However	 it	 sometimes	 seems	 that	 even	 in	 green	 circles	 the	 breath,	 depth	 and	
overriding	urgency	of	 the	eco-crisis	 is	 not	 grasped.	 Solutions	 cannot	be	put	off	while	 this	or	
that	desired	social	measure	is	prioritised.	
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It	 is	 equally	 pointless	 to	 advocate	 partial	 solutions	 that	 actually	 aggravate	 other	

elements	of	that	total	eco-crisis,	eg	high-speed	trains	to	take	a	few	people	off	aeroplanes	and	
cut	a	small	number	of	GHG-generating	flights	or	use	genetically	engineered	crops	to	bump	off	
food	production	(in	the	short-term!).	Making	bus	travel	free	might	tempt	some	drivers	out	of	
their	cars	but	huge	numbers	of	buses	also	present	a	problem,	especially	 if	 some	are	burning	
diesel	fuels	(actually	there	is	solid	evidence	that	light	railways	and	trams	are	a	better	‘tempter’	
than	buses).xi	

	

We	must	think	and	act	globally	and	locally.	
It	is	not	either-or	but	action	at	all	appropriate	levels.	

	
All	 dimensions	 of	 the	 eco-crisis	 must	 be	 addressed	 if	 there	 is	 to	 be	 any	 chance	 of	

success.	Yet	many	prognoses	focus	only	on	one	‘driver’	that	is	propelling	us	towards	ecological	
ruin:	 technology.	 Correspondingly	 solutions	 are	 framed	 in	 terms	 of	 better	 technology	 and	
greater	 efficiency.	 Thus	 there	 is	 talk	 of	 ‘ecological	 modernisation’,	 ‘decoupling’,	 ‘green	
growth’,	and	‘Factor	4	‘efficiency	gains.xii	It	is	far	from	enough.xiii	

Others	 do	 address	 another	 driver:	 consumption	 patterns.	 Sometimes,	 solutions	 are	
posed	in	terms	of	consuming	better,	as	in	‘green	consumerism’.	It	too	is	far	from	enough,	not	
least	because	the	message	of	‘less’	is	lacking.xiv	More	radically,	there	is	the	variant	that	blames	
‘overconsumption’.	But	it	tends	only	to	focus	on	the	shameless	greed	of	the	so-called	‘1%’,	the	
super-rich	 and	overly	 powerful.	 Such	 analyses	 indeed	 contain	 a	 basic	 truth	 yet	 they	 too	 are	
quite	inadequate.xv	

Multiplying	 the	 effects	 of	 overconsumption	 and	 of	 ‘maltechnology’	 (inefficient,	
wasteful	 and/or	 disproportionately	 damaging	 technology)	 is	 population:	 sheer	 human	
numbers,	ones	that	continue	to	grow.	They	really	do	count	and	decisively	so.	The	size	of	the	
human	population	is	the	major	driver	just	in	its	own	right	since	each	addition	to	total	numbers	
must	 mean,	 if	 that	 person	 is	 to	 have	 a	 decent	 life,	 more	 demand	 for	 water,	 food,	 energy,	
housing,	 educational	 provision,	 health	 and	 social	 care,	 jobs,	 transport,	 leisure	 opportunities	
and	 so	 forth.	 In	 other	words,	 extra	 pressure	 on	 the	planet’s	wilting	 life-support	 systems.	Of	
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course,	the	more	space	needed	for	people,	the	less	there	can	be	for	‘non-people’,	all	the	other	
species	with	whom	we	share	our	finite	planet.xvi	

Posing	real	answers	
The	challenge	is	to	identify	solution	multipliers,	ones	that	solve	a	number	of	problems	at	the	
same	 time	 and,	 of	 course,	 ones	 that	 are	 just	 ‘technically’	 feasible’	 but	 with	 some	 traction	
amongst	 the	 public.	 Clearly	 it	 is	 a	 win-win	 when	 we	 propose,	 as	 is	 quite	 reasonable,	 that	
underemployment,	 under-employment	 and	 precarity	 can	 be	 reduced	 by	 measures	 that	
replace,	 say,	 coal-burning	 with	 energy-saving	 and	 switching	 to	 solar	 energy	 systems. xvii	
Reduction	of	meat	consumption	can	promote	human	health	and	animal	welfare	as	well	as	cut	
GHG	emissions,	soil	erosion	and	water	pollution.	

Whatever	the	policies,	they	must	be	ones	that	are	‘generalisable’	(ie	everyone	on	the	
planet	 could,	 in	 theory,	 live	 that	way	without	destroying	 the	Earth’s	 life-support	 systems).	A	
good	policy	will	only	function	for	anyone	only	if	it	functions	for	almost	everyone.xviii	At	all	times	
we	must	 equally	 ask	 what	 a	 policy	 will	 mean	 for	 the	 well-being	 of	 other	 species	 and	 their	
habitats. 

Certainly	it	is	little	use	to	say	that	climate	change	is	issue	number	one	(it	is!)	and,	then,	
prioritise	other	policies	such	as	the	abolition	of	education	SATs	and	Ofsted,	prison	reform	or	
‘open	 content’	 laws	 and	 ‘Internet	 neutrality’.	 It	might	 be	 argued	 that	 these	 are	 popular	 (eg	
free	Internet	and	freedom	of	information	with	the	rise	of	‘Pirate’	parties).	Yet	they	will	mean	
nothing	 if	 the	 planet	 continues,	 literally	 and	 metaphorically,	 to	 burn	 down.	 Furthermore,	
political	success	on	such	a	platform	(sometimes	called	‘social	liberalism’)	will	give	no	mandate	
to	 take	action	 to	 stop	ecological	meltdown.	 Indeed,	 if	 attempted	 the	 result	might	be	 such	a	
negative	reaction	that	the	‘cause’	would	be	fatally	set	back.		

Overall,	we	desperately	need	joined-up	analysis	and	policy-making	on	this	most	critical	
of	fronts,	one	that	goes	to	the	very	roots	of	our	raison	d’être.	Action,	for	example,	on	‘clean	
air’	(cleaning	up	‘particulate	matter’)	via,	say,	a	‘Clean	Air	Act’	is	very	necessary	but	does	only	a	
little	to	prevent	climate	chaos	since	the	main	drivers	of	global	overwarming,	both	in	terms	of	
‘sources’	and	lost	‘sinks’,	are	quite	‘clean’.	Thus,	a	Clean	Air	Act	might	take	some	cars	off	road	
and	thereby	reduce	some	emissions.	That	said,	agriculture,	not	least	the	cattle	industry,	is	a	far	
bigger	driver	of	climate	change	 than	 the	whole	 transport	sector.xix	A	switch	 to	huge	 fleets	of	
electric	 cars	 leaves	 many	 of	 transport’s	 unsustainable	 impacts	 unchanged	 or	 may	 even	
aggravate	some	of	them.xx	A	Clean	Air	Act	would	do	little	either	to	address	other	sources	such	
as	the	electricity	supply	sector.xxi	

Any	future	strategy	must	start	from	these	overriding	facts	of	life,	ones	set	to	transform	
most	 aspects	 of	 society,	 not	 least	 the	 it	 requires,	 for	 example,	 foreign	 policies	 that	 would	
encourage	durable	peace	between	different	peoples,	 economic	policies	 that	 keeps	demands	
placed	on	ecological	 systems	within	sustainable	 limits,	and	social	policies	 that	divide	out	 the	
resulting	economic	cake	in	a	fair	enough	way	to	command	popular	support.	
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3.	 Economic	&	Technological	context	
From	a	Green	point	of	view,	the	human	economy	is	a	sub-system	of	the	wider	‘ecology’.	The	
Earth	must	come	first.	So,	when	discussing	economics	per	se,	 the	starting	point	must	be	the	
fact	 that	we	 currently	 live	 in	 a	 quite	 unsustainable	 	 “three-planet	 economy”.	 To	 be	 fair,	 GP	
speakers	 and	 literature	 often	mention	 it	 but	 the	 implications	 for	 other	 policies	 are	 seldom	
followed	through	with	any	rigour.	It	follows	then	that	in	policy	terms	the	downsizing	to	a	one-
planet	economy	is	priority	number	one.	It	is	the	only	sustainable	option.xxii	

The	key	considerations	are	the	use	of	physical	space,	energy	and	matter	in	the	human	
economy,	ie	physical	‘throughput’.xxiii	Ecology	will	always	be	the	fundamental	driver.	It	can	be	
seen,	 for	example,	 in	the	so-called	 ‘carbon	bubble’.xxiv		Ecology	was	also	the	 ‘wind’	 that	blew	
over	the	house	of	cards	of	sub-prime	housing	market	leading	to	the	credit	crunch	of	2008.xxv		It	
might	be	noted	here	that	we	have	to	stop	talking	largely	in	terms	of	‘money’	since	it	 is	not	a	
resource	but	only	a	claim	on	resources.	We	also	have	to	drop	references	to	GDP	and	GNP,	both	
essentially	meaningless	measures	of	what	is	both	ecologically	sustainable	and	fulfilling	in	terms	
of	individual	lives.xxvi	

The	 list	 below,	 however,	 concerns	 some	 specific	 forces	 at	 work	within	 the	 human	
economy.	We	need	 to	 clarify	 them	as	well	 as,	 in	our	propaganda,	dispel	 some	of	 the	myths	
surrounding	them.	If	we	do	not	tackle	the	latter	challenge,	our	appeal	can	only	be	diminished.	
Some	critical	trends	include:	

• Growing	population,	growing	per-capita	demand	and	growing	expectations	overall,	
including	momentous	‘youth	quake	in	countries	such	as	Nigeria,	Egypt	and	India;xxvii	

• Despite	the	unsustainable	pressure	from	human	numbers,	a	large	number	of	
politicians	and	business	leaders	promote	the	notion	of	a	‘demographic	dividend’,	with	
several	regimes	trying	to	promote	population	growth	(‘baby	bonuses’	etc)	and/or	curb	
access	to	family	planning.	xxviii	Population	denial	and	evasion	are	rife.xxix	

• Mushrooming	public	and	especially	private	debt	bubble,	one	destined	to	burst.xxx	

• On-going	financialisation,	outsourcing,	deregulation,	and	general	commodificationxxxi.	

• Shift	to	‘gig	economy’,	with	explosive	growth	in	the	number	of	the	self-employed.	
Some	may	be	very	disgruntled	but	others	may	see	themselves	as	‘pioneers’	etc.	

• Infrastructure	drive	but	often	coupled	to	tax	cuts,	the	consequence	being	bigger	
government	deficits.	

• Dependence	on	insecure	markets	farther	afield	due	to	Brexit,	which,	if	it	goes	ahead,	
could	cripple	certain	sectors,	with	a	flight	of	work	out	of	the	country.	

• Spreading	automation	and	more	casualties	in	sectors	previously	untouched.xxxii	

• Rising	costs	of	a	‘longer	living’	society,	with	the	fast	increasing	cost	of	greater	
‘dependency’	(extra	care	etc)	

• Extra	dangers	posed	by	inadequate	pension	funds,	personal	savings	and	so	forth.	

Such	 trends	 create	 greater	 insecurity,	 intensified	 risk	 of	 financial	 turmoil	 and	 thus	
greater	political	instability.	Most	undermine	the	public	sector.	There	is	a	danger,	however,	that	
opposition	to	new	status	quo	becomes	reduced	to	uncritical	defence	of	pre-privatisation,	pre-
cuts	situation,	with	oppositional	groups	reduced	to	making	crude	calls	to	‘bring	back’/’restore’	
public	sector	as	was.	Overall,	the	developments	can	create	new	layers	of	people	vulnerable	to	
populist	 demagogues	 ranting	 about	 elites.	 But,	 at	 the	 same	 time,	 it	 can	 create	 greater	
willingness	to	consider	other	‘unconventional’	ideas,	ie	the	green	message	

In	passing,	it	might	be	noted	that	party	propaganda	ought	to	addressing	a	number	of	
pernicious	myths	on	all	these	matters,	not	least:	
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• “Grow	or	die”.	

• “Economic	growth	pays	for	environmental	conservation”.	

• “New	economy”	(aka	“digital	economy”,	“sharing	economy”,	“weightless	economy”,	
etc).xxxiii	

• ‘Cool	capitalism’	(FANGs:	Facebook,	Apple,	Netflix	and	Google,	etc).	

• ‘People’s	capitalism’	(currently	dormant	but	the	idea	may	revive,	perhaps	via	the	‘John	
Lewis’	model).	

• “Private	economy	is	the	engine	of	wealth	generation”.	

• “Rising	tides	lift	all	boats”.	

• “We	are	all	in	the	same	boat”.	

• “Business	knows	best:	(government	should	be	run	like	a	business	etc).	

Thus,	nearly	all	reaction	to	the	chancellor’s	budget	of	late	2017	was	couched	in	terms	
of	whether	 it	would	deliver	 sufficient	 growth.	No	politicians	or	 commentators	 exhibited	 any	
awareness	 that,	 to	use	Herman	Daly’s	 terms,	economic	growth	has	become	uneconomic.	He	
calls	 the	 ‘disease’	 “growthmania”	 while	 Clive	 Hamilton	 talks	 of	 a	 “growth	 fetish’,	 though	
‘growthism’	may	suffice.xxxiv	

	

The	widespread	perception	that	‘growth-is-good’	is	
the	critical	challenge	

	
Growthism	 is	 encountered	 almost	 everywhere,	 from	 personal	 (eg	 to	 parent	 more	

children	 than	 the	 natural	 replacement	 rate	 and	 to	 keep	 buying	 more	 and	 more	 ‘stuff’)	 to	
private	businesses	(not	 least	to	pay	off	borrowed	monies	as	well	as	compete	with	rivals)	and	
public	policy	at	all	levels.	xxxv	Thus	at	planning	inquiries	it	is	the	‘trump	card’	to	play	squashing	
objectors	 to	 some	 new	 bout	 of	 expansion.	 ‘Socialist’	 economies	 were	 driven	 even	more	 by	
‘growthism’.	

The	issue	is	even	misunderstood	in	green	circles.	It	is	not	about	‘no-growth’.	It	is	about	
no	overall	growth.	Within	the	levels	set	by	a	sustainable	balance	with	the	rest	of	nature,	there	
may	well	scope	for	more	growth	in	this	or	that	sector.	But	once	an	economy	is	operating	at	its	
optimal	level	overall,	new	growth	would	have	be	balanced	by	de-growth	somewhere	else.	The	
key	 issue	 is	 the	 total	 throughput	 of	 physical	 space,	 energy	 and	 raw	materials	 in	 the	human	
economy.	How	it	is	used	is	a	different	matter.	Ambulances	and	armoured	cars	clock	up	more	
or	 less	 the	 same	 bills	 in	 the	 Earth’s	 accounts,	 regardless	 of	 their	 somewhat	 different	 social	
utility.	Leisure	activities	can	generate	the	similarly	impacts	and,	say,	manufacturing.		

These	 are	 obviously	 difficult	 message	 to	 sell	 in	 a	 ‘growth	 culture’,	 one	 where	 any	
alternative	is	perceived	as	a	‘recession’,	‘stagnation’	or	‘decline’	(an	example	being	the	hysteria	
in	 some	 quarters	 over	 a	—false	—	 population	 decline).	 But	 no	 economy,	 market-driven	 or	
planned,	 can	 survive	 the	 recession	 of	 the	 Earth’s	 life-support	 systems.	 This	 is,	 however,	 a	
‘messaging’	problem,	not	of	the	message	per	se.	Clearly	it	has	be	framed	in	terms	of,	first,	the	
inherent	costs	of	growthism	—	social,	economic	and	ecological	—	and,	second,	the	benefits	of	
stepping	off	the	treadmill	and	out	of	the	hothouse	of	life	in	a	growth-pursuing	society.xxxvi	

Degrowth	can	be	real	liberation	and	if	carefully	presented	a	message	can	be	strike	an	
echo	amongst	the	many	who	find	contemporary	life	stifling,	stressful,	and	generally	dispiriting,	
apart	 from	 all	 the	 other	 unsustainable	 damage	 it	 is	 causing.xxxvii	In	 terms	 of	 messaging,	 of	
course,	‘postgrowth’	clearly	has	certain	advantages!	
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Technopoly	
More	 than	 ever	 before,	 scientific	 research	 and	 technological	 development	 are	 linked	 to	
economics.	 The	history	of	Monsanto	and	genetically	modified	organisms	 is	but	one	of	many	
examples.	 That	 said,	 the	 problems	 posed	 by	 contemporary	 technologies	 and	 ones	 in	 the	
current	 pipeline	 should	 not	 then	 be	 reduced	 to,	 say,	 private	 profiteering.	 They	 go	 much	
deeper.	

A	strong	factor	is	the	mind-set	of	many	scientists,	technologists	and	indeed	politicians.	
It	 is	 very	 much	 one	 of	 ‘can	 do…will	 do’.	 To	 that	 can	 be	 added	 a	 powerful	 hubris,	 with	
exaggerated	confidence	in	the	capacity	to	predict	and	control	the	consequences	of	deploying	
this	or	that	technology.	Across	the	general	public,	not	just	key	decision-makers,	there	is	a	deep	
faith	in	technofixes,	namely	that	‘they’	will	come	up	with	‘something’	that	will	fix	the	negative	
side	 effects	 of	 the	 last	 round	 of	 technological	 innovation.	 This	 faith	 is	 central	 to	 the	
‘growthism’	 mentality	 discussed	 above,	 not	 least	 in	 the	 languages	 of	 ‘sustainable	
development’,	green	growth’,	‘eco-efficiency’	(factor	4	etc)	and	‘ecological	modernisation’.	

It	 is	 further	 assumed	 that	 since	 society	 survived	 this	 or	 that	 wave	 of	 technological	
change,	it	will	do	so	again	and	again	in	the	future.	Thus	it	 is	widely	admitted	that	technology	
has	destroyed	many	 jobs	 in	 the	past.	But	 it	 is	quickly	 added	 that	new	ones	were	 created	 to	
take	their	place.	It	is	glibly	extrapolated	that	the	same	pattern	will	repeat,	as	it	there	are	never	
radical	 discontinuities.	 It	 might	 be	 added	 that	 the	 pain	 of	 past	 ‘transitions’	 is	 scarcely	
something	to	be	dismissed.	It	 is	 little	comfort	to	individuals	at	the	sharp	end	of	change	to	be	
told	 that	 society	 as	 a	 whole	 might	 tick	 along.	 At	 some	 stage	 in	 these	 debates,	 the	 label	
‘Luddite’	will	be	thrown	at	heretics	who	question	‘technopoly’.	xxxviii	

Overall	 there	 is	 a	 fatalism	 that	 technology	 now	 dictates	 to	 society,	 rather	 than	 the	
other	way	 round,	most	 evident	 in	 the	 discourse	 about	 the	 ‘rise	 of	 the	 robots’,	 as	 if	 it	were	
preordained	and	unstoppable.	 There	are	 few	killers	of	debate	worse	 than	 the	 litany	of	 “you	
can’t	 stop	 progress”.	 Widespread	 acceptance	 of	 a	 ‘technological	 determinism’	 seems	 to	
eroded	 confidence	 that	 humans	 can	 and	 should	discriminate:	 developing	 some	 technologies	
but	not	others.	 Indeed	 there	are	 some	people	 so	bewitched	by	 ‘mega-technology’	 that	 they	
see	 the	 future	 in	 terms	 of	 abandoning	 our	 very	 own	 being	 and	 becoming	 some	 sort	 of	
cyborg.xxxix	It	is	part	of	the	raison	d’être	of	Greens	to	question	such	thinking.	

Critical	fronts	include:		
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• New	wave	of	automation	(‘Coming	of	the	Robots’)	

• AI	

• Nanotechnology	

• ‘Virtualisation’	

• Genetically	Modified	Organisms	/	Human	gene	editing	

• Development	of	‘Big	Solar’	(solar	power	towers,	giant	solar	farms	etc)	

• Nuclear	Fusion	and	small	modular	fission	reactors	(‘NuScale	power’)	

• Autonomous	vehicles	

• Cryptocurrencies	

• Geo-engineering	

• Asteroid	mining	and	Space	colonisation	

We	 need	 to	 develop	 stronger	 and	 distinctively	 green	 stances	 of	 such	matters,	 all	 of	
which	 threaten	 great	 discontinuities.	 There	 will	 be	 many	 losers	 while	 each	 one	 is	
unsustainable,	 albeit	 in	 different	 ways.	 Yet	 it	 is	 not	 recognised	 in	 many	 quarters	 (including	
those	who	wax	lyrical	about	“post-scarcity”	and	a	“fully	automated	luxury	communism”)	that	
this	wave	of	technological	innovation	will	produce	many	losers,	not	just	economically	but	also	
psychologically,	as	well	as	still	consume	resources	(ravenously	in	some	cases	such	as	electricity	
consumption	by	cryptocurrency	transactions),	generate	severe	environmental	degradation	and	
pollution	and	create	many	negative	‘rebound	effects’.	

	

Greens	need	to	be	at	the	cutting	edge	in	arguments	
about	inappropriate	technology.	
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	4.	 Cultural	context	
At	the	heart	of	the	political	problems	facing	Greens	is	contemporary	culture.	We	have	to	face	
some	hard	truths	about	dominant	cultural	traits.	 Indeed,	they	put	us	 in	a	real	quandary,	one	
that	 any	useful	 political	 strategy	must	 recognise.	 Some	of	 the	political	 success	 stories	noted	
elsewhere	in	this	paper	happened	because	the	successful	parties	went	with	the	zeitgeist	of	the	
time.	 So,	 Harold	Wilson	 latched	 onto	 the	 ‘Swinging	 Sixties’,	 both	 its	 optimism	 as	well	 as	 its	
disdain	for	the	then	‘Establishment’.	Later,	Margaret	Thatcher	rode	on	top	of	what	social	critic	
Tom	 Wolfe	 called	 the	 ‘Me	 Decade’	 (actually,	 in	 some	 ways,	 it	 was	 the	 real	 child	 of	 60s	
‘permissiveness’).xl	

However	the	current	zeitgeist	goes	against	green	values	in	many	ways.	Our	values	of	
collective	responsibility,	due	caution,	modesty,	compassion,	of	generally	sharing	and	caring	cut	
against	the	dominant	spirit	of	the	times.	One	example	is	trust.	It	runs	through	our	values	and	
policies.	Yet	research	suggests	that	the	social	trends	discussed	below	are	leading	to	deepening	
distrust.xli	

It	is	hard	to	describe	easily	today’s	dominant	culture.	Perhaps	it	might	be	more	useful	
to	 cite	 some	 important	 books	 and	 articles	 that	 capture	 that	 changing	 cultural	 context	
particularly	well.	 Indeed	just	their	titles	will	paint	the	necessary	picture	(authors	in	brackets).	
They	 include:	“Bowling	Alone”	(Robert	Puttnam),	“Egotopia”	(John	Miller),	“Individualisation”	
(Ulrich	 Beck	 /	 Zygmunt	 Bauman),	 “the	 “Narcissism	 Epidemic”	 (Jean	 Twenge	 and	 Keith	
Stewart),xlii	“The	 Selfish	 Society”	 (Sue	 Gerhardt),	 “Look	 at	 Me:	 Celebrating	 Self	 in	 Modern	
Britain”	 (Peter	Whittle),	 “Arrested	Development”	 (Andrew	Calcutt),	 a	 “hardening	 of	 society”	
(Henry	Giroux),xliii	“The	Retreat	of	Reason”	(Anthony	Browne),	“The	Shallows”	(Nicholas	Carr),	
“filter	 bubbles”, xliv 	“Luxury	 Fever”	 (Robert	 Frank),	 “Hyper-Consumerism”, xlv 	“A	 Nation	 of	
Grievance	 Groups”	 (Shelby	 Steele), xlvi 	“Social	 Fragmentation	 and…the	 End	 of	 the	 Social	
Contract”	 (Denton	 and	 Voth…	 One	 little	 book	 by	 Theodore	 Dalrymple	 pulls	 a	 lot	 of	 these	
threads	together,	starting	with	the	way	so	many	people	just	toss	litter	all	over	the	place.xlvii		

	

In	the	lifetime	of	the	Green	Party	&	its	antecedents,	we’ve	gone	
from	the	‘Me	Decade’	to	the	‘Selfie	Society’	

	
Such	cultural	shifts	have	produced	an	almost	pathological	attachment	in	some	sections	

of	 society	 to	an	aggressive	belief	 in	entitlement	 (expectations	of	almost	 instant	gratification,	
ever	higher	levels	of	material	comfort,	minimum	inconvenience,	limitless	medical	care,	almost	
automatic	educational	progression,	etc).	But	there	are	few	demands	for	more	responsibilities	
to	match	these	perceived	rights.xlviii	

So,	 prisoners’	 groups	 in	 Michigan	 have	 apparently	 demanded	 the	 “right	 to	 pizza	
parties”	while,	In	the	UK,	some	parents	seem	to	treat	burger	eating	as	a	fundamental	right.xlix	
At	 times,	 our	 culture	 has	 so	 changed,	 overthrowing	 ‘old-fashioned’	 values	 like	 delayed	
gratification,	 thrift,	 prudence	 and	 so	 forth,	 that	 it	 sometimes	 seems	 as	 if	 society	 ought	 to	
facilitate	any	personally	set	goal.	It	even	extends	to	the	right	to	“be	born	deaf”.	In	education	it	
takes	 the	 censorial	 form	 of	 purging	 the	 curriculum	 of	 many	 once	 traditional	 elements	 just	
because	 they	 upset	 certain	 individual	 perceptions	 eg	 the	 now	 loathsome	 “dead	while	male	
poets”	(Yale	University).	Another	expression	is	the	spread	of	so-called	‘frivolous	litigation’	with	
people	resting	to	legal	suits	over	some	minor	grievance,	frustration	or	sheer	personal	avarice.	

Such	trends	can	be	also	seen	in	the	way	so-called	‘social	justice’	concerns	now	seem	to	
trump	all	else	 in	Green	politics.	For	 instance,	 I	once	spoke	at	a	conference	of	Green	MEPs	at	
which	another	 contributor	proclaimed	67	basic	human	 rights.	 The	 right	 to	 clean	air	 is,	 then,	
just	 one	more	 right	 like	 any	 other.	 For	 similar	 reasons	 the	 demand	 for	 ‘reproductive	 rights’	
(which	 could	mean	 as	many	 children	 as	 possible)	 has	 replaced	 the	 old	 idea	 of	 a	 population	
policy	 (with	 the	goal	of	a	 stabilised	and	 sustainable	human	numbers	at	 its	heart).	Generally,	
what	 once	 were	 thought	 of	 as	 ‘needs’	 now	 seem	 to	 have	 become	 ‘rights’,	 especially	 if	
demanded	by	those	perceived	to	be	disenfranchised	or,	in	some	way,	marginalised.		
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After	the	drudgery	of	work	and	commuting,	many	trudge	home	and	withdraw	from	a	
stressful	 and	 heartless	 world	 outside.	 Large	 numbers	 resort	 to	 systematic	 escapism,	 be	
through	 giant	 TV	 screens,	 computer	 games	 constant	 tweeting,	 on-line	 gambling,	 binge	
drinking,	or	drug	abuse.	Habitués	of	escapism	are	of	course	not	very	good	at	engaging	with	the	
realities	that	only	‘party	poopers’	and	killjoys	would	seek	to	spotlight.	

There	 is	 a	 further	 tendency	 to	 blame	 others	 for	 personal	 failings	 and	 failures,	
something	painfully	evident	 in	 the	education	 systems	where	 teachers	and	 lecturers	are	held	
out	to	dry	if	their	students	do	not	get	good	grades	(this	is	partly	driven	by	educational	‘league	
tables’	 but	 also	 by	 students	 behaving	 as	 consumers	 since	 they	 are	 ‘paying’	 via	 fees	 for	 the	
product).	More	generally,	in	contemporary	culture,	resentments	abound,	often	leading	to	the	
formation	 of	 specific	 ‘grievance	 groups’.	 Parallel	 is	 the	 growing	 tendency	 to	 take	 instant	
offense,	with	potential	triggers	abounding.	Feelings	of	victimhood	similarly	spread,	regardless	
of	the	actual	situation.l		

Generally,	 there	 is	 an	 intensified	 individualism,	 sometimes	 with	 a	 quite	 narcissistic	
twist.li	It	was	 even	 evident	 in	 the	 anti-war	 protests	 that,	 revealingly,	 used	 the	 individualistic	
slogan	‘not	in	my	name’	(emphasis	added).	It	is	‘inside-out’	thinking	that	starts	from	individual	
self-image	and	wishes.	Green	thinking	by	contrast	starts	from	the	outside,	the	collectivity	that	
is	the	Earth,	and	works	inwards.	Of	course	individual	wellbeing	really	matters.	A	dignified	and	
meaningful	 life	 for	 all	 is	 very	much	 part	 of	 the	 Green	 vision	 but	 its	 attainment	 depends	 on	
always	thinking	in	terms	of	the	‘whole’	(Earth	and	all	its	dependents,	human	community,	local	
communities)	and	of	relationships	therein,	not	detached	individuals.	

Overall,	 the	 dominant	 contemporary	 culture	 has	 created	 a	 powerfully	 anti-green	
dynamic.	 Look	 at	 the	 way	 that	 radical	 slogan	 of	 individual	 rights	 has	 become	 the	 basis	 for	
opposition	to	public	health	policies	on	the	grounds	that	the	latter	are	‘health	fascism’.	Worse,	
it	has	stimulated	new	right-wing	movements.	The	Tea	Movement	in	the	USA	proclaimed	that	
individuals	must	 be	 empowered	 to	do	what	 they	want	 (opposition	 to	 gun	 control,	 ‘socialist’	
Medicare,	opposition	to	federally	created	wildlife	refuges,	etc.).	

Furthermore,	as	the	multi-headed	crises	grow	worse,	fatalism	can	set	in.	Many	people	
excuse	 their	 inactivity	 because	 they	 claim	 it	 is	 “too	 late”	 or	 that	 “it	 won’t	 make	 any	
difference”.	Some	of	course	fall	back	on	the	old	canards	about	 ‘human	nature’	to	argue	that	
change	 is	 not	 possible	 (there	have,	 in	 fact,	 been	many	moments	 of	 big	 change	 in	 the	past).	
Then	there	 is	 the	other	well-worn	assertion	that	 ‘they’	 (ie	anyone	standing	for	office)	are	on	
the	‘make’	or	will	soon	end	that	way.	Thus,	there	is	a	widespread	feeling	that	any	action	won’t	
change	anything.	The	rich	man	will	still	be	in	his	castle	and	the	poor	man	still	at	his	gate	or,	as	
the	Who	put	it,	“out	with	the	old	boss	in	with	the	new”.	

For	 such	 reasons,	 ‘normal’	 elections	 tend	 to	 get	 very	 poor	 turnouts.	 The	 routine	
‘demo’	 these	days	 is,	 frankly,	usually	more	a	show	of	weakness	 than	strength,	with	 the	next	
meeting	after	even	big	marches	composed	of	the	same	few	faces.	Similarly,	at	meetings	when	
posts	are	up	for	election,	session	end	with	many	vacancies	unfilled	since	so	few	are	prepared	
to	 come	 forward.	 These	 are	 very	 real	 obstacles	 for	 a	 politics	 based	 on	 understanding,	
engagement	and	the	active	creation	of	a	better	future.	

But	 there	 is	 a	 still	 deeper	 cultural	 barrier.	 It	 is	 captured	 in	 the	 very	 title	 of	 David	
Ehrenfeld’s	 book	 ‘The	 Arrogance	 of	 Humanism’	 or,	 as	 George	 Sessions	 has	 put	 it,	 “the	
anthropocentric	 detour”.lii	David	 Orr	 calls	 it	 “biophobia”liii	while	 William	 Leiss	 critiqued	 “the	
domination	of	nature”.liv	Whatever	the	terminology,	it	flags	up	the	fundamental	problem	of	an	
alienation	 from	 the	 rest	 of	 nature,	 from	which	many	people	 still	 foolishly	 thinks	 themselves	
above	and	apart.lv	In	other	words,	where	there	ought	to	be	ecocentrism,	there	is	egocentrism.	
Where	people	should	see	themselves	as	but	“plain	citizens	of	nature”,	many	see	themselves	as	
a	special	species,	one	not	subject	to	ecological	limits.	For	many	the	rest	of	nature	is	but	a	mere	
resource	there	but	to	satisfy	open-ended	and	indiscriminate	human	whims.	
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‘Objective’	contexts	versus	subjective’	perceptions	
Objectively,	Greens	have	‘won	the	war’.	All	the	issues	that	our	forerunners	in	both	People!	and	
the	Ecology	Party	spotlighted	have	turned	out	to	be	the	critical	ones	that	will	decisively	shape	
society’s	 future,	 for	 better	 or	 worse.	 Indeed,	 the	 specific	 predictions	 made	 in	 ‘Limits	 to	
Growth’	and	 the	 ‘Blueprint	 for	 Survival’	have	been	generally	 vindicated.lvi	The	 same	goes	 for	
the	 many	 ills	 inside	 society,	 not	 least	 markedly	 widening	 inequalities	 and	 the	 relentless	
corporate	 takeover	of	 public	 spaces	 and	 facilities.	 Increasing	unsustainability	 and	decreasing	
resilience	 are	evident	 everywhere.	No	wonder,	 then,	 that	 the	 super-rich	 are	buying	up	 ‘bolt	
holes’.lvii	

Subjectively,	 however,	 it	 is	 a	 very,	 very	 different	 story.	 There	 is	 a	 gaping	 disconnect	
between	 reality	 and	 the	 perceptions	 of	 large	 sections	 of	 society.	 Indeed,	 some	people	 even	
wear	climate	denial	as	a	‘badge	of	honour’.lviii	Generally,	the	‘ostrich’	tendency	prevails.	Large	
numbers	of	people	just	stick	their	collective	heads	in	the	sand.	Many	simply	fail	to	see	what	is	
in	front	of	them.lix	

Evidence	about	the	 ‘subjective	 landscape’	abounds.	 It	can	be	seen	 in	mass	consumer	
behaviour	 and	 in	 popular	 cultural	 tastes	 as	well	 as	 actual	 voting	 patterns.	Opinion	 polls	 too	
chart	the	low	priority	given	to	what,	objectively,	are	the	most	dangerous	threats.	Thus	a	Coop	
bank	survey	found	that	its	customers	ranked	‘animal	welfare’	far	higher	than	climate	change.	A	
2016	UN	poll	ranked	climate	change	bottom	in	public	concerns,	13	places	below	‘better	health	
care’,	 even	 though	 global	 overwarming	 poses	 the	 most	 serious	 of	 threat	 to	 public	 health	
(spread	of	diseases,	heat	waves,	fires,	violent	storms,	flooding,	food	shortages,	etc).	

	

	
	
There	 is	 still	 widespread	 faith	 that	 ‘they’	 (often	 unspecified)	 will	 come	 up	 with	

‘something’	to	solve	such-and-such	a	problem.	Indeed	all	sorts	of	fantasies	seem	to	hold	sway	
across	large	section	of	the	public.	Soon,	it	seems	be	believed,	we	will	all	be	comfortably	sat	in	
driverless	cars,	have	robots	doing	all	the	hard	work,	create	‘zero’	waste,	tap	boundless	energy	
from	 fusion	 reactors,	 build	 new	 cities	 in	 the	 Arctic	 (the	 “New	 North”),	 live	 longer	 and	 yet	
longer,	invent	wonder	foods,	bring	back	to	life	extinct	species,	control	the	weather,	mine	the	
Moon,	 even	 settle	 in	 outer	 space.	 If	 there	 is	 a	 problem,	 bigger	 technology	 and	 better	
management	will	fix	it,	including	‘smart	planning’.lx	

A	 more	 ‘radical’	 version	 of	 the	 same	 faith	 in	 technofixes	 waxes	 lyrical	 about	 “fully	
automated	 luxury	Communism”.	Paul	Mason’s	“postcapitalism”	 is	a	milder	dose	of	 the	same	
set	of	illusions,	namely	that	the	battle	for	production	has	been	won	and	all	that	remains	to	be	
solved	 is	 a	 better	 way	 to	 divide	 up	 a	 big	 fat	 cake.	 Another	 variant	 on	 essentially	 the	 same	
theme	is	so-called	‘ecomodernisation’	and	the	dream	of	‘green	growth’.lxi		

‘Objectively'	all	this	is	all	stuff	and	nonsense.	Sometimes,	it	is	just	corporate	snake	oil	
salesmanship.	At	other	times,	it	is	the	lazy	assumption	that	past	trends	can	simply	be	projected	
into	 future	 since	 there	 is	 no	 risk	 of	 other	 trajectories.	 Often	 it	 is	 ‘pop’	 futurology	 about	
‘megatrends’	and	the	like.	Sufficient	people	have,	of	course,	seen	‘miracles’	in	their	lifetimelxii	
so	 it	 is	 easily	 assumed	 such	 advances	 will	 be	 repeated	 in	 the	 future.	 Overall,	 such	 factors	
creates	a	large	number	of	people	who	do	see	the	notion	of	‘limits	to	growth’	as	a	loss	of	faith	
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in	 human	 potential	 (see	 ‘Wired’	 magazine	 for	 example)	 and,	 more	 generally,	 a	 recipe	 for	
repressive	restraints,	rather	than	safety	barriers	to	be	ignored	at	our	collective	peril.	

Yet	we	have	to	attune	our	campaigns	and	communications	to	take	due	account,	as	far	
as	feasible,	of	such	perceptions.	This	is	not	an	argument	for	back	peddling.	There	is,	however,	
often	 a	 need	 for	 oblique	 approaches.	 lxiii 	It	 further	 emphasises	 the	 need	 for	 careful	
consideration	of	ways	 in	which	to	 ‘hook’	our	goals	onto	the	pegs	provided	by	existing	hopes	
and	fears	amongst	significant	 sections	of	the	public	 (to	repeat:	there	 is	no	single	 ‘public’	nor	
one	‘electorate’).	

Particularly	 important,	 as	 ‘two-step’	 communications	 theory	 teaches	 us,	 are	 the	
movers,	 shakers	 and	 opinion	 leaders	 found	 in	 any	 social	 group,	 bog	 and	 small.	 Our	 core	
audience	is	the	layer	of	serious	and	concerned	citizens.	Through	them	we	can	speak	to	wider	
layers	 that	 currently	 we	 fail	 to	 reach	 because	 of	 our	 limited	 reach	 or	 who	 resist	 direct	
messages	from	us.	
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Concerned	Citizens	
These	are	indeed	really	big	issues.	A	political	draft	strategy	can	but,	at	best,	allude	to	them	but,	
at	 the	very	 least,	we	ought	 recognise	 the	height	of	 the	mountain	 to	be	climbed.	To	be	sure,	
there	are	many	exceptions	and	significant	counter-trends.	The	largest	political	demonstration	
ever	in	the	UK,	a	truly	massive	turnout	against	a	bad	war	in	a	comparatively	little	known	and	
faraway	 land,	 took	 place	 in	 the	 2000s.	 Animal	 welfare	 and	 biodiversity	 issues	 rally	 large	
numbers	of	people	 in	one	way	or	another.	Practical	projects	 to	protect	and	enhance	wildlife	
habitats,	at	home	and	on	the	other	side	of	the	world,	mobilise	large	numbers.	

There	are	a	good	number	of	people	motivated	by	 factors	other	than	promises	about	
the	future	size	of	the	pay	packet.	Many	otherwise	‘affluent’	people	still	feel	deeply	concerned	
about	 the	 vicious	 treatment	 of	 poor	 and	 vulnerable	 sections	 of	 society	 by	 schemes	 such	 as	
universal	 credit	 and,	more	 generally,	 ‘cruel	 cuts’	 that	 hit	 the	weakest	 the	 hardest.	 Similarly,	
there	are	many	who	are	prepared	to	more	tax	if	that	means	better	public	services.lxiv	.	

There	 can	 be	 sudden	 and	 sometimes	 surprising	 upsurges	 of	 interest	 and	 activity	 for	
which	we	have	to	be	alert.	Examples	have	included	the	big	anti-war	marches	and	local	protests	
against	fracking	and	NHS	cuts.	The	Scottish	Independence	campaign	triggered	a	lot	of	debate	
and	 activity.	 So	 did	 the	 EU	 Referendum.	 Clearly	 lots	 of	 people	 felt	 their	 vote	 counted	 and	
turned	out.	Very	large	numbers	turned	out	to	protest	against	Donald	Trump.		

Some	 council	 consultations	 can	 attract	 large-scale	 responses	 (the	 Newcastle-
Gateshead	Core	Strategy	plan,	mentioned	above,	got	some	15,000	comments.	It	is	not	unusual	
to	 find	out	 that	a	 friend	or	neighbour	 is	 involved	 in	 some	good	cause.	Often	 it	 can	be	quite	
distant,	not	just	of	immediate	and	direct	concern.lxv	We	should	not	underestimate	the	variety	
of	ways	in	which	we	might	strike	a	chord.	

2017	was	very	much	a	year	when	new	layers	of	people	got	involved	in	protest.lxvi	We	
need	 be	 present,	 highly	 visible,	 in	 numbers,	 with	 leaflets	 and	 banners,	 and	 with	 follow-on	
activities	 planned,	 as	well	 as	 continue	 to	do	 the	patient	 groundwork	 in	 target	wards	 and	 so	
forth.	There	 is	every	 reason	to	 think	 that	such	activities	will	 continue	though	their	particular	
focus	and	form	will	change.	

Again	we	need	to	be	flexible,	going	where	the	‘energy’	is,	not	sticking	to	a	tight	script.	
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5.	 Political	Context	
Strategy	development,	no	matter	how	defined,	cannot,	of	course,	be	separated	from	the	wider	
political	context.	There	 is	no	 ‘Chinese	Wall	 ’	between	 ‘polity’	 (in	sense	of	public	governance)	
and	other	parts	of	the	overall	equation,	not	least	the	ultimate	‘driver’,	ecology.lxvii	But	we	need	
to	 tease	 out	 some	 specifically	 political	 developments	 now	 at	 work	 to	 devise	 appropriate	
responses.	For	example:	
• The	rise	of	the	‘New	Authoritarian	Nationalism’	(Trump,	Putin,	Le	Pen	etc,).	
• Historical	failure	of	the	Radical	Left	

(including,	of	late,	the	failure	of	left-wing	parties	such	as	Die	Linke	&	Mélenchon’s	Left	
Party	to	flourish).	

• Growth	of	‘anti-establishment’	movements	eg	the	Italian	5	Star.lxviii	
• Resilience	of	regionalist	currents	(eg	Catalonia	and	Scotland).	
• Rise	of	violent	religious	fanaticism.	
• Emergence	of	new	and	even	stronger	centres	of	corporate	power,	notably	‘Big	Data’.lxix	
• Destruction	of	local	government.lxx	
• New	governance	issues	in	certain	regions	such	as	‘Northern	Powerhouse’	drive	and	‘big	

city’	mayors.	
• Remain	v	Brexit	tensions	inside	the	Tory	party,	but	with	signs	of	attempts	to	make	a	‘green	

pitch’	to	rebuild	image	(Gove’s	initiatives	etc).	
• Rise	but	not	untroubled	leadership	of	Jeremy	Corbyn,	with	the	Brexit-Remain	dichotomy	

still	a	fissile	issue.lxxi	
• Decline	of	the	Liberal	Democrats	yet	they	retain,	in	certain	areas,	an	on-going	resilience.	
• Severe	decline	of	Ukip,	with,	however,	some	of	the	causes	it	championed	still	popular,	

especially	in	older	industrial	localities,	declining	seaside	towns,	etc.	
• Signs	of	increased	xenophobia,	racism	and	general	‘anger’.	lxxii	
• Greater	social	fragmentation	and	further	breakdown	of	community.lxxiii	
• Parallel	fragmentation	of	mass	communications	media	(the	‘death’	of	print	is,	however,	

routinely	exaggerated)	
• Continued	strength	of	‘consumerism’,lxxiv	most	challenging	for	Green	Party	strategy	and	

policies	perhaps	being	the	on-going	hold	of	‘car	culture’.lxxv	
• Considerable	levels	of	affluence	across	UK	society,	despite	the	growth	of	pockets	of	brutal	

poverty	plus	wider	‘precarity’	and	indebtedness	(‘JAM’s	etc).lxxvi	
• Strong	tendency	to	resent	and	resist	‘change’,	a	small	‘c’	conservatism,	especially	amongst	

some	older	people.	lxxvii	
• A	cult	of	‘positivity’,	often	coupled	to	faith	in	human	potential.lxxviii	
• Deep	and	widespread	resentment	of	metropolitan	elites	and	London-centrism	in	the	

‘provinces’.	
• A	decrease	in	general	awareness	and	understanding,	even	interest	in	the	wider	world.lxxix	
• Challenge	to	any	truly	holistic	politics	from	the	‘new	sectionalism’	embodied	in	identity	

and	grievance	group	politics,	including	the	so-called	‘culture	wars’.lxxx	
• Widespread	and	deepening	cynicism	about	politics	and	politicians.lxxxi	

When	 world	 changing	 developments	 in	 terms	 of	 ecological	 life-support	 systems,	
equally	disruptive	technological	changes,	systemic	economic	instability,	and	social	polarisation	
are	added	to	the	brew,	it	is	clear	what	a	volatile	set	of	circumstances	the	Green	Party	will	have	
to	face.	Particularly	important	to	note	is	the	sheer	folly	of	that	positioning	that	argues	that	the	
Green	Party	is	‘on	the	side	of’/speaks	for	the	‘people’.	As	the	section	on	cultural	contexts	tried	
to	 demonstrate,	 large	 numbers	 of	 people	 are	 currently	 quite	 anti-green	 in	 many	 of	 their	
opinions	 and	 lifestyle	preferences	 so	we	 can	 scarcely	be	 standing	 shoulder	 to	 shoulder	with	
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them.	We	should	avoid	here	the	temptation	here	to	write	such	beliefs	and	behaviours	as	‘false	
consciousness’.	It	is	an	arrogant	presumption	to	see	others	as	but	sad	dupes.	The	challenge	is	
to	recognise	honestly	how	people	differ	from	our	standpoints	and	find	ways	of	building	bridges	
to	their	hopes	and	fears.	

We	live,	then,	in	increasingly	tumultuous	times.	They	will	throw	up	new	dangers,	both	
in	society	 in	general	and	for	Greens	 in	particular,	plus,	hopefully,	new	opportunities.	 Indeed,	
one	of	the	problems	of	all	strategy	development	is	that	history	is	full	of	‘surprises’,	ones	that	
can	render	redundant	the	very	best	strategies.	After	all,	few	people	were	predicting	a	year	ago	
that	the	UK	would	be	heading	for	the	exit	door	from	the	EU	or	that	Donald	Trump	would	be	
president	of	the	USA.	

In	fact,	there	have	been	plenty	of	sudden	reversals	of	political	fortune	in	history.	Thus,	
hardly	anyone,	including	Lenin	himself,	thought	at	the	start	of	1917	that	the	Bolsheviks	would	
be	in	power	at	the	end	of	the	year.	The	chances	of	Labour	ever	coming	to	power	again	were	
widely	written	off	in	the	early	1960s	yet	it	was	to	win	two	elections	narrowly	in	1964	and	then,	
by	a	big	margin,	in	1966.	Margaret	Thatcher	was	dismissed	as	a	no-hoper	in	the	mid-1970s	but	
swept	 to	power	 in	1979.	Contrary	 to	nearly	all	predictions	 in	 the	early	1990s,	Labour	was	 to	
win	three	electoral	victories	between	1997	and	2005.	New	opportunities	might,	then,	emerge	
out	of	the	blue.	A	rigid	strategy	is	not	appropriate	in	such	circumstances.	

The	real	challenge,	then,	is	not	a	precise	and	detailed	master	plan	but	the	forging	of	an	
organisation	capable	of	exploiting	the	opportunities	suddenly	thrown	up	by	events.	The	spread	
of	fracking,	for	example,	might	trigger	a	wave	of	public	disquiet.	We	ought	to	be	in	a	position	
to	exploit	it	politically.	But,	there	again,	concern	might	suddenly	dissipate.	It	is	hard	to	predict	
what	issue	has	‘legs’.	Remember	how	the	anger	over	the	Iraq	War	seemed	to	die	down	or	how	
anger	 over	 ‘bad	 bankers’	 never	 really	 took	 a	 grip	 after	 2008.	 So,	 we	 would	 need	 to	 keep	
looking	to	see	where	a	critical	head	of	steam	is	building	up.	

To	be	sure,	we	need	to	continue	the	patient	work	 in	those	areas	where	we	have	put	
down	 roots,	 consolidating	 and	 expanding	 that	 base.	 That	 means	 regular	 newsletters,	
systematic	canvassing,	casework,	prominent	local	Greens	doing	all	those	‘little’	things	that	can	
raise	 profile	 and	 win	 new	 support.	 However,	 we	 perhaps	 need	 to	 be	 more	 opportunistic,	
occasionally	 breaking	 free	 from	 such	 on-going	 work	 to	 exploit	 fresh	 opportunities	 in	 other	
places	 and	 on	 new	 issues.	We	 also	 need	 to	 balance	 concentration	 on,	 say,	 particular	wards	
with	due	attention	to	citywide	and	regional	matters	and	our	profile	on	them.	

All	 the	 time	 our	 strategy	 should	 be	 to	 try	 and	 link	 our	 ‘big	 picture’	 programme	 to	
specific	concerns	that	offer	mileage	for	our	politics.	It	might	be	some	green	belt	grab,	a	threat	
to	 a	 cherished	 local	 beauty	 spot	 or	 historic	 building,	 the	 closure	 of	 a	 locally	 valued	 school,	
hospital	or	leisure	facility,	a	destructive	new	road	scheme,	outrage	over	‘fat	cats’,	some	animal	
welfare	 controversy,	 actual	or	 threatening	 flooding,	 a	 food	 safety	 scandal,	 a	 shocking	 report	
about	 local	 air	 pollution,	 a	 local	 beach	 covered	 in	 plastic	waste,	 a	 proposed	 luxury	property	
development	 in	 a	 sea	 of	 poor	 housing,	 a	 waste	 incineration	 scheme,	 ‘rat	 runs’,	 bus	 service	
removal	…	

	

Our	capacity	to	respond	to	a	
politically	very	dynamic	situation	is	critical.	

	
The	choices	will	abound	so	it	is	a	question	of	having	a	leadership	that	can	spot	the	best	

opportunities	 and	 encourage	 the	 party	 as	 a	 whole	 to	 focus	 there.	 This	 has	 implications	 for	
Green	Party	governance	in	particular.	We	need	a	primarily	political	executive,	one	whose	role	
is	mainly	analysis	of	 the	external	 landscape	and	 identification	of	appropriate	responses	 from	
the	party	at	large.	It	should	not	be	burdened	with	managerial	and	administrative	‘supervisory’	
tasks.	But	it	will	also	be	handicapped	if	the	‘culture’	of	the	entire	party	is	not	shifted	from	an	
obsession	 with	 internal	 processes	 and	 rather	 excessive	 ‘nit-picking’	 towards	 an	 orientation	
towards	intervention	in	the	outside	world.	
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	6.	 State	of	the	Green	Party	
Part	of	the	“political	context”	is,	of	course,	our	own	situation	as	a	party	(the	issue	of	‘party	or	
movement’	strategy	options	is	discussed	in	one	of	the	appendices).	The	picture	is,	at	first	sight,	
a	 somewhat	 discouraging	 one.	 After	 45	 years,	 the	Green	 Party	 little	 to	 show	 for	 its	 efforts.	
Furthermore,	 there	 is	 no	 much	 sign	 at	 the	 moment	 that	 its	 standing	 is	 going	 to	 improve	
significantly.	 The	 party	 is	 polling	 poorly. lxxxii	The	 support	 it	 has	 owes	 much	 more	 to	 the	
charisma	and	evident	talents	of	Caroline	Lucas	than	the	general	appeal	of	Green	politics.	Part	
of	the	Green	Party’s	vote	also	depends	on	somewhat	fickle	student	support.	

Of	course,	there	is	the	odd	and	very	welcome	success.lxxxiii	But	they	are	the	exceptions,	
not	the	rule.	Even	then,	the	number	of	people	actually	voting	on	such	occasions	is	often	very	
low.	Sometimes	GP	candidates	come	second,	but	often	it	is	way	behind	the	winner.	Too	much	
must	not	be	read	into	such	successes.	Generally,	it	might	be	guessed	that	some	of	our	gains	at	
council	 levels	do	not	reflect	deep	understanding	and	endorsement	of	the	Green	Programme.	
Rather,	 they	 reflect	 despair	 over	 the	 deadheads	 representing	 rival	 parties	 and	 other	 such	
factors.	We	 also	 field	 candidates	who	 transparently	will	 do	 a	 good	 job	 simply	 as	 councillors	
and/or	are	personally	identified	some	particular	policy	with	wide	appeal	(eg	energy	insulation).	
All	 this	 makes	 our	 electoral	 successes	 vulnerable	 if	 and	 when	 we	 try	 to	 push	 for	 ‘harder’	
policies,	with	the	attendant	risk	of	a	voter	backlash	against	us.	

That	 lack	of	progress	has	to	be	set	against	the	time	 likely	to	remain	 in	which	we	can	
make	a	difference.	This	dimension	 is	strikingly	absent	 in	all	draft	strategies	to	date.	We	have	
not	only	achieved	very	little	in	reality	but	what	progress	we	have	made	is	also	at	an	impossibly	
slow	speed.	This	 time	dimension	 is	almost	 totally	absent	 from	 internal	discussions,	 including	
the	Aston	‘strategy’	conference	in	2016.	

	

The	year	2030	provides	one	deadline.lxxxiv	
	
By	that	time,	society	must	have	taken	big	steps	towards	sustainability	or	else	the	game	

up.	If	the	existence	of	the	Green	Party	is	to	have	any	real	meaning,	it	must	play	a	leading	role	
in	 that	 transformation.	 We	 need	 hard	 yardsticks	 against	 which	 to	 judge	 whether	 we	 are	
achieving	that	goal.	Any	strategy	that	 talks	 in	 terms	of	achieving	 this	or	 that	by,	 say,	2040	 is	
worthless.	

	Even	a	deadline	of	2030,	one	only	a	few	years	ahead,	may	now	be	too	optimistic.	Thus	
the	 assumptions	beneath	 the	Paris	 agreement	on	 climate	 change	were	 far	 too	 rosy	 if	 critics	
such	as	 James	Hansen	are	to	be	believed.lxxxv	It	was,	yet	again,	another	case	of	 too	 little,	 too	
late.	 So,	 we	 are	 fast	 running	 out	 of	 road	 when	 it	 comes	 to	 avoidance	 of	 not	 just	 climate	
disaster	 but	 also	 a	 whole	 host	 of	 other	 ecological	 ‘time	 bombs’,	 all	 of	 which	 are	 ticking	
faster.lxxxvi	

So,	 it	must	be	acknowledged	 just	how	weak	we	are	 internally	 as	well	 as	 in	 terms	of	
external	 appeal.	 We	 lost	 much	 of	 the	 ‘Green	 Surge’	 recruitment,	 for	 example.	 Generally,	
amongst	 the	mass	of	 the	membership,	 there	 is	 little	 knowledge,	 in	 any	depth,	 of	 the	Green	
tradition	and	its	core	ideas.	We	also	have	a	very	passive	membership.	Few	take	part	of	internal	
elections,	let	alone	come	to	meetings.	Few	help	out	in	campaigns,	electoral	or	otherwise.	Few	
apparently	 even	 open	Green	 Party	 communications.lxxxvii	We	 have	 few	 good	 public	 speakers,	
writers	and	organisers.	Our	organisational	infrastructure	is	weak.	Most	key	players	on	leading	
committees	have	impossible	workloads.		

Part	of	our	problem	is	shallowness	in	some	of	the	party’s	‘thinking’.	It	handicaps	both	
the	development	of	a	properly	rounded	set	of	policies	as	well	as	the	presentation	of	a	really	
compelling	set	of	arguments.	At	its	worst,	it	can	reduce	party	campaigning	and	propaganda	to	
the	level	of	crude	‘shouty’	politics	common	on	the	‘Hard	Left’.	The	party	will	not	win	the	vital	
‘battle	for	hegemony’	unless	 it	develops	an	 internally	coherent,	 logical	and	well-argued	case.	
There	is	a	real	need,	of	course,	for	catchy	slogans	and	effective	visuals	but	the	people	we	need	
to	persuade	 are	not	 going	 to	 be	 convinced	by	 such	means	 alone.	Nor	 as	 our	 own	members	
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going	to	stick	with	the	cause	unless	they	too	develop	that	understanding	and	insight	that	will	
enable	 to	 ride	 the	 inevitable	 ‘downs’	 as	well	 as	 be	 effective	when	 ‘ups’,	 new	 opportunities	
occur.	

At	 present,	 there	 are	 too	 many	 gaps	 and	 not	 enough	 joined	 up	 thinking.	 A	 very	
common	example	is	the	assertion	regarding	some	specific	sector	such	as	welfare	or	health	care	
that	the	UK	can	“afford”	this	or	 that	measure.	This	 is,	 in	 turn,	based	on	the	assumption	that	
the	country’s	GDP	is	such	that	the	financial	wherewithal	can	be	readily	found.	Yet,	elsewhere,	
Greens	and	indeed	many	others	rightly	argue	that	GDP	is	a	seriously	misleading	measure	of	a	
country’s	real	wealth.	Furthermore,	we	demand	the	downsizing	from	what	we	correctly	see	as	
a	 three-planet	 economy	 to	 a	 one-planet	 one,	 the	 only	 sustainable	 option.	 Yet	 the	 party	
routinely	 fails	 to	 make	 the	 connection	 to	 what,	 then,	 would	 be	 available	 in	 terms	 of	
sustainable	public	spending.	

Sometimes,	we	 simply	 trip	ourselves	up.	A	particularly	 foolish	example	was	 the	 rash	
promise	 that	 a	Green	 government	would	 build	 500,000	new	houses.	 It	 is	 a	 tall	 order,	much	
higher	 than	 what	 the	 building	 industry	 has	 been	 able	 to	 deliver	 in	 the	 past.	 This	 ‘Green	
Promise’	 gave	 scant	 indication	 that	 there	 is	 always	 a	 danger	 that	 quantity	 can	 come	 at	 the	
expense	of	quality.	A	big	programme	of	new	build	would	also	worsen	the	balance	of	payments	
since	the	UK	imports	so	much	building	material.lxxxviii	

Most	 seriously	 the	 issue	 of	 location	 was	 simply	 ignored.	 Such	 a	 scale	 of	 new	 build	
would	 destroy	 large	 acres	 of	 green	 field	 land,	 land	 need	 for	 future	 food	 security	 and	 for	
wildlife	 habitat	 (some	brownfield	 sites	 are	now	 significant	 havens	 for	wildlife	 too).	 The	plan	
would	alienate	the	many	people	who	have	been	protesting	against	threats	to	their	local	green	
spaces,	 scarcely	 an	 astute	 political	 strategy.	 Overall,	 it	 was	 a	 wretched	 failure	 to	 join	 the	
necessary	dots.	It	may	be	suspected	that	the	poverty	of	analysis	reflects	a	real	weakness	in	the	
party:	a	certain	strand	of	anti-intellectualism,	one	that	wrong	headedly	dismisses	‘theory’	as	a	
waste	of	time	and	energy.	

There	are,	however,	grounds	for	some	optimism	when	it	comes	to	quality	as	opposed	
to	quantity.	We	have	some	outstanding	activists.	We	have	a	MP	who	is	heads	and	shoulders	
about	just	about	every	other	parliamentarian.	She	really	punches	above	her	weight	but	is	also	
true	of	many	Green	Party	 councillors.	There	 is	a	 strong	base	of	experience	and	expertise	on	
specific	issues	amongst	the	rank	and	file,	even	if	we	might	not	harness	to	the	best	effect.	We	
have	published	some	good	material	on	particular	policy	matters.lxxxix	We	are	now	treated	as	a	
serious	political	force.	Certain	sections	of	the	media	now	give	us	better	coverage	than	before.	

Internally,	some	of	the	bitter	divisions	that	badly	hurt	the	party	in	the	late	1980s	and	
early	 1990s	 have	 lost	 some	 of	 their	 ‘sting’,	 though	 Identity	 Politics/Intersectionality	 has	 the	
capacity	to	cause	splits.xc	That	said,	there	are	no	 longer	the	bruising	battles	about	 leadership	
while	bodies	 such	as	GPEx	now	seem	 to	be	widely	accepted	as	 the	wherewithal	of	effective	
functioning.	 Above	 all,	 we	 have	 a	 ‘product’,	 which,	 specific	 shortcoming	 notwithstanding,	 is	
really	worth	selling	and	better	than	anything	on	offer	in	the	political	marketplace.	Despite	the	
cautionary	note	that	follows,	 in	several	places	we	do	clock	up	impressive	votes	and	even	the	
disappointing	2017	General	Election	 left	us	with	a	solid	 total	we	can	still	build	upon.	But	we	
must	also	learn	from	that	setback.	

	

Critically	we	must	keep	our	guard	up,	never	deluding	ourselves	
about	the	true	nature	of	putative	allies.	
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Lessons	of	the	2017	General	Election	
There	may	well	be	a	case	for	‘moving	on’	yet	it	is	surely	vital	to	face	the	depth	and	breadth	of	
the	setback	in	the	2017	General	Election.	The	Green	Party	ended	up	where	it	began	with	just	
one	MP.	In	the	process,	it	lost	over	half	a	million	votes	as	well	as	a	number	of	previous	second	
positions,	compared	to	2015.	The	number	of	saved	deposits	also	decreased.	Some	of	the	worst	
setbacks	were	actually	 in	 target	seats,	notably	Bristol	West.	Several	 local	parties	were	 left	 in	
disarray,	 partly	 because	 of	 confusion	 over	what	was	 expected	 in	 terms	 of	 non-candidatures	
and	endorsements	of	other	parties.xci	

There	 also	 appears	 to	 be	 a	 widespread	 failure	 across	 the	 party’s	 rank	 and	 file	 to	
understand	the	gulf	between	Green	politics	and	Labourism,	especially	Jeremy	Corbyn’s	variety.	
In	several	cases,	decisions	not	to	run	a	candidate	were	taken	in	‘safe’	seats	where	a	Green	vote	
would	have	made	no	difference	anyway	to	the	likely	outcome	but	would	have	at	least	added	
to	 the	 total	number	of	 candidatures	and	 total	 vote	as	well	 as	given	 local	 voters	a	 chance	 to	
vote	 Green.	 Now,	 as	 a	 result	 it	 is	 possible	 that	 access	 to	 slots	 in	 the	 media	 may	 be	
compromised.	‘Short	money’	could	be	similarly	hit.	

Some	local	parties	seem	to	have	simply	stood	down	with	no	advantageous	agreements	
struck	with	parties	who	were	then	backed.	Yet	these	 losses	were	suffered	with	 little	show	in	
terms	of	any	impact	on	the	overall	outcome	of	the	election.	It	is	of	course	hard	to	know	exactly	
was	 the	effect	of	 all	 the	decisions	 to	 stand	down	since	 individual	 voter	behaviour	 is	hard	 to	
fathom.	

But	 it	may	 be	 safely	 concluded	 that	 future	 strategy	must	 not	 be	 a	 repetition	 of	 the	
recent	 ‘Left	 Turn’	 (ie	 Green	 Party	 as	 part	 of	 as	 Left	 Bloc	 versus	 the	 ‘Right’).xcii	One	 of	 the	
strategic	dead	ends	we	need	is	the	sight	of	a	Green	Party	vainly	asking	for	alliances	but	no	one	
responds,	 a	 bit	 like	 a	would-be	 dancer	 alone	 on	 the	 ballroom	 floor	with	whom	 no	 one	will	
dance.	It	is	both	embarrassing	and	a	waste	of	time.xciii	

Of	course,	at	a	local	level,	the	picture	may	be	different.	Certainly	part	of	our	strategy	
must	be	to	encourage	splits	over	this	and	indeed	many	matters	in	rival	parties.	That	said,	we	
should	not	underestimate	the	capacity	of	fractious	churches	such	as	the	Labour	Party	to	stick	
to	together,	not	least	when	things	begin	to	look	up.	The	scent	of	power	is	a	powerful	unifier.	
Furthermore	there	is	always	the	danger	that	people	leave	Labour	for	the	Greens,	looking	for	a	
Labour	Party	Mark	2	and	bringing	lots	of	old	baggage	with	them.	

Once	again,	 it	will	be	better	 to	stress	 the	green-ness	of	 the	Green	Party	and	have	 in	
place	proper	political	education	programmes	about	the	roots	of	the	party’s	thinking.	It	was	not	
born	‘out	of	the	blue	(nor,	the	red,	for	that	matter).	It	has	a	long	lineage	of	which	we	should	be	
proud.xciv	

	
	



	 24	

	
																																																													
i	With	regard	to	biodiversity,	for	example,	see:	https://eowilsonfoundation.org/half-earth-our-planet-s-fight-for-
life/	On	diet:	https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2015/nov/28/eating-less-meat-save-planet-dietary-
guidelines	On	transport:	http://www.greens.org/s-r/46/46-03.html	We	really	are	talking	about	changes	equivalent	
to	the	Reformation,	Industrial	Revolution	and	the	so-called	‘Atlantic’	Revolutions	rolled	into	one!	
ii	https://www.economist.com/news/books-and-arts/21588834-strategies-too-often-fail-because-more-expected-
them-they-can-deliver-why		
iii	That	transformation	obviously	depends	on	many	kinds	of	change:	personal	lifestyles,	specific	technological	
developments,	economic	restricting,	legal	reform	and	above	all,	cultural	change.	Without	the	latter	other	changes	
are	likely	to	be	as	successful	as	Prohibition	was	against	alcohol	consumption.	
iv	Guy	Dauncey	has	produced	some	telling	(if	lengthy)	visual	presentations	based	such	exemplars	eg	
https://www.slideshare.net/GuyDauncey/journey-to-the-future-an-economy-in-harmony-with-nature	(start	at	slide	
54)	
v	This	observation	is	not	intended	to	endorse	some	sort	of	‘ecological	determinism’.	Human	thought,	responses	and	
intentions	remain	paramount.	There	is	no	place	for	what	some	rightly	mock	as	‘hysterical’	and	’diabolical’	
materialism	in	green	thinking.	To	paraphrase	Marx,	humans	make	history	but	often	in	circumstances	not	of	their	
own	deliberate	creation	or	preferred	choice.	Most	Greens	certainly	do	want	the	world	as	it	is	and	is	becoming.	As	
Aldo	Leopold	put	it,	“One	of	the	penalties	of	an	ecological	education	is	that	one	lives	alone	in	a	world	of	wounds.”		
vi	http://www.geoengineeringwatch.org/climate-engineering-folly-of-the-human-race/	;	
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/capital-weather-gang/wp/2015/02/10/geoengineering-and-the-folly-of-
playing-god-with-the-planet/?utm_term=.334bbf208662	;	
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/geoengineering-is-not-a-solution-to-climate-change/		
vii	http://www.vaclavsmil.com/wp-content/uploads/docs/smil-article-2011-AMSCI.11.pdf		
viii	http://biophilosophy.ca/Teaching/2070papers/crist.pdf	and	
http://www.greenfacts.org/en/ecosystems/index.htm	.	
Just	some	examples	of	how	things	are	going	from	bad	to	worse	on	many	fronts,	not	just	global	overwarming:	
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/02/24/business/energy-environment/deforestation-brazil-bolivia-south-
america.html?_r=0	;	https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/only-60-years-of-farming-left-if-soil-degradation-
continues/	;	http://phosphorusfutures.net/the-phosphorus-challenge/peak-phosphorus-the-sequel-to-peak-oil/	;	
http://www.independent.co.uk/environment/nasa-data-shows-the-world-is-running-out-of-water-10325188.html	;	
https://www.pri.org/stories/2016-12-13/climate-change-meet-your-apocalyptic-twin-oceans-poisoned-plastic	;	
http://www.dw.com/en/six-data-visualizations-that-explain-the-plastic-problem/a-36861883	;	
http://www.iflscience.com/plants-and-animals/current-extinction-rate-10-times-worse-previously-thought/	;	
https://www.forbes.com/sites/brucelee/2017/02/19/bill-gates-warns-of-epidemic-that-will-kill-over-30-million-
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people/#3cd3a4ac282f	;		https://medium.com/insurge-intelligence/brace-for-the-financial-crash-of-2018-
b2f81f85686b#.46pkvphxx		
ix	http://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries/planetary-boundaries/about-the-
research/the-nine-planetary-boundaries.html	and	https://www.footprintnetwork.org		
x	The	super-rich	seem	to	sense	what	is	coming	if	things	don’t	change	fast:	
http://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2017/01/30/doomsday-prep-for-the-super-rich	and	
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2017/jan/29/silicon-valley-new-zealand-apocalypse-escape	
xi	Eg	https://bathtrams.uk/solving-baths-traffic/why-trams-cut-through-traffic-that-buses-cannot/	Clearly	we	need	
more	attractive	buses	and	trams	and	revitalised	railways	eg	http://www.bettertransport.org.uk/bettertrams	and	
http://www.greenljubljana.com/funfacts/kavalir	plus	better	provision	for	cyclists	and,	that	long	neglected	creature,	
the	pedestrian	(https://www.citylab.com/solutions/2012/12/10-techniques-making-cities-more-walkable/4047/	)	
and	https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2017/sep/12/walkable-city-worlds-most-new-york-melbourne-fes-el-bali		
xii	https://www.opendemocracy.net/transformation/andré-reichel/why-green-growth-won’t-transform-economy;	
https://theconversation.com/the-decoupling-delusion-rethinking-growth-and-sustainability-71996;	
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/280319727_Ecological_Modernisation;	http://www.mqup.ca/when-
green-growth-is-not-enough-products-9780773544086.php	;	http://simplicityinstitute.org/wp-
content/uploads/2011/04/Critique-of-Decoupling-Strategy-SimplicityInstitute.pdf		
xiii	https://www.newsociety.com/Books/T/Techno-Fix;	
http://www.edwardtenner.com/why_things_bite_back__technology_and_the_revenge_of_unintended_consequen
ces_21108.htm	;	https://www.google.co.uk/imgres?imgurl=http://t1.gstatic.com/images?q%3Dtbn:ANd9GcRkH-
7O0_dAkJWNWWZCgJj6_j_aIrobPiY1WEfeSPbnDKxCYZ-
d&imgrefurl=https://books.google.com/books/about/Turning_Away_from_Technology.html?id%3D1JFRAAAAMAAJ
%26source%3Dkp_cover&h=656&w=443&tbnid=9ekVdVwpjSswnM:&tbnh=160&tbnw=107&usg=__a5XBLgiSvIb2Jg
HEcLZgYue2Lh8%3D&vet=10ahUKEwjmqqCqiozZAhUDDMAKHbacBtMQ_B0IdzAP..i&docid=A8kyGJIDv-
8dPM&itg=1&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjmqqCqiozZAhUDDMAKHbacBtMQ_B0IdzAP	;		
xiv	https://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Beyond_Green_Consumerism.html?id=fooNMwEACAAJ&redir_esc=y		
xv	https://www.reuters.com/middle-class-infographic;	http://foreignpolicy.com/2009/10/09/can-the-world-afford-
a-middle-class/	;	
xvi	https://mahb.stanford.edu/wp-
content/uploads/2014/02/2010_Ryerson_TheMultiplierofEverythingElse_PostCarbonReaderSeries.pdf;	
http://www.ugapress.org/index.php/books/life_on_the_brink/;	
file:///%20Documents/%20%20%20Sandy/%20%20Eco%20files/%20%20%20%20Eco%20general%20files/%20%20P
opulation/%20Population%20&%20PAT/Population%20growth%20erodes%20sustainable%20energy%20gains%20-
%20UN%20report.webarchive	;	http://www.immigrationeis.org/ieis-docs/cafaro-climate-ethics-population-
policy.pdf;	
https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=pwsAAAAAMBAJ&pg=PA16&lpg=PA16&dq=Ehrlich+Holdren+bulletin+critique
+Commoner&source=bl&ots=zpY3UWS6_1&sig=BOnViXO_xTErU55LmuPDlWSqRuc&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwj6k
YyXkIzZAhUBCMAKHU9TBTgQ6AEIRTAD#v=onepage&q=Ehrlich%20Holdren%20bulletin%20critique%20Commoner
&f=false;	https://mahb.stanford.edu/wp-content/uploads/2011/12/2007_HartePopNonlinear.pdf;	
file:///%20Documents/%20%20%20Sandy/%20%20Eco%20files/%20%20%20%20Eco%20general%20files/%20%20P
opulation/%20Population%20&%20PAT/Reproduction%20and%20the%20carbon%20legacies%20of%20individuals
%20-%20HowMany.org.webarchive;	https://www.populationmatters.org/nobel-scientists-cite-overpopulation-and-
environmental-destruction-as-greatest-threats-facing-humanity/	;	
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=upnBsEu_Czg&index=1&list=PL811CD932F936221B	;	
file:///%20Documents/%20%20%20Sandy/%20%20Eco%20files/%20%20%20%20Eco%20general%20files/%20%20P
opulation/%20%20Population%20-
%20%20general/Is%20Population%20Growth%20a%20Ponzi%20Scheme%3F%20by%20Joseph%20Chamie%20-
%20The%20Globalist.webarchive	;	
file:///%20Documents/%20%20%20Sandy/%20%20Eco%20files/%20%20%20%20Eco%20general%20files/%20%20P
opulation/Population-
climate%20change/Slower%20Population%20Growth%20Could%20Significantly%20Reduce%20Carbon%20Emission
s.webarchive		
xvii	http://fortune.com/2017/01/27/solar-wind-renewable-jobs/		
xviii	This	case	study	looks	at	transport	solutions,	real	or	phoney	(electric	AVs	being	a	topical	example	of	the	latter):	
http://humantransit.org/2017/07/the-dangers-of-elite-projection.html		
xix	http://www.cowspiracy.com/facts/;	http://www.wri.org/blog/2014/05/everything-you-need-know-about-
agricultural-emissions		
xx	Se	https://www.treehugger.com/cars/we-dont-need-electric-cars-need-get-rid-cars.html	;	
https://www.treehugger.com/urban-design/teslas-parking-lot-shows-cars-are-cars-whatever-under-hood.html;	
https://theconversation.com/green-cars-electric-vehicles-are-marketing-a-myth-5186;	
https://www.ft.com/content/8342ec6c-5fde-11e7-91a7-502f7ee26895	;	https://www.wired.com/2016/03/teslas-
electric-cars-might-not-green-think/		
xxi	https://www.carbonbrief.org/analysis-global-co2-emissions-set-to-rise-2-percent-in-2017-following-three-year-
plateau		
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xxii	Regrettably	the	party	as	whole	seems	unaware	of	the	growing	body	of	material	on	this	option,	often	called	
‘degrowth’.	Indeed	there	is	widespread	confusion	between	zero	growth	and	zero	overall	growth.	Clearly	within	an	
overall	budget,	as	‘permitted’	by	a	sustainable	ecological	footprint,	some	things	can	grow,	provided	that	others	
contract.	See:	https://www.routledge.com/Demystifying-Sustainability-Towards-Real-
Solutions/Washington/p/book/9781138812697.	Two	other	good	guides	are	‘Enough	is	Enough’	(Dietz	and	O’Neill)	
and	‘The	No	Nonsense	Guide	to	Degrowth	and	Sustainability’	(Ellwood).	For	a	range	of	related	policies,	see:	
http://www.steadystate.org/discover/policies/		
xxiii	It	is	NOT	just	‘GDP’	growth,	a	common	fallacy.	
xxiv	https://www.carbontracker.org/terms/carbon-bubble/		
xxv	The	link	is	well	brought	out	in	Richard	Heinberg’s	‘End	of	Growth’.	See	also:	
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-zIbOBgDChA		
xxvi	For	critiques	and	alternatives	see,	for	example:	Anderson,	V.	(1991).	‘Alternative	Economic	Indicators’;	Cobb,	C.	
&	J.	Cobb	(1994).	‘The	Green	National	Product:	a	Proposed	Index	of	Sustainable	Economic	Welfare’;	Hueting,	R.	
(1992).	‘Correcting	National	Income	for	Environmental	Losses:	Towards	a	Practical	Solution’	in	Y.	Ahmad,	et	al,	eds.	
‘National	Income	and	Nature:	Externalities,	Growth,	and	Steady	State’.	
xxvii	https://www.sciencealert.com/the-world-s-population-is-growing-faster-than-we-thought-new-report-finds	;	
file:///%20Documents/%20%20%20Sandy/%20%20Eco%20files/%20%20%20%20Eco%20general%20files/%20%20P
opulation/%20%20Population-
future%20projections/What%20If%20Experts%20Are%20Wrong%20On%20World%20Population%20Growth%3F%2
0by%20Carl%20Haub:%20Yale%20Environment%20360.webarchive	for	data	see	
https://www.census.gov/popclock/	;	http://www.worldpopdata.org	See	also:		http://8billionangels.org		
xxviii	Eg	http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/03/17/erdogan-calls-turkish-families-have-five-children-bulwark-
against/		
xxix		A	revealing	case	study	is	this	one:	http://www.agoregon.org/files/RetreatfromStabilization.pdf		
xxx	https://www.peakprosperity.com/blog/113504/youre-just-not-prepared-what’s-coming		
xxxi	That	includes	pernicious	policies	such	as	biodiversity	offsetting,	based	on	the	assumption	that	a	price	can	be	put	
on	species	and	habitats	and	that	there	can	be	straightforward	‘lie-for-like’	substitutions.	See,	for	example:	
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/blog/2014/jan/15/biodiversity-offsetting-housing-ancient-woods-
environmentalism		
xxxii	But	see:	https://theecologist.org/2016/dec/13/rise-robot-dispelling-myth	and	
http://www.fern.org/sites/fern.org/files/Critical%20review%20of%20biodiversity%20offsets.pdf	.	More	generally:	
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/georgemonbiot/2014/jul/24/price-nature-neoliberal-capital-road-ruin	
and	https://www.rosalux.de/fileadmin/rls_uploads/pdfs/sonst_publikationen/Economic-Valuation-of-Nature.pdf		
xxxiii	http://socialistregister.com/index.php/srv/article/view/5712/2608#.WMVW4BicaWY	and	
https://thenewpress.com/books/after-new-economy	Some	of	the	worse	offenders	on	this	front	have	been	radical	
cornucopians	such	as	Paul	Mason.	
xxxiv	https://www.jstor.org/stable/4603736?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents	;	
https://www.allenandunwin.com/browse/books/general-books/current-affairs-politics/Growth-Fetish-Clive-
Hamilton-9781741140781	;	http://www.resilience.org/stories/2016-12-12/growthism/		
xxxv	On	the	power	of	growthism’	at	all	levels,	see,	for	example:	http://www.centreforcities.org/publication/business-
rates-maximising-growth-incentive-across-country/?utm_source=Newsletter&utm_campaign=17-12-20-Funding-
and-Finance&utm_content=BR-Briefing&utm_source=Centre+for+Cities+Newsletter&utm_campaign=5db8e5c8ce-
EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2017_12_20&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_2a9c9d5ef9-5db8e5c8ce-
45020353&mc_cid=5db8e5c8ce&mc_eid=2d81e08743	One	example	from	Canada:	
https://www.penguinrandomhouse.com/books/554686/maximum-canada-by-doug-saunders/9780735273092/		
xxxvi	The	social	limits	and	their	costs	need	to	be	stressed	more	eg	
https://zielonygrzyb.wordpress.com/2012/01/22/social-limits-to-growth/	
http://psy2.ucsd.edu/~nchristenfeld/Happiness_Readings_files/Class%206%20-%20Scitovsky%201976.pdf;	
http://www.mqup.ca/limits-to-satisfaction--the-products-9780773506886.php		
xxxvii	http://simplicityinstitute.org/publications		
xxxviii	https://www.penguinrandomhouse.com/books/132784/technopoly-by-neil-postman/9780679745402/	See	
also:	https://harpers.org/archive/2008/05/faustian-economics/	;	
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/becoming-good-ancestors-9780195373783?lang=en&cc=gb	;	
https://books.google.co.uk/books/about/Turning_Away_from_Technology.html?id=1JFRAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y	.	
These	cautionary	words	are	very	pertinent:	
http://www.edwardtenner.com/why_things_bite_back__technology_and_the_revenge_of_unintended_consequen
ces_21108.htm		
xxxix	Donna	Hathaway	etc)	
xl	http://nymag.com/news/features/45938/	There	are	some	good	quotes	here:	http://www.growthism.com		
xli	https://www.nytimes.com/2014/03/08/opinion/blow-the-self-ie-generation.html?_r=0		
xlii	See	also	the	important	work	of	Christopher	Lasch.	For	an	oversight,	try	
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/02/07/books/review/Siegel-t.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0		
xliii	http://www.counterpunch.org/2017/03/17/91227/		
xliv	eg	https://www.ted.com/talks/eli_pariser_beware_online_filter_bubbles	;	
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/27/upshot/how-social-media-silences-debate.html	;	
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http://www.telegraph.co.uk/technology/news/10526916/Global-village-of-technology-a-myth-as-study-shows-
most-online-communication-limited-to-100-mile-radius.html	;	
https://www.ted.com/talks/sherry_turkle_alone_together		
xlv	http://www.telegraph.co.uk/men/thinking-man/10697905/Weve-become-a-nation-of-hyper-consumers.html		
xlvi	http://harpers.org/archive/1992/07/the-new-sovereignty/	It	is	summarised	here:	
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/opinions/1992/12/27/grievance-groups-new-sovereignty/a3fe5b8d-
98ba-4490-92f6-02f895e5f2f7/?utm_term=.81f55aa3f281	and	here	
https://www.cardus.ca/comment/article/1786/a-warning-against-rights-balkanization/	An	excellent	discussion	can	
be	found	here,	with	particular	reference	to	culture	and	education:	http://brilliant-learning.com/wp-
content/uploads/downloads/2013/04/Neil-Postman-The-End-of-Education.pdf	
xlvii	http://www.skepticaldoctor.com/work/litter/?doing_wp_cron=1487703988.8740570545196533203125		
xlviii	For	some	further	examples:	https://www.theguardian.com/books/2010/apr/10/age-absurdity-modern-life-foley		
xlix	http://www.thestar.co.uk/news/Mums-in-burger-backlash-over.1771824.jp	)	
l	http://littleatoms.com/society/dangerous-allure-victim-politics		
li	http://books.wwnorton.com/books/The-Culture-of-Narcissism/;	
http://www.uapress.ua.edu/product/Egotopia,908.aspx;	
https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2016/mar/02/narcissism-epidemic-self-obsession-attention-seeking-
oversharing;	https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/the-narcissism-epidemic	Donald	Trump	is	a	prime	exhibit	of	
the	attention-seeking,	self-flattering,	instant	satisfaction	craving,	others	blaming,	offence	taking,	psychotically	self-
serving,	knowledge	lacking	big	baby	of	modern	times.	
lii	Sessions	expands	on	his	original	essay	here:	https://iseethics.files.wordpress.com/2011/03/the-crowley-deep-
ecology-debate-7-george-sessions.pdf		
liii	http://faculty.fgcu.edu/dgreen/Index_files/RLO_Why_We_Do/RLO_Why_We_Do_sco/761-
2_Snapp_Final_Orr2.pdf		
liv	http://www.mqup.ca/domination-of-nature--the-products-9780773511989.php		
lv	Cf:	https://www.routledge.com/Human-Dependence-on-Nature-How-to-Help-Solve-the-Environmental-
Crisis/Washington-Ehrlich/p/book/9780415632584	See	also:	https://www.routledge.com/Culture-and-
Conservation-Beyond-Anthropocentrism/Shoreman-Ouimet-Kopnina/p/book/9780415721981		
lvi	https://www.theguardian.com/environment/earth-insight/2014/jun/04/scientists-limits-to-growth-vindicated-
investment-transition-circular-economy	It	is	important	to	note	the	falsity	of	claims	that	ecologists	such	as	Paul	
Ehrlich	have	been	proved	wrong.	See,	for	example:	
http://web.stanford.edu/group/CCB/Pubs/Ecofablesdocs/thebet.htm		
lvii	https://www.ft.com/content/d25d9024-e9cb-11e6-893c-082c54a7f539		
lviii	https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/feb/20/sweltering-aussies-rightwing-climate-of-fear		
lix	https://culanth.org/fieldsights/1074-the-banality-of-the-anthropocene	Also	see:		
http://www.resilience.org/stories/2017-11-17/worry-humans-blind-imminent-environmental-collapse/	
http://www.culturechange.org/cms/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=503&Itemid=63	;	
https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg20627606-000-living-in-denial-when-a-sceptic-isnt-a-sceptic/	and	
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/09613210902781470	Clive	Hamilton’s	‘Requiem	for	a	Species’	has	
much	of	value	about	popular	denialism	with	reference	to	climate	change.	Millions	of	people	seem	to	think	that	
‘something	will	turn	up”,	“they’ll	invent	something”	and	so	forth	as	well	as	dismiss	alarm	ringing	as	‘crying	wolf’.	
Others	make	a	fetish	of	‘evidence’	as	if	facts	speak	for	themselves	and	alone	will	chart	a	wise	course.	See:	
https://www.philosophersmag.com/opinion/49-how-to-end-our-love-affair-with-evidence		
lx	Obviously	we	don’t	want	stupid	planning.	The	issue	is	the	faith	that	limits	to	growth	are	to	be	overcome	rather	
than	sustainably	worked	within.	Similarly	we	are	definitely	for	appropriate	technology.	It	can	solve	some	problems,	
but,	there	again,	it	has	often	made	things	worse.	So	we	also	need	the	precautionary	principle	and	a	strong	dose	of	
anti-hubris	medicine.	
lxi	For	a	pinch	of	salt,	see	https://www.greenbooks.co.uk/inside-the-green-economy	
https://www.newsociety.com/Books/T/Techno-Fix		
lxii	(To	take	some	personal	examples:	I	went	to	primary	school	where	there	were	kids	with	polio	calipers,	something	
not	seen	these	days	in	the	UK;	later	in	the	first	year	at	secondary	school,	a	boy	announced	that	he	was	going	on	a	
‘package	holiday	abroad!;	at	my	great	uncles	where	we	went	most	weekends,	we	had	to	use	an	outdoor	toilet	for	
the	first	few	years	of	our	visits:	the	luxury	of	indoor	ones!)	
lxiii	The	political	career	of	Enrique	Peñalosa	in	Columbia	is	relevant	here.	Many	of	his	successful	initiatives	(in	what	
might	have	seemed	the	most	discouraging	of	circumstances)	have	helped	in	the	battle	against	climate	change	yet	
the	overall	programme	was	‘sold’	by	focussing	on	immediate	concerns.	See,	for	example:	
http://citiscope.org/story/2016/bogota-mayor-enrique-penalosa-making-better-cities	and	
https://www.pps.org/reference/epenalosa-2/		
lxiv	eg	https://www.pwc.co.uk/press-room/press-releases/public-prepared-to-pay-more-tax-for-a-better-nhs.html		
lxv	.	A	couple	two	doors	up,	I	discovered,	are	involved	in	the	campaign	for	the	Karen	people	of	Burma	while	another	I	
thought	apolitical	was	active	in	a	worldwide	movement	to	save	elephant	populations.	
lxvi	https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/dec/16/first-time-activists-year-of-protest-womens-march-brexit		
lxvii	https://www.nytimes.com/2015/03/03/science/earth/study-links-syria-conflict-to-drought-caused-by-climate-
change.html?_r=0;	http://energyskeptic.com/2017/book-review-of-failing-states-collapsing-systems-biophysical-
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triggers-of-political-violence-by-nafeez-ahmed/;	http://amir.eng.uci.edu/pu…/16_IR_Socio_Economic_Drought.pdf; 
Actually	Aljazeera	did	better	than	most:	
http://www.aljazeera.com/…/iran-water-crisis-16110911475204…	
lxviii	It	must	be	noted	that	Syriza	and	Podemos	are	quite	conventional	in	programmatic	terms,	essentially	variants	of	
a	technocratic	Keynesianism.	
lxix	eg	http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/0162243916650491.	Dave	Egger’s	novel	‘The	Circle’	is	relevant.	
See:	
http://www.salon.com/2015/08/19/its_time_to_reread_dave_eggers_the_circle_why_his_under_appreciated_silic
on_valley_workplace_novel_resonates_now_more_than_ever/		
lxx	https://www.lrb.co.uk/v38/n24/tom-crewe/the-strange-death-of-municipal-england		
lxxi	https://yougov.co.uk/news/2017/08/17/jeremy-corbyn-remains-more-popular-theresa-may/	It	would	not	be	
surprising	if,	like	the	Tories,	Labour	starts	playing	‘environmental	cards’.	The	scope	for	real	instability	due	to	MP	
(de)selection	battles	remains	high.	
lxxii	This	anger	ranges	from	‘air	rage’	to	vicious	Internet	trolling.		
http://www.newstatesman.com/world/2016/04/donald-trump-and-age-rage		
lxxiii	Contrary	to	widespread	perceptions,	fragmentation	and	polarisation	are	strongest	amongst	social	groups	who	
use	the	Internet	the	least	so	social	media	cannot	be	solely	to	blame	eg	
https://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2017/09/170919140421.htm	The	classic	study	of	the	general	trend	
towards	‘atomisation’	and	public	disengagement	remains	Robert	Puttnam’s	‘Bowling	Alone’,	though,	perhaps,	there	
are	also	smaller	counter-tendencies	he	ignores.	The	huge	protests	against	the	Iraq	War	are	one	example.	But	many	
local	Green	Parties	suffer	from	passivity	and	almost	disinterest	in	what	is	going	on	politically.	The	party	may	
sometimes	have	itself	to	blame	but	there	is	a	deeper	problem,	one	that	has	hit	a	wide	variety	of	organisations	from	
trade	unions	to	many	charitable	bodies	and	volunteer	groups	(PTAs,	Scouts	etc)		
lxxiv	There	are	some	signs	of	a	shift	to	less	materialistic	values	and	simpler	living	though	it	should	not	be	
exaggerated.	Sometimes	it	is	forced	upon	people	rather	than	positively	embraced.	At	other	times,	it	reflects	
individualistic	(though	still	legitimate!)	concerns	about	health	(eg	less	meat	eating	and	more	exercice)	as	opposed	
to,	say,	motives	related	to	concerns	about	animal	welfare	and	ecological	impact.	At	times	it	can	actually	find	
expression	in	conventional	consumerist	ways	eg	private	gyms	and	domestic	exercice	machines.	But	there	are	still	
some	positive.	See,	for	example:	http://www.npg.org/library/press-releases/pr-11142017.html			
lxxv	This	research	may	be	self-serving	but	it	is	conformed	by	other	studies:	
https://www.rac.co.uk/drive/news/motoring-news/popularity-of-driving-over-public-transport-looks-set-to-soar/	
The	popularity	of	the	private	car	is	especially	strong	amongst	older	citizens.	Conversely	many	people	seem	to	
strongly	dislike	public	transport	even	when	it	is	cheap	and	reliable.	The	biggest	mass	meeting	in	my	suburb	for	
many	years	was	one	protesting	against	a	‘red	route’	scheme	that	would	have	led	to	minor	restrictions	on	local	car	
driving	and	parking.	Part	of	the	challenge	is	widespread	hostility	to	cycling	schemes	
lxxvi	Such	relative	material	comfort	is	evident	not	just	amongst	many	older	people	(a	fair	few	on	secure	public	
pensions)	but	also	younger	ones	(eg	beneficiaries	of	inherited	houses).	It	creates	a	large	number	of	people	with	
whom	sloganeering	about	‘no	austerity’	may	not	cut	much	ice.	It	suggests	that	it	is	better	to	talk	in	terms	of	‘cruel	
cuts’	(punitive	treatment	of	poor	and	vulnerable,	absence	of	compassion	etc)	rather	than	paint	a	picture	of	mass	
immiseration	under	the	Tories	in	the	manner	of	‘Socialist	Worker’).	
lxxvii	http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/theresa-may-david-beckham-brexit-who-is-more-
popular-a7574841.html		
lxxviii	For	an	extreme	example,	see	https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PJGMFu74a70	More	generally,	a	certain	
politeness	and	a	burning	desire	not	to	offend,	not	just	‘political	correctness,	makes	it	near	impossible	to	raise	all	
sorts	of	issues	in	conversation	(sometimes	called	‘making	good’).	Large	number	simply	do	not	want	to	hear	about	
how	the	food	they	eat	is	produced,	how	the	rare	earths	in	their	smart	phones	are	mined,	where	the	waste	they	
chuck	out	goes,	what	the	exhaust	fumes	from	their	cars	are	doing	to	children,	the	source	of	the	money	funding	the	
football	club	they	support…	Such	militant	‘positivity’	/	can-do’	clearly	makes	it	hard	to	talk	about	real	danger,	limits	
and	degrowth.	
lxxix	This	manifests	itself	in	many	ways:	decline	in	scientific	understanding	(green	thinking,	by	contrast,	draws	heavily	
on	sciences	such	as	geology,	thermodynamics	and	ecology),	replaced	by	widespread	credulity,	subjectivism,	
unwillingness	to	reflect	engage	with	difficulty	and	complexity	(many	green	ideas	are	difficult	and	complex),	a	certain	
tendency	to	blame	others	rather	than	accept	responsibility	(green	politics	is	very	much	about	responsible	
behaviour),	and	general	resistance	to	personally	unwelcome	truths.	Some	such	as	Baroness	Greenfield	that	there	
has	also	been	a	decline	in	attention	spans,	which,	if	true,	would	exacerbate	all	these	possible	trends.	See,	for	
example,	David	Aaronvitch’s	‘Voodoo	Histories’,	Frances	Wheen’s	‘How	Mumbo-Jumbo	Conquered	the	World’,	
Donald	Wood’s	‘Post-Intellectualism	and	the	Decline	of	Democracy:	The	Failure	of	Reason	and	Responsibility	in	the	
Twentieth	Century’	and	Susan	Jacoby’s	‘The	Age	of	American	Unreason’	(not	just	applicable	to	the	USA	
lxxx	There	is	a	telling	case	study	here:		http://www.lornasalzman.com/	collectedwritings/ecology_	
contrived_conflict.html.	There	are	several	relevant	articles	here:	https://www.counterpunch.org/search-
results/?cx=000357264939014560440%3Aicshsy4bfu0&ie=UTF-8&q=Identity+politics	There	is	also	a	very	good	
discussion	in	http://brilliant-learning.com/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2013/04/Neil-Postman-The-End-of-
Education.pdf	especially	second	half	of	chapter	three.	A	related	practice	is	‘check	your	privilege’.	See:	
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iURU6RFgZVs	Then	there	is	the	issue	of	‘safe	spaces.	See:	
https://theconversation.com/safe-space-hand-wringers-are-attacking-academic-freedom-we-must-fight-back-
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52636	and	https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2016/sep/16/safe-spaces-free-speech-university-
prevent-no-platforming-academic-freedom	See	also:	http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/2012/12/problem-
privilege-checking.	A	related	concept	is	‘political	correctness’.	It	is	worth	seeking	out:	George	Sessions.	1995.	
"Political	Correctness,	Ecological	Realities,	and	the	Future	of	the	Ecology	Movement."	Wild	Duck	Review,	Vol.	1,	No.	
6,	Sept.	See	also	from	the	same	author:	"Postmodernism,	Environmental	Justice,	and	the	Demise	of	the	Ecology	
Movement?"	Wild	Duck	Review.	No.	5,	June/July,	1995.	
lxxxi	The	value	of	‘clicktivism’	should	not	be	exaggerated.	Indeed	it	could	be	read	as	an	expression	of	an	atomised	
society	in	which	individuals	just	sit	there	clicking	away	at	their	computers	but	resisting	more	direct	engagement	in	
political	and	indeed	much	social	activity.	The	significance	of	‘citizen	journalism’	too	is	much	hyped,	despite	its	own	
very	real	limitations.	Any	strategy	strongly	based	around	social	media	must	be	resisted.	For	background	analysis,	
see,	for	example:	Evgeny	Morozov’s	‘To	Save	Everything,	Click	Here’,	Andrew	Keen’s	‘The	Cult	of	the	Amateur’,	
Geert	Lovinck’s	‘Networks	Without	a	Cause	and	Matthew	Hindman’s	‘Myth	of	Digital	Democracy’.	See	also:	
http://www.culturechange.org/cms/content/view/468/66/;http://www.technologyreview.com/news/415337/can-
you-trust-crowd-wisdom/;	
http://readwrite.com/2009/09/17/the_dirty_little_secret_about_the_wisdom_of_the_crowds#awesm=~oI0PW8TL
8G8hSH;	http://www.corbettreport.com/the-twitter-revolution-myth/	
lxxxii	https://www.icmunlimited.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/2017_november_guardian_poll1.pdf	The	Daily	
Mail	‘Survation’	poll	apparently	came	closest	to	predicting	the	General	Election	result.	It	is	giving	Greens	an	
unchanging	total	of	1%.	
lxxxiii	http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/ukip-green-party-by-election-win-results-council-forest-
of-dean-gloucestershire-lydbrook-a7585856.html		
lxxxiv	https://www.populationinstitute.org/external/files/reports/The_Perfect_Storm_Scenario_for_2030.pdf		
lxxxv	https://sustainability.uiowa.edu/climatenarrative/?p=3483	There	is	more	evidence	that	the	situation	may	be	
still	worse.	The	acidification	of	the	oceans,	for	example,	may	prove	far	more	disastrous	than	sometimes	seems	to	be	
assumed.	Also	see		https://qz.com/681239/global-warming-wont-just-change-the-weather-it-could-trigger-massive-
earthquakes-and-volcanoes/	The	really	critical	dimension	are	the	positive	feedback	loops	that	seem	to	be	
developing	such	as	the	melting	of	the	Permafrost	and	giant	releases	of	methane	eg	
https://www.pri.org/stories/2015-06-24/thawing-permafrost-could-have-catastrophic-consequences-scientists-
warn,	https://insideclimatenews.org/news/27022017/global-warming-permafrost-study-melt-canada-siberia	and	
http://www.iflscience.com/environment/unexpectedly-widespread-permafrost-melting-could-eventually-set-
greenhouse-gas-timebomb/	For	two	other	examples	of		very	dangerous	set	of	interactions,	see	http://www.redd-
monitor.org/2016/07/19/tipping-point-the-amazon-faces-intense-droughts-and-fires-this-year/	and	
https://phys.org/news/2014-01-methane-hydrates-global.html		
lxxxvi	Just	three	examples:	https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/only-60-years-of-farming-left-if-soil-
degradation-continues/	;	https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2017/feb/14/sea-to-plate-plastic-got-into-
fish;	http://www.iflscience.com/plants-and-animals/current-extinction-rate-10-times-worse-previously-thought/	
Generally	and	specifically	on	the	urgency	of	the	situation,	see	http://www.independent.co.uk/environment/letter-
to-humanity-warning-climate-change-global-warming-scientists-union-concerned-a8052481.html		
lxxxvii	See	the	analysis	by	Peter	Barnett,	then	GPEx	Internal	Communications	coordinator.	If	only	half	true,	it	is	still	
very	worrying.	Large	sections	of	our	membership	are	effectively	‘adrift’.	
lxxxviii	https://www.statista.com/statistics/473233/building-materials-import-uk/		
lxxxix	eg	
https://northwest.greenparty.org.uk/resources/North%20West%20Green%20Party/Transport%20for%20the%20Co
mmon%20Good_April%202014.pdf	
xc	The	American	journal	‘Counterpunch’	has	published	some	useful	material	eg	
http://www.counterpunch.org/search-results/?cx=000357264939014560440%3Aicshsy4bfu0&ie=UTF-
8&q=identity+politics		The	best	specifically	green	writing	on	the	issue	is	perhaps	by	the	American	activist	and	author	
Lorna	Salzman,	some	of	which	can	be	sampled	in		various	pieces	here:	
http://www.lornasalzman.com/collectedwritings.html#culture		
xci	At	one	point,	it	looked	as	if	a	worryingly	large	number	of	local	parties	were	going	to	stand	down.	This	triggered	a	
flurry	of	emails	from	the	party	HQ	almost	pleading	for	candidatures.		
xcii	This	strategy	even	had	its	own	little	book:	https://www.bitebackpublishing.com/books/the-alternative	It	is	worth	
looking	at	the	actual	political	track	record	of	some	of	the	Labour	and	Liberal	contributors.	In	her	columns	in	the	
Guardian,	for	example	Zoe	Williams	exhibits	negligible	understanding	of	the	eco-crisis.	Listen	to	Tim	Farron:	"Our	
nuclear	deterrent	keeps	us	at	the	top	table	in	this	post-Brexit	world”	He	is	another	snake	oil	salesman	of	‘green	
growth’	though	sometimes	it	is	just	any	old	growth	as	when	his	website	“welcomes	council	plans	to	kick	start	
economic	growth”	Or	his	last	conference	speech	boasted,	“We	(Liberal	Party)	are	the	free	market,	free	trade	pro-
business	party	now.”  
xciii	We	might	be	wise	to	be	very	circumspect	about	one	particular	‘wedding	broker,	Compass,	a	body	whose	deep	
loyalties	seem	firmly	attached	to	the	Labour	Party	and	who	will	simply	use	the	Green	Party.	Compass	is	still	singing	
its	siren	song:	https://www.compassonline.org.uk/events/book-launch-all-together-now-the-progressive-alliance-
and-the-2017-general-election/		
xciv	Thi9s	is	a	good	introduction:	http://www.ecobooks.com/books/politics.htm	See	also:	
http://www.sunypress.edu/p-1386-environmentalism-and-political-.aspx	;	https://www.thriftbooks.com/a/william-
ophuls/407294/	;	http://politybooks.com/bookdetail/?isbn=9780745651255	;	http://www.sunypress.edu/p-970-
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the-death-of-industrial-civiliz.aspx	Some	would	even	date	the	earliest	roots	of	green	thinking	back	to	the	Taoists	of	
ancient	China	but	major	ones	from	more	contemporary	times	would	include	the	likes	of	Rachel	Carson,	David	
Brower,	Fritz	Schumacher,	Teddy	Goldsmith,	the	‘Limits	to	Growth’	team,	and	Herman	Daly.	Jonathan	Porritt’s	
‘Seeing	Green’	(1985)	was	deservedly	influential.	This	more	recent	book	pulls	a	lot	of	these	threads	together:	
http://www.steadystate.org/wp-content/uploads/EnoughIsEnough_FullReport.pdf		


