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Earth Day Aftermath:
Keeping Ecology Alive

1 By STEVE EARLY
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Pathetic Figures

1. F. Stone reported in the
February 23. issue of his Wash-
ingwon “Bi-Weekly,” that "The
total appropriations asked ta
fight pollution of rhe air (106
million’ and water {$465 million}
ar total $571 million.”

Given the magniiude of the
existing pollution problem and
ihe necessity of foresialling fur.
ther environmental deterjora-
tion. these figures are so aston-
ishingly smal! as 10 be pathétic,

Evaluating Nixon's spending
plans for the coming fiscal fis-
cal year, Stone observed:

“In-a budget in which 53 coents
af every general revenue dollar
g5 10 the military, only four

bandwagon have any conception
of the radical changes that must
be intreduced if man and the
earth are 1o survive the 20h
<entury.

Writing from Washington last
week on the eve of Earth-Day,
Village Volce columnist Judith
Coburn noted.  “Unless  the
system is willing tg pay for its
own overthrow, the polluters and
their friends must think the eco-
logy movement is no threat,”

As Miss Coburn went on to
suggest in the course of angly.
zing the ecology moveinent, the
threat $0 the system exists bt
is not yet @ very potemt one.

other ferms of political activity
cannot be  under-valued.  But
their present scale and impact
on public policy seems almost
ihsignificant when one considers
how much more has to be done
to develop support for enviroa-
mental controls and achieve the
power to implement them.
‘Reviewing Paul Ehrlich's lat.
est book. Populations Resources,
Esvironment, in 2 recent issue
of the New York Review, Eco
nomist Robert Heilbroner briefly
outlined the steps Arerica must
take to bring 4is “economic uc.
tivities inte @ sustainable rela.
dionship” with the ¢anth's '‘re~
sourde - capabilities and waste
absorption properties.”

Dicoaclnr i

haol dind.

isms for distribution. -

The otd mytithat confinued - growth Incresses our con:
trol over the enviroriment is ‘now simply false. We are los-
L Ing control. We are destroylig the alr we breathe, the wa«
- ter we drink, and the land we walk upén. And this Is nof an
accident. i1 is roofed in the fundamental attitudes and prac-
tices of advanced industrial soclety. ¥ Is in part the logic of
capltalisem; but it is more thar-that; It #s the very. refation-
{ ship. we assume foward the natural world. .

The fatk about shifting from sn economy e! atiluence,

¢ y and wiste to an econory that
i recoguizes. scarcity must vield. practical propouh for a new’
i.economics, -And. these propesals might -include the manda-
fory . re-cycling d stl natural
1. praduction of ouly rc»cychble contaidiers; ‘the rationing of -
.all natural resources — rafloning to provide for sane fimits
on the amount. of consumption as well a3 o equalize mechan-

fndustrial ‘processes must be num\ed as fo the amount

-af oxygen, water or minerals they can consume in producﬂm.

These are ro small matiers, but they are only the - basic

parameters for what would be the beginning ol truty demo-

_cratic policy for ouc life support systems. The “economy of
death” ‘must be replaced. by an economy of life,

— Eco-activist Barry Weliberg writing on “The Ecolagy

of Oil: Raping Alaska,” In the March lssue of Ramparts

resaurces; the mmdﬂory

tenths of & cént will go to save
‘the air we breathe and the wa-
zer we drink though it may soon
date t0.save them. Ni
oo’s antd-pollution rhetoric
miles from bix budget realiti
Re-ordering Privrities
Erol groups realize that a
re-ordering of nation.
s is egsential to en
presereation. And

al prior
vigannental

for this reasat most would agree
‘h HentefT that any
.on 'h.ax

“political
dm‘ex not  conpedt
she end  of the
al-Lihor complex

s '(rxmlo‘z‘

Yer even if the
istration wag ailempting to es-
Tablish neew priovides shich
it is ot - the wcalogy move.
mert woult still be confronted
the b preoblemn, p»éd
GUT entre CComiv £ .
berg.a San Fra!:

ixon Admin

‘Tho de(vnumt n of the
natural envirenment is clear-
Iy 8 product of the natise
of production and consump-
tion, of the cultural vahies
aud social relationships that
are dominanf in our uvdu%'
trial-technological society.”
iowhether many
and bugivessmen £ur-
o the  environmersal

President Nixon

and the Court

“Behind Nixon's fatk of the philosophy of strict con-

struction -{of the Constitution),

as behind his talk of the

“legal philosophy”” of the South; is plain and simple white

middie class prejudice.
ting blacks in jail mare easily
is onty a legistative device for

Preventive detention means pul-

. His strict  constructionism

-restricting the righls of the

<blacks and the poor generaily, as when Chief Justice Burger
disseated from a recent decision holding that welfare pay-

ments could not be cut off wit
pieats a formal hearing. The
sophy it fo give fewer rights

hout first granting the reci-
Nixon-Mitchell-Burger philo-
to the disadvanfaged. it is

the philomhy.of the  smug, the unsympathetic rich and

the Southern white supremacist.

That is' the kind of ma-

jority ‘eutiook he hopes to create on the Rupreme Court,
wheﬁ\ef by appointing mediocrities from South or Narth.”

F. Stone .in the Apnl
"Qc Weekly.”

20 issue of his Washington

Reform Polities

With No Program
With an anticorporate theme
that is still only “implicit,” the
mavement has done little more
thaty spawn the further growth
of a patticularly Awterican kind
of reform politics, bullding on
the foundaiion of the McQarthy

campaign. ‘mew  politics.’ and
the Moratorium,
*It is DBercely anti - establish.

and 208 fers.
But # i3 a poli-
tics without o programn to deal
Wwitlt ecotnic reality.
“hospawns student politicians
wiyy urge students tw deal with,
eological disaster by giving up
cars and Sarvan Weap; whe
on panels with the business
they avcusy of destrn,
etnam and the  earth's
suppoit sysiem: and s
commaend corisumer boyeotts 1o
break the !mck of an eegnomic
3 dvxx ndy on pro-

ment polities. .
ciously moral.
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Pressing Needs
The importance of public edu-
catior, consumer prowesis, and

P billty

“On the simplest level, 2
whole series of technological
probleins must be met, Fume-
free {ransportation must be de-
veloped on Jand and air. The
cult of disposability wust be re-
placed ‘hy that of réusability.
Population stahility must be at.
tained throuigh tax and other in:
ducements, both o conserie 1¢-
sources: and 10 preserve Teason.
“able population” den&me&. " The

Earth-Day

Box Score

Most of the nation’s water:
ways are polluted. Almost
any sizable city discharges
enough combustion prodects
fute the alr to reader the
community liable, under
certain atmospheric vagar.
ies to the sort of miasma
that killed 20 persons fa
Donora, Pa. in 1848,

The handling of solid waste
in most places Kas been de-
seribed by couservative Fed-
eéral  experts as ‘‘scavda-
fous.” By and large #'s just
dumiped nearby, to  fester
and sélnk. )\lthough Amer.
fca - the - Once - Beastdnl
spreads aver 2 billiom acres, .
we have no rational my
of land use, so et mosd
people  are  nenvotically
crowded into  ciies while
niesd of the tand lew sparse-
iy populated,

Our uatiobal sentiments on
population Neitidou sre de’
nonstrably . schizophrende.
President Nixvon wbd othker .

rate and -kind - of gical
change dnd. industrial -devclop"
ment will kive "o be supervis-
ed -and probably greatly reducs
ed”

Heilbroder wanders - whether
any of this 1§ “imaginable with:
in & capitalist ‘setting - thatis,
in @ aatlon"in which thie busi-
ness  ideology perineates Ehe
views of nearly all groups and
classes and establithes . e
dounds of what is possible and
natural. and what 5 not?”

Future Of The
Movement

Much., it would sesm, dispends
on the future diteition and
sirengesh - of the  student-based
ecology movement. I the. pro-
gress of the student-based anti-
war suovement 18 any  gaidé:
there is liftle cause for optim-
igm, Vietndm continues and like
the destruction of - the environ-
ment. it is neither an accideat
nor an aberration. Both are the
product of the same.political and

ecoriomnic  syateny,  fhe *ame
sy domestio. and foreiga -

@ has  purs

sied for many years,

The difference is that while
the agony of Vietnar can ep-
parensly b prolonged almost in-
definilely, the orisis of the en:
virmment must be met it any
of us ure ta survive. As Hell-
broner concludes in his wevipw,
eculogion] problems  will tax
our weehnicsl and sociopulitical
ingenuity, bt the main pog-
Hen they pose i3t whether,
but how seon they ¢an be solv-
od.”

olfictals have deplored us-
bridled poprilation (rthll'
ol tax and weltare  laws.
snd many othér soctal- fix-
tures tucitly put & premium
or progeny.

Qur resource policies, In-
sofar a5 they are defizable,
are: uncoordinated. Scarify.
g strip mining s ot re-
lated to the overal meed for.
casl; cries of “lumbrer short-
age”  rise  while = huge
amounits - are  being export- .
ed: the Santa Barbata: Chan.
nel iy drenched -with tar
without refetrence 0 -the
avalfability of ol elsewhere,

Governmient agencies hive
heen  bullding. Mghwiys,
damming rivers, digging cu-
nals, and lHcensiyg the dis-
teihution of lethal chemicals
with bland  disregard. for
side-effects.

. Environmental reporter
Gladwin Hitl, tn the April 26:

New York Times
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| Letters

Student Defeat
On the E.P.C.

Toe the Editor:

Ay the meeting of the Educa-
sional Policy Commitee  last
Monday, a student proposal ¢
incroase the burpber of voting
sudeny members of thal cem-
minee from wo o four s de
feated.

As author of hat  proposal.
and one of the two voling stu
dert members. 1 would bike %0
give an account of both the pro
and con argumems, and offer
some dmplicationy. The dtmos.
in which the discussion

wid vour oecurred iy irretriev.
able. bt forsuniely she mood
in which ihe propusal was de
feated rchoes in the argumenty
themselves,
Rationale
1 proposed  the  increase in
student voting ship for
seversl reasons. some of which
may noet be w-anofthemselves
convineing, but all of which are
honest, and impurtapt compon-
ents of the rationale.
1. Wish two student trers.

Edit ’
sentation. ‘With only two  sta-
detity voding, we camnot afford
the Juxury of missing ¢ meet-
ing even for importaot academ:
ie gy cultural evems,

2. The -decision to have two
voting student members was ar
bitrary, not based on any ra-
dondly derived figure for 4.
balatice of student-facully pow-
«r. The Coilege governance com-
miitee includes in its report a

recomimendation for & larger
propurtmn of  student veting
a proportion my pro:

it is virtually imipossible to miss
an EPC meeting even for good
Tepresentation as students, If
one member of the faculty can-
ot atend, ihere is ‘still more

iposal do«,-e not violate, One of
the faculty mémbers who spoke
in favor of increasing. student
voting miembership  suggested

Continued o6 page 3




