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Green politicsin Britain is nothing like the force itisin West Germany. But it ison therise.
Sdiafield, acid rain, Greenham and nuclear dumping could be strawsin the wind.

Britain'sGrowing Greens

Interview with Jonathon Porritt

Jonathon Porritt is co-chairperson of the Ecology Party's People's needs by ever-increasing production and consumption.

Political Committee. Here he is interviewed by Bob Dent.  Weare historically at a complicated time. If you look back, it is
quite evident that people's wefare has benefited from this

economic approach. No ecologist is going to st here and sy it
The Ecology Party manifesto at thelast el ection said 'green politicsilsasn't served the needs and interests of people in the past. But as
thesingle most significant inter national movement since the birth of soon as you begin areal costing of what we are now getting out of
socialismat the end of the 19th century.' What aspects of socialismdthat type of economic approach, you come to a much more

you see green politicsincor porating and what aspects do you seeit
rejecting or going beyond?

The first important 'sociaist’ element of green politics is a
redistributive emphasis. What is clear is that you are not going to
get an ecological society without a very radica redistribution of
wedlth, of land and of the means of production. We are asking
people to be dependent on a different set of vaues and a different
interpretation of wealth, and not to be dependent upon so-called
affluence. You could not possibly make that demand or request in
asociety as grotesquely inegalitarian as ours. And therefore, even
to begin to contemplate moving towardsagreen palitica future, we
have got to talk more radically about the redistribution of wealth.
The second thing is the recognition of the way in which power
operates in society and the extent to which groups of people are
quite literally disenfranchised, or disempowered, and not able to
play any part in society. So again, the emphasis from the Left on
correcting the balance in terms of influence in society is crucial.

The things from the Left, or from certain wings of the Left,
which we would find incompatible are the following. Firstly, the
emphasis on reindustrialisation, which to us is an anachronistic
response. Understandable, but anachronistic because it's faled
redly to confront some of the changes which have taken place in
the world economy. Secondly the emphasis on centralisation
which is of paramount importance to traditional sociaism. And
lastly the emphasis on the state which is, | suppose, areflection of
the centralisation theme in a particular form.

My own personal points of familiarity and very close connection
with the Left come from the early libertarian traditions, William
Morris and so on, and from the anarchist traditions of Ieft politics.
| think that form of decentralised socidism is something that has
hed a pretty rough time in socidist politics during the course of
this century.

undecided area, where the benefits may well be exceeded by the
costs of pursuing that type of future.

Firstly there is the problem of new technology. It is apparent
that the relationship between productivity and employment has
broken down. In the past you could reasonably expect that if you
increased your productivity, then employment would follow along
behind it in amore-or-less predictable pattern. Thisisnot going to
happen in the future. You can now envisage a growth economy
which is creating no work at all.

Secondly thereisthe ecologica aspect. If you look at that type of
growth and theimpact it will have on our biological systems, which
arethekey to our wedlth, it isevident that they cannot be sustained
indefinitely into the future. Ecologists don't talk any longer about
oil running out or this and that mineral becoming extinct by such
and such atime. But if you look at the net demand we are making
on the planet and project the needs of people over the course of
time againgt what the planet can meet, it's evident that at some

Y ou can now envisage agrowth economy
whichis creating no work &t al

stage in the future we are going to come to the end of the present
consumption of finite resources. Either we cause the end
ourselves, or it happens through some means which will be
extremely unpleasant to live through.

Thirdly, and thisis avery difficult area, there's the question of
whether the pursuit of socid well-being through economistic goals
is actualy benefiting people. Clearly one is on very vulnerable
ground, and it is very difficult to talk about things like this when
there are ill people living below the poverty line. But if we
emphasise the element of wedth as the be-al and end-all of
targets, of goals, of things towards which we should be aiming, we
areimpoverishing peoplein avery different, subtle, way. It'savery

Of thethree points of difference— reindustrialisation, centralisatiosimple thing, but if you encourage people's instincts of greed,
and statism— thelast two are oneswhich sections of the Left have, agnvy, competition and materialism, the basis of your society is bit

times, dealt with quite critically. But thefirst one, the question of

by bit very insidioudly being corrupted.

reindustrialisation and growth, distinguishesthe Ecology Party, and

green politicsgenerally, quitesharply fromthe Left.

This redly is the key. It's not growth itsdlf, however, that we are
opposed to. It's the concept of an economy that attempts to meet

Could you say mor e about how you see unempl oyment?

Thisisan intriguing area. It's astonishing how a Tory government
could be re-elected on the basis of what they have done, given the
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level of unemployment and their refusd to make promises about
reducing it. Now polls suggest that athough people put
unemployment at the top of their list of concerns, they do not
believe what the mgjor parties are telling them is going to happen.
Where does that cynicism, or scepticism come from? People are, |
believe, wiser than the people who claim to represent them. Now,
maybe I'm just saying that to persuade mysdlf becauseit is part of
the Ecology Party's platform that full employment isathing of the
past in the sense that we will never return to the days of full
employment as measured by each person having ajob for acertain
number of hours a week at a fixed rate for a fixed employer.

Sowhat'sthealternative?

The alternative lies in getting avay from our present type of
economy. But firgly it has to be said that the forma economy, the
large-scae old-fashioned economy, is still immensely important.
Wedon't do oursalves a service by laying so much emphasison the
alternatives. People think we want to run al that down. Clearly,
that formd economy is going to be the backbone of our
employment creation for at least the next decade. There's no
guestion about that. But there must also be no doubt that during
that time both technological pressures and pressures from
newly-industrialised countrieswill ensure that millions of jobswill
be logt in that sector of the economy. So although we acknowledge
that it'simportant, we have got to shift the emphasiselsewhere. We
would ghift it in three ways.

Firstly, instead of generating our wealth by attacking the earth
and using it for our own so-called benefit, we should create wedth
and employment by living in harmony with the planet. For
example, by putting ahuge emphasisand great prestige on creating
energy by nuclear power, we fed we are doing something against
the interests of the earth. And in my case, smply from the
employment aspect alone, it would be more sensible to adopt an
aternative energy strategy. Secondly we must become more sdf-
reliant as an economy. It's complicated, and we acknowledge the
difficulties, but thisis an important aspect of ecological principles
as well as an important part of getting the economy back on a
sounder basis. We would introduce import substitution schemes
and taiff barriers as soon as possible so that our obsession with
world trade as a means of generating wealth would be turned on its
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head. Wewould generate wedlth by creating things for ourselvesin
our own communities.

The third areais that of structural change. It's obvious that as
work declines in the formal sector of the economy, you've got to
give more people access to that work. You can't have what will
become this increasingly small elite of people with highly paid
jobs, in often highly intensive export-oriented industries, with the
mass of people on the periphery. That's the direction we are going
in with new technology a the moment. You could actually have a
society where the minority of people are employed and the rest are
on the edges. Mike Cooley and various others have talked about
this. Some people in our capitdist syssem are dead keen to be
moving towardsthis, and that'swhy technology isbeing usedinthe
way it is being used today.

| canimaginemany socialiststhinkingthisisall verywell, but what

you arefaced withisthe question of the control of resourcesand power i

society. What do you do about that?

OK, the things we want to achieve will be opposed, violently at
certain leves, by people who have avested interest in the way the
economy runs at present. But how do you oppose those forces in
society? Now the conventional answer from the Left has dways
been that you have to mobilise amass in order to generate a power
block which is as strong as the group from whom you are trying to
take power. And so the emphasis is on 'the working class,
regardless of whether that as an entity is still vaid in Britain. The
emphasisis on mobilising a specific segment of society in order to
take power from another segment of society. The trade unions will
be part of that particular movement. Now in many respects the
trade unions are an extension and reflection of the problem, asisa
class analysis of politics. By endlessy emphasising these
differences you simply guarantee an element of continuity in the
war between different sections of society which results in a
stalemate. What we are talking about is, | suppose, amuch more
anarchistic approach to the idea of divesting power blocs of the
power they have. Clearly that can sound either very wodlly, or
rather irrelevant for the times in which we live. After all, those
people who have the power are, if anything, tightening their hold
and are ensuring that it will be harder to get that power avay from
them in the future.
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But the classargument isthat firstly, economic resourcesarein thehands
of a few and need to be socialised, and secondly the working classisthat
section of people in society who produce the wealth at the point of
production and they are the people who, if they act together, can actually
socialise production. They have the economic power because they
provide the labour. There is an actual conflict of interests between the
capitalists as a class and workers as a class.

You don't have to turn this into a class analysis of politics. What
you can turn it into is an analysis of politicsin terms of people who
do have power and access to wealth and those who don't. It's
inappropriate to talk about that division exclusively in class terms.
There are all sorts of people on both sides of that divide who you
could not explain or interpret within aclass analysis. |'m not trying
to get out of this. | want to confront it because green politics, in my
mind, has always been too 'soft'. It has allowed people to think it
doesn't need to take a confrontational stance. It's alowed people
to see it as something very nice and gentle. That's part of our
politics. But we have got to identify far more closely with people
who are on the side of the divide where they are excluded from
power and from wealth, and we have to identify the enemies on the
other side of the divide. | would say that quite emphatically.

Could you say something more about the redistribution of wealth?

The means by which the conventional Left want to redistribute
wealth presents amajor problem for us. They are still talking about
alot of nationalisation and major planning controls. Now to us that
isn't going to work. We favour amore decentralised economy, with
local savings banks and the various types of input that you can
make with regional enterprise boards. The GLC provides a very
interesting example of how this can be achieved at a local level,
whereas by definition, you cannot do that at national level. If you
look at the concept of local production for local needs in a
co-operatively based society, which in a nutshell is what an 'eco’
economy would be like, then you can talk about a genuine
redistribution of wealth. If you do it on a national level, with huge
schemes and massive plans, then people will just not get alook in.

Then there is the idea of global redistribution. Thereis no way
that the Third World is going to be able to adopt our pattern of
industrialisation. Are we callously going to carry on saying, 'OK
you will forever rot in that state of neglect'? Or are we actually
going to find ways of narrowing the gap, not through Brandt-type
proposals, which are clearly in the interests of the West, but in
ways which will benefit the Third World. Finally there is the
redistribution of wealth across generations. If you redistribute the
wealth today at the expense of generations to come how closely is
one abiding by one's socialist principles? We would take on board
the idea of responsibility for future generations to come. Although
it is harder to pin down, it is just as much part of one's
commitment to human values as responsibility for people aive on
the planet now.

The division between the Right and the Left in some senses could be
characterised as a debate between public and private, the collective
versustheindividual. Where does green politics stand in that divide? Do
you think it is a fundamental one?

Basically we are asking people to acknowledge a different political
contract whereby the levels which previously have been seen as
opposite, namely all the emphasis on the individual or al the
emphasis on the collective, can be viewed from a different angle.
What we are trying to do is squeeze out of the area of politics the
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national entity, the central entity. The two bitswe would like to get
back into focus are the community level, in which to talk about the
individual has meaning, and at the other end the international
level. The nationalistic emphasis in the middle is really what
confuses a lot of the debate. If you think of politics in terms of
both global responsibility and individual rights, human rights,
then collectivism and individualism have to be brought together.

Why do you favour a separate Ecology Party rather than being a
general pressure group or perhaps working in other parties, like the
Socialist Environment and Resources A ssociation in the Labour Party?

Certainly given the political system in this country you have got to
be pretty demented to set up a political party. Minority politicsis
nobody's idea of fun! | can assure you we wouldn't go on doing it
unless everyone was convinced of the need for a separate party.

Thereisnoway that the Third Worldis
going to be able to adopt our pattern of
industriaisation

The green position can be taken on board in bits and pieces by
other parties but the unique expression of it as a holistic viewpoint
is something that is so radically different from what any other
party is saying in this country that you've got to be able to offer the
whole thing to people. You can't just offer bits of it and say these
are the green trappings on other people's philosophies.

We have no fadse claims about the success of the party.
Obviously we got a very disappointing vote in the last general
election. There were some good things in terms of sympathy and
changing ideas but in terms of votes it was very frustrating. But if
you look at other areas of green politics in this country you don't
get a very different impression. For instance, SERA has been
battling away within the labour movement to try to change their
ideas for along long time. | think the more honest ones in SERA
would acknowledge that they have had as little success as we have.
They haven't even persuaded the Labour Party to end their
commitment to nuclear energy.

So what kind of strategy do you envisagefor the future? What kind of
constituency or base do you seefor green politics in this country?

| suspect you ought to say power base really because that's what it
comes down to. If you haven't got a power base and if you are not
able to stake a claim to power in society you will never be taken
seriously. That isavery difficult thing for alot of ecologists to come
to terms with because we are opposed to the exercise of power in
society as ameans of exploitation and intimidation. To be forced to
go too far down the road of power politics in order to be effective
would be utterly abhorrent to many of us.

But having said that, there's not much point in being a political
party unless you are going to accept a power analysis of society.
Now | have great reservations at the moment about whether we
have a power base. | think the green movement is largely fictional
as an entity in this society. It exists in such a broad range of feelings
and strands of thought. Some bits of it are extremely reactionary.
If you include certain environmental organisations as part of the
green movement then you are tapping deep into that conservative,
reactionary heartland of England. Then you go right to the other
extreme with groups who may be becoming greener but whose
essential focus is still not green. A lot of the peace movement isin
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that position. So the 'green movement' as an entity, asa power base
is a problem.

| very much hope that the green movement will grow asit has
grown in Germany. | believe we have got anew roleto play. Itisan
ambitious one, and given our performancein the election it may be
one we are incapable of fulfilling. We must become part of a new
form of opposition to the kind of government we have now. The
only way in which one can foresee what is going to happen in the
next four or five years is that things will get increasingly difficult.
Quite evidently unemployment will not go down. That's for sure.
Thingswill get alot worse. What are the alternativesthat are going
to be offered? Although they may make some changes, the mgor
oppositional parties will not change their growth-orientated
response which they have been using. To us, therefore, they will be
offering avery limited form of opposition, a mirror-image type of
opposition, with many different human angles toiit, but essentially
the same kind of thing. Our job will be to draw together the
strands of a new type of oppositional force.

Thereareavariety of peoplewithin different traditions— socialistg
inside and outside the Labour Party, feminists, peaceactivistsetc —

these peoplewill look to the Ecol ogy Party asan umbrella or gani sal
or do you envisage other organisational alliances springing up of wi
the Ecology Party will beapart?

who regard green politicswith a great deal of sympathy. Areyou hoii

In al humility | think it will have to be the latter. The idea of the
Ecology Party becoming an umbrella organisation is beyond us. |
just don't see that we are the organisation that can do that, that can
fulfill that role. What | do think is that wewill be avery important
part of what | hope will be this new growing oppositional forcein
society.

I would like to think that this oppositional politics will
incorporateinvolvement in elections, will incorporate what we call
eco-action, which is direct involvement in dl leves of society in
actualy practising the things which we preach, and it will
incorporate non-violent direct action as a very important
contribution to our commitment. There will be clashes between
people who sy that direct action and electoral action are
contradictory, and al the rest of it. It will be an aliance that will
be incredibly hard to bring together because many people will
come in from so many different angles. But unless one can think
of building that sort of broader aliance of interests, then | think
it is an exceptionally gloomy outlook. As | sad before, ecologists
have stopped going on about resources running out. What realy
worries them is that time is running out. .

Marxism Today — Advertising Manager I

Marxism Today needs a new advertising manager.
The job involves selling advertising space in the
magazine, developing relations with new advertisers,
and dealing with advertising administration and
accounts.

We are looking for someone with a stron
commitment to Marxism Today, who will anjoy the
challenge of keeping the magazine's advertising in
touch with current geueknpmmn in politics, the arts,
publishing et al. It is hard and demandinF work, but
also creative and rewarding. And you will be part of
a team that enjoys working together. Salary approx
£5,500, Closing date: 15t March. Send application, with
ov to Marxism Today, 16 5t John Street, London EC1,

COLLET'S
INTERNATIONAL
BOOKSHOP

129-131 Charing X Road
London WC2

MORE THAN A GOOD BOOKSHOP!

We maintain a well-stocked classical records and cassettes
department as well,
ur speciality as you probably know is the Soviet MELODIA
label and we have [isted below just a few titles from our
wide range.
We also stock the MUZA label from Poland, and
BALKANTON from Bulgaria,

9 SPECIAL OFFER — AS LONG A5 STOCKS LAST

h SHOSTAKOVICH: Piano Concerto No T Op 45

Piano Concerto No 2 Op 102

Dimitrf Alexeev (plana) and Phi

Ep Jones (trumpet) with the
English Chamber Orchestra conducted by Jerzy Maksymiuk
CFP A 16/ET.85

{Persanal callers only)

*WEILL: The Threepenny Opera complete

Lotte Lenya CBE 78279 (2 LP'S)ET0.65

WEILL — BRECHT: Happy End, with Lotte Lenya

Songs inciude: Surabayva-lohnny Bilbao-Sang, Sallor Tango.
CBS 73463/£5.99

The SOVIET ARMY ENSEMBLE conducted by Col Alexandroy
Inchudes Kalinka, \iolga Boat Song and others.

CHLP 30062 On tape: TC-EXE 155/£3.04

*SHOSTAKOVICH: The Chamber Symphany Op 110

(drra ent of String Quartet No §)

The Sofia Chamber Ensemble conducted by Emil Tabakow
BALEANTON BEA 10657/£4.50

VERDI RECITAL — Rayna Kabaivanska (Soprana)
BALKANTOMN BOA 10459/04 50

*HM GORECKL Symphony No 3 (Symphony of Sormowtul
Songs) Op 36

Polish National Radio Symphony Orchestra, conducted by |
Katrewicz, MUZA 5X 1648/£4,50

SIYMANOVSKI: Song Recital given by H Lukomska (soprana)
I Sulikowski (prano) MUZA X 2354/04,50

*SHOSTAKOVICH: Suite from the film The Gadiiy’

This includes the RBomance used In ITV's Reilly — Ace of Spies.
MELODIA C 123/£4.95

Z GADNBEKOV; Ashug Ganb’, an opera from Azerbaijan
MELODIA € 10-10245 (3 recordsiE12.00

GLAZUNOV: Plano cohcerto Ne 2 in B Op 100

Dimitri Alexeey (piano) USSR Symphony Orchestra conducted
by Nikolawewsky

Violin Concerto in A minor Op 82

Simeon Snitkowsky (vicdin) USSR Symphony Orchestra
Conducied by Rozhdestvensky MELODIA C 10-8811/[4.95
TCHAIKOVSKY: The Queen of Spades (comalete opera)
Atlantov/levko/Milashkina; Bolshol Theatrs Choir and
Orchestra/Mark Ermiler. Brand new recording. MELODDIA C
10-5801 {3 records)/£12.00

-




