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0. Overvi ew

Thi s paper tentatively tests the depth and breadth of sone
per pl exi ng new tendencies. Wth the end of the Cold War,
transnati onal corporate enterprise now reigns nore or |ess
suprene as the world's nost effective bloc of productive forces
as well as its nost articulated relations of production. Wile
these facts are never forgotten, this corporate capitalist
econony legitimzes its authority anong many clientel es around
the world by neasures of how fully, broadly or deeply it
satisfies the wants and needs felt by consuners. One of the few
remai ni ng bases of effective anti-systemc resistance in this
gl obal i zed corporate econony is environnmentalism yet, to gain an
audi ence or tap into a constituency, environnmentalism Iike
transnational corporate capitalism increasingly is forced to
pitch its nmessages in consunerist terns to win any w despread
popul ar support. Wile nost conpanies argue that intensive
natural resource developnent is a "wi se use" of Nature, nost
ecol ogi cal novenents assert these noves are really an "unw se
abuse” of Nature.® In struggling to control the ultinmate outcones
of this contested (un)w se (ab)use of Nature, then, corporate
capitalismand organi zed environnentalismare tussling over the
condi tions of consunption, struggling to define how to best
manage the ends and neans of gl obal markets. Certainly, not al
busi nesses are m ndl ess polluters, and not all environnentalists
are anti-business. Likew se, not all environnmentalismis
consunerist, and not all consunption is ecological, but there are
some intriguing new connections here that merit investigation.?

Therefore, this study explores a series of energent
t endenci es, devel opi ng out of sone unusual elective affinities
bet ween mai nstream envi ronnmental i sm and nodern consunerism The
di scursive battles over the (un)wi se (ab)use of Nature in the
culture wars of the 1980s and 1990s pit a broad spectrum of
forces agai nst each other, ranging fromnew social novenents
commtted to fundanmentalistic deep ecology to global financial
groups devoted to unchecked resource exploitation. In the heat
of these battles, however, sone once divergent agendas are
per haps becom ng nore conpl enentary, although these new nore
col | aborative understandings still obscured by the snoke of
conflict. Wether we stand at "the end of history" or "the end
of Nature," what "w sdoni grounds "w se" or "unw se" use, and
which "utilities" determ ne "use" or "abuse" now seem much | ess
certain or conpelling as the battles drag on, allowng us to
stand back, study the battlelines, and suggest new tactics to
interpret the environnmentalisnlconsuneri sm nexus.

Wi |l e many environnental novenents explicitly pose as
i npl acabl e enem es of consunerism sone practices tacitly point
toward commonalities with many patently consunmeristic interests.
The specific groups that wll be addressed here are well-known,



hi ghly institutionalized mainstream environnmental organizations
in the United States: the Wirldwatch Institute, the Nature
Conservancy, the Wrld WIldlife Fund, and the Sierra Cub. Wile
this collection of groups is not as diverse as others could be,

it represents a good spread of different operational

phi | osophi es, ecol ogi cal goals, and policy orientations. Mbst
inportantly, one can detect am dst their various environnmental
initiatives a remarkably powerful consuneristic bent, even though
"W se use" advocates still try to tag themw th nore radica

| abel s.

In the last analysis, the globalized reach of gl obal
exchange coupled wth | ocalized ravages of transnati onal
producti on now are novi ng many wel |l -entrenched groups on both
si des of the business/environmentalismequation to rethink the
ends and neans of mass consunption. Their initiatives are
nei t her coordi nated nor conprehensive. Nonethel ess, these
devel opments m ght permt us to reassess prevailing geo-economc
principles in sone tentative tests on a national scale of a new
gl obali zed form of consunmerismrunning a | ongsi de contenporary
fast capitalism s globalized producerism Such tendencies are
not necessarily found in every environnmental group, and they
cannot automatically be described as the intended consequences of
any particul ar environnmental philosophy. Even so, joint
i nfl uences mark the energence of new assunptions and fresh
out cones.

To explore the |links between these tendencies, this

investigation will advance in the follow ng fashion. Having
i ntroduced these overarching thenes, it first will consider the
i ssue of Nature in today's fast capitalist global econony,
suggesting that ecol ogy and econony increasingly are becom ng
(con)fused in the geo-econom ¢ di scourses gui di ng many deci si on-
makers today. Second, it suggests that the post-Cold War agendas
of Anmerican geo-econom cs and geo-politics reveal new
under st andi ngs of the Earth's ecol ogi es, which have terraform ng
pretensions for the comng century. Third, it exam nes how the
megat echni cs of gl obal production forged during the Second

| ndustrial Revolution assune that mass consunerism or what
Baudrillard calls "consunmativity," functions as a productive
force; hence, any contenporary attenpt to transform consuner
pref erences or behaviors during the still on-going Third

| ndustrial Revol ution, as mainstream environnentalism does, can
constitute a nove to further
revol utioni ze/ noderni ze/instrunental i ze the neans of production.

However, this break indicates that nodern nmass consunption,
devel opi ng out of consunmativity nodels first tested in the 1880s
and 1890s, which have been i mensely "consunptive" in their ends,
is evolving toward new consummativity nodels in 1980s and 1990s,
becom ng now much nore "consunmational” in its goals. Fourth, it
tentatively illustrates how four, well-established environnental



groups--Wrl dwatch, Sierra Cub, Wrld WIidlife Fund, and Nature
Conservancy--may express aspects of this unusual new
consunmati onal consunmerismin their activities. And, fifth, it
concl udes that mai nstream Anerican environnmentalism through its
odd consuneristic turns, expresses the highest stages of
contenporary capitalist devel opment by pushing governnmentality's
"conduct of conduct" beyond consunptiveness in these networks of
transnational capitalist production toward a nore rational
consummati on of consunption in green industrial netabolisns.

| . Fusi ng Ecol ogy/ Econony: Geo- Econom cs + Geo-Politics

A political, economc, and technical incitenment to talk
about ecol ogy, environnents, and Nature, first surfaced as the
soci al project of "environnentalisnt during the 1960s in the
United States, but it plainly has becone far nore pronounced in
the 1990s. Not much of this takes the form of general theory,
because nost of its practices have been instead steered toward
anal ysis, stock taking, and classification in quantitative,
causal, and humani stic studies. Nonetheless, one can foll ow
Foucaul t by expl oring how mai nstream environnentalismin the
United States operates as "a whole series of different tactics
that conbined in varying proportions the objective of
di sciplining the body and that of regul ating popul ations."® The
project of "sustainability," whether one speaks of sustainable
devel opnment, growth or use in relation to Earth's ecol ogi es,
enbodies this new responsibility for the life processes in the
Anerican state's rationalized harnonization of political econony
with gl obal ecology as a form of green geo-politics.

These i nterconnecti ons beconme even nore intriguing in the
aftermath of the Cold War. Having won the long tw light struggle
agai nst communi st totalitarianism the United States is governed
by | eaders who now see "Earth in the bal ance,” arguing that
gl obal ecol ogies incarnate what is best and worst in the human
spirit. On the one hand, econom sts, industrialists, and
political |leaders increasingly tend to represent the strategic
terrain of the post-1991 world system as one on which all nations
must conpete ruthlessly to control the future devel opnment of the
wor | d econony by devel opi ng new t echnol ogi es, dom nating nore
mar kets, and exploiting every national econom c asset. However,

t he phenonmenon of "failed states,"” ranging from basket cases |ike
Rwanda, Somalia or Angola to crippled entities |ike Ukraine,

Af ghani stan or Kazakhstan, often is attributed to the severe
environnental frictions associated with the (un)w se (ab)use of
Nature by ineffective strategies for creating economc growth.?
Consequently, environnmental protection issues--ranging from
resource conservation to sustai nabl e devel opnent to ecosystem
restoration--are getting greater consideration in the nane of
creating jobs, maintaining growth, or advancing technol ogi cal
devel opnent .



Taki ng "ecol ogy" into account, then, creates discourses on
"the environnent" that derive not only fromnorality, but from
rationality as well. As humanity has faced "the limts of
growt h" and heard "the popul ati on bonb" ticking away, ecol ogies
and environnents becane sonething nore than what one nust judge
noral ly; they becane things that state nust adm nister. Ecol ogy
has evolved into "a public potential; it called for nmanagenent
procedures; it had to be taken charge of by anal ytical
di scourses,” as it was recognized in its environnentalized
mani festations to be "a police matter"--"not the repression of
di sorder, but an ordered maxim zation of collective and
i ndi vi dual forces."?

Di scourses of "geo-econonics," as they have been expounded
nmore recently by voices as diverse as Robert Reich, Lester
Thurow, or Edward Luttwak, as well as rearticul ations of "geo-
politics" in an ecol ogical register, as they have been devel oped
by President Bill Cinton or Vice President Al Gore, both express
new under st andi ngs of the earth's economc and political
inportance as a site for the orderly maxi m zation of many
materi al resources.® Geo-economics, for exanple, often
transforns through mlitary netaphors and strategi c anal ogi es
what hitherto were regarded as purely econom c concerns into
national security issues of w se resource use and sovereign
property rights. Governnment mani pul ation of trade policy, state
support of major corporations, or public aid for retraining |abor
all becone vital instrunents for "the continuation of the ancient
rivalry of the nations by new industrial neans."’ The relative
success or failure of national econom es in head-to-head gl obal
conpetitions typically are taken by geo-econom cs as the
definitive register of any one nation-state's waxing or wani ng
international power as well as its rising or falling industrial
conpetitiveness, technological vitality, and econom c prowess.

In this context, many believe that ecol ogical considerations can
be ignored, or given at best only neani ngl ess synbolic responses,
in the quest to nobilize as private property as many of the
earth's material resources as possible. This hard-nosed response
is the essence of "wise use.”" In the on-going struggle over
econom c conpetitiveness, environnental resistance even can be
recast by "w se use" advocates as a type of civil disobedience,
whi ch endangers national security, expresses unpatriotic
sentinments, or enbodi es treasonous acts.

Geo-econom cs takes hold in the natural resource crises of
the 1970s. Arguing, for exanple, that "whoever controls world
resources controls the world in a way that nere occupation of
territory cannot match," Barnet in 1979 asked, first, if natural
resource scarcities were real and, second, if econom c control
over natural resources was changing the gl obal bal ance of power.?

After surveying the struggles to mani pul ate access to geo- power



assets, like oil, mnerals, water, and food resources, he did see
a new geo-econom ¢ chall enge as nation-states were being forced
to satisfy the rising material expectations of their popul ations
in a much nore interdependent world system® |Ironically, the
rhetorical pitch of Reich, Thurow and Luttwak in the geo-
econom cs debate of the 1990s nostly adheres to simlar terns of
analysis. Partly a response to gl obal econom c conpetition, and
partly a response to gl obal ecol ogical scarcities, today' s geo-
econom ¢ reading of the earth's political econony constructs the
attai nment of national economc growh, security, and prosperity
as a zero-sumgane. Having nore material wealth or econom c
gromh in one place, like the U S. A, neans not having it in

ot her places, nanely, rival foreign nations. It also assunes
material scarcity is a continual constraint; hence, al

resources, everywhere and at any tinme, are private property whose
productive potentials nust be subject ultimately to economc
expl oi tation.

CGeo- econom cs accepts the prevailing formof mass market
consunerismas it presently exists, defines its many materi al
benefits as the public ends that advanced econom es ought to
seek, and then affirnms the need for hard discipline in el aborate
prograns of productivism only now couched within rhetorics of
highly politicized national conpetition, as the means for
sust ai ni ng mass mar ket consuner |ifestyles in advanced nations
like the United States. Creating econom c growh, and producing
more of it than other equally aggressive devel oped and devel opi ng
countries, is the sine qua non of "national security" in the
1990s. As Richard Darman, President Bush's chief of OVB decl ared
after Earth Day in 1990, "Anericans did not fight and win the
wars of the twentieth century to make the world safe for green
veget abl es. "'® However, not everyone sees environmentalismin
this age of geo-econom cs as tantanmount to subversion of an
entire way of life tied to using increased | evels of natural
resources to accel erate econom c growt h.

These geo-econom ¢ readi ngs al so have sparked new di scour ses
of social responsibility into life, such as the green geo-
politics of the Cinton admnistration with its intriguing codes
of ecological reflexivity. The presidential pledge to depl oy
Anmeri can power as an environnmental protection agency has waxed
and waned over the past quarter century, but in 1995 President
Clinton made this green geo-politics an integral part of his
gl obal doctrine of "engagenent." "To reassert Anmerica's
| eadership in the post-Cold War world,"” and in nmoving "fromthe
industrial to the information age, fromthe Cold War world to the
gl obal village," President Clinton asserted "we know t hat abroad
we have the responsibility to advance freedom and denocracy--to

advance prosperity and the preservation of our planet....in a
worl d where the dividing |Iine between donestic and foreign policy
is increasingly blurred....Qur personal, famly, and national



future is affected by our policies on the environnent at hone and
abroad. The comon good at hone is sinply not separate from our
efforts to advance the conmmon good around the world. They nust
be one in the sane if we are to be truly secure in the world of
the 21st century."!!

By becom ng an agency of environnental protection on a
gl obal level, the United States sees itself reasserting its world
| eadership after the Cold War. As the world's |leader, in turn,
Anmerica stipulates that it cannot advance econom c prosperity and
ecol ogi cal preservation wthout erasing the dividing |Iines
bet ween donestic and foreign policy. |In the blur of the com ng
I nformati on Age and its global villages, the United States cannot
separate Anerica's common good fromthe commobn goods of the
| arger world. To be truly secure in the 21st century, each
Anmerican's personal, famly, and national stake in their
col l ective future nust be served through the nation's
environmental policies. Secretary of State Christopher confirned
President dinton's engagenent with the environnment through
donmestic statecraft and diplomatic action: "protecting our
fragil e environment also has profound | ong-range inportance for
our country, and in 1996 we will strive to fully integrate our
environmental goals into our diplonmacy--sonething that has never
been done before."*'?

These efforts to connect economic growh with ecol ogi cal
responsi bility, however, are stated nost systematically in Vice
President Al CGore's environnental musings. To ground his green
geo-politics, Gore argues that "the task of restoring the natural
bal ance of the Earth's ecol ogical system could reaffirm
Anerica's longstanding "interest in social justice, denocratic
government, and free market economcs."'® The geo-powers
unl ocked by this official ecology mght even be seen as bringing
"a renewed dedication to what Jefferson believed were not nerely
American but universal inalienable rights: Ilife, |iberty, and
the pursuit of happiness."' At another |evel, however, Gore
argues that Anerica's global strategies after the Cold War nust
reestablish "a natural and healthy relationship between hunman
bei ngs and the earth,"” replacing the brutal exploitation of
Nature with an "environnentalismof the spirit."?"

Gore's program for earth stewardship takes a uni que geo-
econom c turn when he calls for a dobal Marshall Plan to enbed
sust ai nabl e devel opnent at the heart of his green geo-politics.
In that historic post-WANI program as Gore notes, several
nations joined together "to reorgani ze an entire region of the
worl d and change its way of life. "' Like the Marshall Plan, his
new d obal Marshall Plan would "focus on strategic goals and
enphasi ze actions and prograns that are likely to renove the
bottl enecks presently inhibiting the healthy functioning of the
gl obal econony...to serve human needs and pronote sustai ned



economic progress."* In other words, the green geo-politics of

this G obal Marshall Plan provides a justification for advancing
Strategic Environnental Initiatives. That is, the U S. should be
"enbarking on an all-out effort to use every policy and program
every law and institution, every treaty and alliance, every
tactic and strategy, every plan and course of action--to use, in
short, every neans to halt the destruction of the environnent and
to preserve and nurture our ecol ogical system"!® At the end of
the Cold War, we cannot sinply show interventionist state
bureaucracies to the door nor can we allow themto renobilize
soci ety around dangerous geo-econom c prograns of m ndl ess

mat eri al devel opnent. On the contrary, we nust bring the state
back in to manage production and consunption by being m ndful of
"the e-factor," or "ecology" as efficiency and economy.

The ecol ogi cal sustainability of consunption is renvol ded
here into an econom c growth ideol ogy. Sustaining Nature by
preserving consunption fromit ecosystens in this green geo-
politics beconmes now one essential goal anong many in his
Strategic Environnmental Initiative, which will focus on "the
devel opnent of environmental |y appropriate technol ogies."?
Unsust ai nabl e devel opnent is largely caused, Gore suggests, by
ol der, inappropriate, anti-environnental technologies. A global
canpaign is needed to find substitutes for them and the United
States nmust |lead this nobilization to heal its econony and, of
course, the environnent. GCore says the right things about
changi ng our econom ¢ assunptions about m ndl ess consunerism but
his bottomline for sustainable devel opnent is found in
sust ai ni ng Anerican business, industry and sci ence through nore
m ndful forms of consunption. As the world's |eading capitali st
econony, Gore concludes "the United States has a speci al
obligation to discover effective ways of using the power of
mar ket forces to hel p save the gl obal environnent."*

In the final analysis, ecologically sustainable devel opnent,
as Makower observes, boils down to another expression economc
rationality. It is "a search for the | owest-cost nethod of
reduci ng the greatest anmount of pollution” in the continued
turnover of consumner-centered production processes.? Al nost
magi cal | y, sustai nabl e devel opnent can becone primarily an
econom c, and not nerely an environnental, calculation. The
initiatives taken by sonme businesses to prevent pollution, reduce
waste, and maxi m ze energy efficiencies are to be supported.

Ecol ogy can wn, but only if it can reaffirmon a higher, nore
perfect register nost of fast capitalisms existing prem ses of
technol ogy utilization, managerial centralization, and profit
generation now driving advanced corporate capitalism

These maneuvers are not taken sinply to preserve Nature,
mol lify green consuners, or respect Mther Earth; they are done
to enhance corporate profits, national productivity, and state



power, because "the e-factor” is not sinply ecology--it also is
efficiency, excellence, education, enpowernent, enforcenent, and
econom cs. As long as realizing ecol ogi cal changes in business
means i nplenmenting an alternative array of instrunentally
rational policies, such as finding | ower-cost nmethods of energy
use, supply managenent, |abor utilization, corporate

communi cati on, product generation or pollution abatenent,
sust ai nabl e devel opnent also will nmaintain the econony. GCore's
new st ewar dshi p through sustai nabl e devel opnent may not be
strictly ecological, but his green geopolitics cultivates the

i mge, at |east, of being environnentally responsible.?® This
conprom se allows one to work "deliberately and carefully, with
an aimtoward |long-termcul tural change, always wth an eye
toward the bottomline, |lest you get frustrated and di scouraged
in the process” so that these "environnental |y responsi bl e

busi nesses can be both possible and profitable."?

1. G obalized Geo-Econom cs as Terraform ng

Wil e many renenber 1968 for the May events in Paris, a far
nore significant devel opment unfol ded during Decenber on the
flight of Apollo 10 to the Mon and back. Even though this space
craft did not actually land on the lunar surface, its crew
provided the first photographs and vi deo i mages captured by human
bei ngs on an astronautical mssion into space. The inpression
made these imges of a sun |lit, cloud-swatched bl ue/green/brown
ball floating in the dark cosnos is still recasting humanity's
sense of place; indeed, the quite comon circul ation of these and
many other simlar inmages now constitutes a thematic center for
new "astro" panoptic disciplinary discourses. Because we can see
Earth from space, like aliens arriving on Mars or Venus, our
wor | dwat ching abilities froma space craft presunably enpowers
such technoscientific worldwatchers with special worl dacting
responsibilities to craft space on Earth by reaching for its nost
opti mal ecol ogi zed performance as "Spaceship Earth." At sone
poi nt during the next century, human beings m ght, as sone
astronautical scientists advocate today, terraform Mars, a Jovi an
nmoon or sone asteroids. Until then, however, environnentalists
and ot hers speaking ex cathedra fromthis photographically-
nedi at ed astropanopticon advance their own uni que and vari ed
projects for terraformng the Earth.

Thi s astropanopticon has effects: the reaffirmation of
environnmental vigilance in geo-econom c discourses in the 1980s
and 1990s arguably is altering the behavior of sonme corporate and
state agencies toward Nature. Because the Earth, as Al Core
asserts, is in the balance, the raw externalization of sone
envi ronnmental costs to generate econom c benefits is becom ng
| ess common in sonme countries around the world, if not in fact
then, at least, as principle. Yet, this nore refined
internalization of ecological debits and credits also inplicitly



articul ates a new understandi ng about Nature. One nust push past
the gratifying green glow emanating from docunments |ike the
Brundtl and Report or Agenda 21 in which humanity often appears
ready to call an end to war against Nature in order to | aunch a
new era of peaceful coexistence with all the Earth's wild
expanses and untaned creatures. |In fact, these initiatives, |ike
many ot her visions of sustainabl e devel opnent, bal anced growth or
ecol ogi cal nodernization, sinply underscore the validity of
Janeson's take on postnodernity. That is, our postnodern
condition flows out of transnational networks of gl obal
production and consunption, a situation in which "the
noder ni zation process is conplete and Nature is gone for good.
CGore's Strategic Environnental Initiative culmnates in the
infrastructuralization of the planet.

n 25

The wi |l d autogenic otherness or settled theogenic certainty
of "Nature" is being replaced by the denatured ant hropogenic
systens of "the environnent."” The Wbrld Conm ssion of
Envi ronnment and Devel opnent admts humanity is unable to fit "its
doings" into the "pattern of clouds, oceans, greenery, and soils
that is the Earth. The hazards of this neM/reallty cannot be
escaped, but they "nust be recognlzed--and managed. "%® Thr ough
astropanoptic technoscience, "we can see and study the Earth as
an organisn1mhose heal t h depends on the health of all its parts,"
whi ch gives us "the power to reconC|Ie human affairs with natural
laws and to thrive |n the process."?” This reconciliation rests
upon understandi ng "natural systens," expanding "the
envi ronnent al resource base,"” managi ng "environnental decay," or
controlling "environnental trends."® As the Ri o Declaration
asserts, Earth's "integral and interdependent nature" can be, and
then is, redefined as "the gl obal environnental and devel opnental
systeni in which what was once God's wild Nature becones
t echnosci entific managerialists' tane ecosystens.?®

The hazards of living on Earth cannot be avoi ded or escaped,
but Earth itself can be escaped in rededi cating human producti on
and consunption to hazard avoi dance by reimagi ning Nature as
terrestrial infrastructure. The astropanopticon's epi phany of
seeing the Earth from space--renmenber the Brundtland Report's

opening line, "In the mddle of the 20th century, we saw our
pl anet from space for the first tinme" has ironically becone a
self-fulfilling prophecy by exerting "a greater inpact on t hought

than did the Copernican revolution of the 16th century."?® Like

t hose humans of our spacefaring future who will not |et Mars, be
Mars, Luna, be Luna, or sone other off-world, be a world-off,
Earth no | onger can be allowed to just be the Earth. |nstead
Terra is being terra(re)formed by seeing for the first time from
space its "natural ecosystens" and "environnental resource base"
whi ch humans can see, study and nmanage in their quest to optimze
the processes of surviving and thriving. The Preanble to Agenda
21 reverberates the inpact of these thoughts for the Brundtland



Report's future historians:

"Humanity stands at a defining nonent in history. W
are confronted with a perpetuation of disparities

bet ween and within nations, a worsening of poverty,
hunger, ill health and illiteracy, and the continuing
deterioration of the ecosystens on which we depend for
our well-being. However, integration of environnment
and devel opnment concerns and greater attention to them
will lead to the fulfillnment of basic needs, inproved
living standards for all, better protected and managed
ecosystens and a safer, nore prosperous future. No
nation can achieve this on its own; but together we can
- in a global(partnership for sustainable

devel oprent . ' 3

Plainly, the Preanble to Agenda 21 could as easily be nanmed the
Terraf orm ng Conpact inasmuch as its basic sentinents sum up
"humanity's" managerial inperatives in the Earth's
infrastructuralization, integrating environnental and

devel opnmental systens in "global partnership” to better protect
all ecosystens and inprove living standards for all through

t echnosci entic terraform ng.

Under this terraform ng horizon, what seens little nore than
an a pious aside in Agenda 21, in fact, reveals a great dea
nore. \Wen this docunent woul d have us recognize "the integra
and i nterdependent Nature of the Earth," it enphasizes how t he
Earth is "our honme."* Terrafornming, then, is a form of
gl obal i zed "hone buil ding," whose processes and progress should
be nmonitored fromtw sets of now commonl y-denom nat ed books:
the registers of oikonoma as well as the | edgers of oikol ogos.
The infrastructuralization of the Earth reinagines it as a
rational responsive household in which economcally action
commodi fies everything, utilizes anything, wastes nothing,
bl endi ng the natural and the social into a single but vast set of
househol d accounts whose performativities nust constantly wei gh
consunption agai nst production at every |evel of analysis from
suburbia to the stratosphere in balancing the terrestrial budgets
of ecol ogi cal nodernization. The infrastructuralization of
Nat ure through environnentalizing novenents and di scourses
propel s contenporary societies and econonm es beyond the autogenic
gi veness of Nature into terraformative anthropogenesis,
di ssolving the formal boundaries between inside/outside,
Nat ure/ Cul ture, or earth/econony. As Baudrillard observes, "it
inplies practical conputation and conceptualization on the basis
of a total abstraction, the notion of a world no | onger given but
i nstead produced--nmastered, manipul ated, inventoried, controlled:
a world, in short, that has to be constructed."?®

The workings of "the environnent" as a concept now bring
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many contenporary terraformng efforts to rescue the Earth's
ecol ogy back to the sources of its original neanings. To note
this ironic conjunction does not uncover sone tineless semantic
essence; it nerely reaccentuates aspects in the terms origins
that acconpany it fromits beginnings into the present. As a
word, environnment is brought into English fromdd French, and in
bot h | anguages "an environnment" is a state of being produced by
the verb "environ." And, environing as a verb narks a type of
strategic action, or activities associated with encircling,

encl osi ng, enconpassi ng or envel oping. Environing, then, is the
physi cal activity of surrounding, circunscribing, or ringing
around sonething or soneone. |Its first uses denote stationing
guards, thronging with hostile intent, or standing watch over a
pl ace or person. To environ a site or a subject is to beset,

bel eaguer or besiege. Consequently, an environnment--either as
the means of these activities or the product of such actions--
shoul d be treated in a far nore |iberal fashion.

An environnmental act, even though the connotations of nopst
conteqporary greenspeak suggests otherwise, is a disciplinary
move.** Environmentalismin these terns strategically polices
space in order to encircle sites and subjects captured within
t hese envel opi ng maneuvers, guarding them standing watch over
them or even besieging them And, each of these actions aptly
express the terraform ng prograns of sustainabl e devel opnent.
Seen fromthe astropanopticon, Earth is enveloped in the
manageri al desi gns of global conmerce, which environnentalize
once wild Nature as now control |l able ecosystens. Terraform ng
the wild biophysical excesses and unoptim zed geophysi cal wastes
of the Earth necessitates the nobilization of a worldwatch to
mai nt ai n nature conservanci es and husband the worl| dw de funds of
wildlife. O course, Earth nust be put first; the fully rational
potentials of second nature's terraformati ons can be neither
fabricated nor adm ni stered unless and until earth first is
infrastructuralized.®

This is our time's Copernican revolution: the anthropogenic
demands of terraformng require a biocentric worldview in which
the alienated objectivity of natural subjectivity resurfaces
objectively in managerial theory and practice as "ecosystent and

"resource base" in "the environnent." Terraformng the Earth
environnmental i zes a once wild piece of the cosnos, donesticating
it as "humanity's hone" or "our environnment." Fromnarratives of

wor | d pandem cs, gl obal warm ng, or planetary pollution, global
governance fromthe astropanopticon now runs its risk anal yses
and threat scenarios to protect Mther Earth from honme-grown and
foreign threats, as the |latest security panics over asteroid
inmpacts or X-File extraterrestrials in the United States express
in the domains of popular culture. Wether it is space |ocusts
from | ndependence Day or space rocks snuffing out Dallas in
Asteroid, new security threats are casting their shadows over our
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homes, cities, and bionmes for those thinking geo-economcally in
t he astropanopti con.

From such sites of supervision, environnmentalists see from
above and fromw thout, |ike the NASA-eyed view of Earth from
Apol | o spacecraft, through t he envel opi ng astropanoptlc desi gns
of adn1n|strat|vely control lable terraformed systens.
Encircled by enclosures of alarm environnments can be
di sassenbl ed, reconbi ned, and subjected to expert managers
di sciplinary designs. Beset and bel eaguered by these all -
enconpassi ng i nterventions, environnments as ecosystens and
terraformations can be redirected to fulfill the ends of new
econon1c scripts, managerial directives or admnistrative
wits. How various environnmentalists m ght enbed different
instrunental rationalities into the policing of ecosystens is an
intriguing question, which will be explored bel ow.

I11. From Ecol ogy to Hyperecol ogy

To preserve the various ecol ogies of the planet on a gl obal
scal e, as many environnental groups assert, the inhabitants of
each human community nust rethink the entire range of their
econom ¢ and technol ogi cal interconnections to their |ocal
habitats, as national discourses of green geo-politics and grey
geo-economcs illustrate, in terns of how they are neshed into
the regional, national, and international exchange of goods and
services. Beginning this strategic review i medi ately poses the
question of protecting all existing concrete "bioregions" in
first nature, or the larger biosphere of the planet, within which
t he ecol ogi es of any and all human communities are rooted.

Bi oregions historically have constituted the particul ar spati al
setting of human beings' social connections to specific |ands,
wat ers, plants, animals, peoples, and climates from which their
communities culturally constitute neaningful places for

themsel ves in the "first nature" of the natural biosphere.?

The "dom nation of nature"” is not so much the total contro
of natural events in the environnent as nuch as it is the wllful
di sregard of such |ocalized ecologlcal condi tions in building
human settlements. 3 The abstract "technoregi ons" constructed
within the human fabrications of "second nature,” or the always
energent technosphere of the planet, w thin which nodernizing
human comunities are now nostly enbedded, operate by virtue of
envi ronnental transactions that often are over, beyond, or
outside of rough equilibria of their natural habitats. These
transacti ons create new ant hropogeni ¢ ecol ogi cal contexts, which
typically generate an artificial hyperecology of an ultimtely
unsust ai nabl e type.® A great deal of time and energy might be
expended in core capitalist countries upon environnmental
regul ati ons, resource surveys, ecological studies, and
conservation policies, but these initiatives al nost always are

12



consuneri st canpaigns, aimng to reformthe costs and regul ate
the benefits of these unsustainable flows of goods and services
t hrough the hyperecol ogi es of second nature.

Consuner society constitutes an entirely new system of
objects out on the terrains of second nature. Baudrillard
shrewdly aspires to be recogni zed as second nature's Linneaus,
asserting that second nature plainly has a fecundity or vitality
of its own:

Could we classify the luxuriant growh of objects as we
do a flora or fauna, conplete with tropical and gl aci al
speci es, sudden nutations, and varieties threatened by
extinction? Qur urban civilization is witness to an
ever-accel erating procession of generations of

products, appliances and gadgets by conparison with

whi ch manki nd appears to be a remarkably stable
species. This pollulation of objects is no odder, when
we conme to think about it, than that to be observed in
count |l ess natural species.™

Finding a rationality and systematicity in this quickening
processi on of products, Baudrillard believes his new technified
taxonom es for every object (products, goods, appliances,
gadgets, etc.) of the systempermts us to plunb the system of
obj ects propounded by contenporary econoni es of mass
producti on/ mass consunption. To do so, however, one nust push
past the silences of the silent majorities, and deci pher the
meani ngs of mass consunption as the consum ng nmasses reveal them
Expl ori ng consunption of objects in particular mght disclose
"the processes whereby people relate to themand with the systens
of human behavi or and reIationships that result thereform" and
t hereby all owi ng anyone to reach "an understandi ng of what
happens to objects by virtue of their berng produced and
consuned, possessed and personali zed."

Here is where habitus energes fromthe systens of objects
and objects of systens conpounded with the technosphere.
Bourdi eu asserts habitus energes out of "the capacity to produce
classifiable practices and works, and the capacity to
differentiate and appreci ate these practices and products
(taste), that the represented social world, i.e., the space of
life-styles, is constituted."*® Yet, the dual dinensionality of
habi tus as a structured and structuring structure parallels the
properties of habitat, which when taken in environnental terns,
provi des a schene of systens generating classifiable practices
and products as well as a schene for systens of appreciating and
conprehending within and am dst specific settings. Consequently,
the habitats of second nature out on the technoregionalized
ranges of anthropogenic technospheres are fornmed out of habitus,
or the systemof distinctive signs in practices and works driving
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lives styled by the system of objects.

In these new spaces, terrafornmative hyperecol ogi es can be
monitored to judge their relative success or failure in terns of
abstract mathematical neasures of consunption, surveying national
gains or losses by the density, velocity, intensity, and quantity
of goods and services being exchanged for mass consunption. Here
one finds geo-econom sts pushing for wiser uses of all biotic
assets in all anthropogenic exchanges. Consunption is outsourced
frommany different planetary sites by using varying | evel s of
standardi zed energy, natural resources, food, water and | abor
inputs drawn fromall over the Earth through transnati onal
commodi ty, energy, and | abor nmarkets.* Geo-econonic forns of
state power and/or market clout, in turn, allegedly will provide
the requisite force needed to i npose these costs on the nmany
outside for the benefit of the fewinside. By substituting
"Earth Days" for real ecological transformation, the
hyper ecol ogi es of transnati onal exchange are successfully
repacki ng thensel ves in green wappers of ecol ogi cal concern;
but, they still often involve the profligate waste of energy,
resources, and tinme to maintain the abstract aggregate
subj ectivity of "an average consunmers" enjoying "the typical
standard of living" in the devel oped world's cities and suburbs.

Yet, if this is indeed happening, then how did these patterns
devel op?

A Consunptive Consummativity

As large firnms claimed a nonopoly over planning

pur posi ve-rational action in the work place in the Second

I ndustrial Revolution over a century ago, individuals and
famlies increasingly accepted new disciplinary definitions given
by the state and corporate capital to their individual ecol ogical
wants and private material goals. Organic needs for air, drink,
food, clothing, shelter, and productive |abor, hitherto defined
by the homespun crafts of the pre-capitalist or entrepreneuri al
capitalist household in Earth's many bioregi ons, underwent rapid
commercial redefinition through scientifically engineered
transformati ons by enbeddi ng i ncessantly comodi fi ed
satisfactions for organic needs within everyone's purchasing of
corporate products. These rationally designed corporate
interventions into the ecol ogical reproduction of society, in
turn, enabl ed the aggregate planning system of corporate
production "to organize the entire society inits interest and

i mage" in the diverse technoregi ons of corporate design.* Such
systens of nmass production presune a regine of mass consunpti on:

masses of consunmers consum ng nmassed arrays of energy,
information and material to close the circul ation and
accunul ati on of capital posed by mass production. *

Few consuners, however, are aware of the frightful

14



significance lurking in the roots of their nost prized economc
| abels. To consune, followng fromthe Latin consunere, nmeans to
take up conpletely or lay hold of altogether. Tt also is to
devour, waste, destroy, squander, or devastate. Consuners make
away with food, drink, land, capital, or wealth, wearing out by
use or spending w thout heed. Consuners exhaust exchangeabl e
val ue or devour useful goods. Consuners counterbal ance
producers, or those who, in keeping with the Latin producere,

| ead, bring forth, extend or pronbte things. Producenent [Teads
to consunptiveness, the consunptuous follow fromthe producent.
What has been brought forth nust be taken up: production
presumes consunption, and consunption assunes production. As a
result of this collaboration, Horkheiner notes that

for all their activity nen are becom ng nore passive;
for all their power over nature they are becom ng nore
powerless in relation to society and thensel ves.
Society acts upon the nmasses in their fragnented state,
which is exactly the state dictators dreamof. 'The

i sol ated individual, the pure subject of

sel f-preservation,' says Adorno, 'enbodies the

i nnernost principle of society, but does so in

unqual ified contrast to society. The elenents that are
united in him the elenents that clash in him-his
"properties'--are sinultaneously elenents of the social
whol e. %’

Starting first in the affluent upper-class core and m ddl e-cl ass
suburbs of the major industrial cities and then spreading
unequal |y at various rates of speed into nore margi nal market
zones in the inner-city ethnic neighborhoods, racial ghettos,
small towns and rural areas in advanced capitalist states, the
new consuneri st fornms of personality and society energed on the
di verse terrains of corporate technoregions fromwthin the

bi or egi onal weckage of the pre-capitalist and bourgeois soci al
orders. \Wether it is defined as "Anericanization,"

"devel opnent," "noderni zation," or "progress," the Second

I ndustrial Revolution granted to the managers of corporate
capital and the state power to decide the ground rules of a new
ecol ogy. *®* They planned what particul ar material packages and
behavi oral scripts could be produced and provided in their

vari ous technoregions along a multiple spectra of quality and
quantity-graded and limted-quantity alternatives to the nmasses
of consuners. Consuners sinply exercise their "free choice"
anong many buying alternatives sourced through corporate
hyperecology. In turn, individuals would not | ook beyond these
packaged material alternatives or back to nore organically-
grounded bio-regions for nore natural options. Hyperecol ogies
deliver the commodified need-satisfactions required to fulfil

i ndi vi dual need-definitions as each consunmer m ght have i nmagi ned
them Massed consunption by the consum ng nmasses is brute
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energy, information, and matter consunption as corporations and

t echnosci ence roughly organize it. Through this devel opnent al
pat h, the individual personality beconmes an integral part of the
coll ective neans of production, and the nodern famly becones yet
anot her service delivery node in the hyperecologies of this

gl obal fast capitalismculture.

This circuit of econom c reproduction expresses the
essential logic of "consunmativity" that now anchors the
transnati onal econom c system Instead of maintaining the
i rreduci bl e tension between the "public" and "private" spheres
that |iberal economc and |l egal theory hold to be true for the
i ndi vi dual contingency of rational living, the public and private
have collapsed in circuits of identity all across the coding
systens of corporate-managed consunmativity, while the collective
i nperatives of the firmand/or the state are internalized by
i ndi vi dual s as personallzed lines of consunption in the famly,
firmand mass public.? Such linkages, in turn, allow the state
and firmto nore closely regulate the econom c and ecol ogi cal
exi stence of individuals inasmuch as nost persons all egedly now
desire the "needs" extended to themas the rewarding reified
scripts of normal behavior by the nedia, mass education or
prof essi onal experts and as the packages of mass-produced
mat eri al goods made avail abl e by corporate manufacture and
commerce. Yet, these individual "needs" also are sinmultaneously
requi red by the contenporary state and corporate firm The
aggregate possibility for economc growh and the specific
quality of commodity clains, inplied by these individual needs
taken en masse, are the productive forces guaranteeing further
devel opnent in today's transnational corporate system of
capi talist production.

The underlying codes of consummativity in corporate
capitalismrarely mani fest thensel ves openly. They are nmasked
i nstead as an on-goi ng denocratic social and econom c revol ution
"rooted in the denocratic alibi of universals,” |ike convenience,
nodernity, growth, utility or progress. As Baudrillard suggests,
consunmativity presents itself,

.as a function of human needs, and thus a universal
enpirical function. (bjects, goods, services, all this
"responds” to the universal notivations of the social
and individual anthropos. On this basis one could even
argue (the leitnmotiv of the ideol ogues of consunption)
that its function is to correct the social inequalities
of a stratified society: confronting the hierarchy of
power and social origins, there would be a denncracy of
| ei sure, of the expressway and the refrigerator.?®

As inchoate mass demands for a better "standard of Iiving"
illustrate, corporate capital still can pose successfully as a
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revol utionary vanguard for those who want nore bananas, autos,
oranges, and washing machi nes out of life. Speaking on behalf of
deprived consuners and chal |l engi ng the apparently nore oppressive
stratification, inequality, and material deprivation of all other
forms of precapitalist or anticapitalist society, fast capitalism
of fers hyperecol ogi cal prom ses of conplete econom c denocracy,
social equality and material abundance through consunption. This
pl edge, in turn, is legitimated by the expansive corporate

coll ateral of new sparkling material goods, exciting cultural
events, and satisfying social services.

Under nodern corporate capitalism the plannable |life course
of all individuals qua "consuners” becones a capital asset in
that the consummative nobilization of production in any given
mar ket directly boosts the productivity, profitability and power
of corporate capital's increasingly automated industries. Wthin
t he hyperecol ogi es of second nature, corporate capital finds in
consunmativity

...the ultimte realization of the private individual

as a productive force. The system of needs nust wing

liberty and pl easure fromhimas so many functi onal

el emrents of the reproduction of the system of

production and the relations of power that sanction it.
It gives rise to these private functions according to

the sanme principle of abstraction and radi cal

"alienation" that was fornerly (and still today) the
case for his labor power. In this system the
"liberation" of needs, of consunmers, of wonmen, of the
young, the body, etc., is always really the
nmobi I'i zati on of needs, consuners, the body....It is

never an explosive liberation, but a controlled
emanci pation, a nobilization whose end is conpetitive
expl oi tation. >

As a result, the disciplinary managerial planning of corporate
capi tal now can generate new hierarchies of status, power, and
privilege out of hyperecol ogy's econom ¢ denocracy of mass
consunption by devel oping different "consunption comunities"”
around distinct grades of material objects and professional
services.® Creating and then serving even newer nodes of desire
in these synbolic comrunities perpetually drives the

transnati onal market's hyperecol ogi es of endl ess grow h.

Al l egedly conpeting capitalist firms increasingly produce very
simlar goods and services using very simlar techniques and
structures planned out on a nmassive scale to satisfy the desires
of individual subjects that their "conpeting lines" of products
now necessarily presume will exist. Subjectivity is encoded
directly and indirectly in manufactured materiality. The

i ncreasi ngly honogeni zed object world in systens of corporate
mar kets concomtantly is invested with rich, heterogeneous
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synbolic/imginary differentiations in order to provide

i ndi vi dual subjects with codes that they and others can

di stinguish the various relative status grades of comunity and
personality across and within these consunption communities as
mar keti ng codes for the system of objects.

Baudrillard observes, "the fetishization of the cormmodity is
the fetishization of a product enptied of its concrete substance
of | abor and subjected to another type of |abor, a |abor of
signification, that is, of coded abstraction (the production of
di fferences and of sign values). It is an active, collective
process of production and reproduction of a code, a system
invested with all the diverted, unbound desire separated out from
the process of real labor."®® Just as exchange val ue once
outstripped and nastered use val ue, so too now has sign val ue
overconme exchange val ue in contenporary corporate hyperecol ogi es.

"Fetishismis actually attached,” in Baudrillard' s analysis, "to
the sign object, the object eviscerated of its substance and

hi story, and reduced to the state of narklng a difference,

epi tom zing a whol e system of differences.">® Under the profit
hori zon of corporate capital, the consci ousness-engineering

i ndustries of advertising and activismspend mllions of dollars
and hours to carefully construct codes that differentiate the
sign values of comodi fied objects. And, the varying
psychodenogr aphi ¢ nmeans of steering individuals to these
artificially defined and synbolically differentiated manufactured
goods and packaged services--through direct mail, nagazi ne ads,
tel evision dramas, radi o gi ve-aways, peer pressure, fashion

di scourse, or public education--conduct the power of capital
t hrough the synbolic codes of consunption. The objects of the
system create and sustain the system of objects.

In these noderni zed spaces, "all are free to dance and enj oy
t henmsel ves, just as they have been free, since the historical
neutralization of religion to join any of the innunerable sects.

But freedomto choose an ideol ogy--since ideol ogy al ways

reflects econom c coercion--everywhere proves to be the freedom
to choose what always is the sane."> By accepting such
epheneral ideologies of identity and purpose for living
hyperecol ogically, all classes of consunmers consign thenselves to
"finding their salvation in objects, consecrated to a soci al
destiny of consunption and thus assigned to a slave norality
(enjoynent, imorality, |rresponS|b|I|ty) as opposed to a naster
morality (responS|b|I|ty and power). And, in internalizing
t he expectations of these packaged choi ces of i nposed
consunption, as they are tied directly to "discretionary inconme"

and "leisure tinme," individuals purposely accept new ki nds of
col | ective hyperecol ogical responsibilities. |If they do not shop
until they drop, shops will drop. |In an inportant sense,

i ndi vi dual subjects occupy the key niche in contenporary
hyper ecol ogi es as they closely control their own behavior (or
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serve as cultural conmplenents of admnistrative activism, and
t hey ceasel essly consume products (or function as predictable
units of production for the corporate sector).

A obal fast capitalism purposely has stinulated the
propagati on of consunption, not primarily as the rewards for
accepting a life of material abundance in an affluent society,
but rather nostly as constant investnent in a new productive
force. Hyperecol ogies are systens of sustainabl e devel opnent for
the objects of this system of objects. "The consunption of
individuals,"” as Baudrillard states, "nediates the productivity
of corporate capital; it becones a productive force required by
the functioning of the systemitself, by its process of
reproduction and survival. |In other words, there are only these
ki nds of needs because the system of corporate production needs
them And the needs invested by the individual consuner today
are just as essential to the order of production as the capital
invested by the capitalist entrepreneur and the |abor power
invested in the wage |aborer. It is all capital."® Under the
hyper ecol ogi cal inperatives of transnational exchange, al
i ndi vidual s as "consuners" becone capital assets inasmuch as
their consummative nobilization directly boosts the productivity,
profitability, and power of corporate capital's increasingly
gl obali zed industries. On the horizon nmade by corporate
capitalism s consummative order, the social affirmation of
i ncreasi ng perm ssiveness, whose codes al ways accel erate the
rational ly organi zed exploitation of desire to increase or
rationalize productivity, acquires as nuch inportance in
mai nt ai ni ng soci al cohesi on under corporate capitalismas the
val ues of ascetic self-discipline, personal frugality and
i ndi vidual sacrifice once did in the productivist order of
entrepreneurial capital.®®

In sonme sense, Baudrillard' s political econony of the sign
explores the discontinuities or ruptures comng with the Third
| ndustrial Revol ution supplanting the Second | ndustri al
Revol ution. After having determ ned how contenporary systens of
obj ects operate, Baudrillard illustrates how the object of the
system during the Second Industrial Revolution was coping with
t he obscene overproduction of cartelized, professionalized,
organi zed, multinationalized industrial production, or the
endl ess replication of standardi zed exchange val ues, through
orders of mass consunption. Wasteful excessive overproductive
i ndustries requires markets organi zed around over consunpti on,
excess, and waste. The object of the systemw thin this system
of objects is an apparent inpossibility: endless growth. And,
t he endl essness of growh requires grow ng ends w thout end in
order to charge and center the hyperproductive engi nes of nodern
i ndustry. Thus, all of the enterprises tied to private property
must enbed their private properties in every property associ ated
with private enterprise.
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B. Consummat i onal Consunmativity

These superintensive trends of factor utilization in
consunptive consummativity are where nai nstream environnental i sm
and transnational enterprise now are fighting over the terns and
scope of Nature's (un)w se (ab)use in environnentalized sites of
struggle today during the informationalization canpaigns of the
Third Industrial Revolution. WII some sort of qualitative
refinenment or another type of quantitative expansi on anchor
further/future fornms of rationalization of the nmass consunption
regi ne behind gl obal fast capitalisn? Hyperecol ogy continuously
has sustained capitalist social relations by drawing in nore and
nore the necessary inputs for its technosphere as raw masses of
materiale fromfurther and further recesses in the biosphere.
Nonet hel ess, this nass consunption of raw and refined nass al so
can be made nore rational by admtting to its environnmental
failings; that is, it uses nmuch nore energy than it produces, it
destroys its own ecol ogi cal base, it does not neet |ocal needs in
| ocal habitats, it destroys nmulticulture in favor of nonocul ture,
and it tends toward chaotic carel essness. Reducing these
excesses to "better consunption” gives mainstream
environnmental i smthe operational option to reconstruct anew
transnati onal exchange as anot her nore perfect form of geo-
econom ¢ productive force fromwthin.

Consummativity seens to be evolving, therefore, with sone
types of transnational capital in the Third Industrial Revol ution
after the 1960s. It pushes beyond the econom c exhaustion of
mere consunptiveness, devouring fixed definite stocks of product,
in order to conplete or perfect the processes of production as
consunmati on, generating fluid flows of performative inprovenents
in the conpletion of the market's perpetual notion nmachi nes of
creative destruction. Consunmer as consunmmator might bring to
perfection or acconplish in full conpletion nore
informationalized cycles of system c gl obal exchange, noving them
away from purely engerized or materialized cycles of
val ori zation. Exhaustible stocks of natural resources--defined
and appropriated as nmere matter--becone inexhaustible systens of
nat ural resourcing--recast as information, nolecul ar codes,
space, or sign values. Consummation resonates w th neanings from
its Latin origins, or the consummatus: that which brings forth
t he highest, the suprene, or the perfect in finished conpletion
to the utnost degree. Since the 1960s, one key nodality of
i magi ni ng such perfection or realizing this suprene rationality
has been an inchoate, albeit vital, sense of ecol ogy, the
envi ronnment or sustainability.

Sonet hing maj or has shifted, then, since 1968. d obal fast
capitalismno | onger masses production or consunption as narrowy
as it once did. New distributed networks of outsourcing, product
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pl atform ng, and gl obal marketing are holl ow ng out once broad
massi ve firnms, massed consuner markets, and mass production
systens in many conpl ex | ayers and skeins of narrow niche
enterprises, markets, and producers by informationalizing their
craft. Informationalizing these economes also "inforns" new
sign and/or information-driven consunption |ogics; indeed,
consunption is coevolving, at least in sone areas or industries,
wi th new niched informationalized firns into the terraformng
regi me of consunmati on.

Sophi sticated environnentalismnow ains then to abate fast
capitalism s consunptive characteristics in favor of accentuating
its consunmational potentialities. Industrial capitalism
classically has been a regi ne of consunptivity--wasteful,
expensive, costly--that nust now undergo the rigorous
restructuring of ecological nodernization. And, today's
nmoder ni zi ng ecol ogi es assune the acceptance of consummativity
m ght be reshaped to serve the informational ends of
consummat i on--as economc actions fully fulfilled, perfected,
organi zed ecologically--in the newWy environnentalized
(re)production of transnational exchange.

New desires first cone to light in nost regions for many
people in aesthetically or ethically charged sign val ue
differentia, liberating new wi shes and nobilizing fresh wants,
both to justify corporate capitalist firns' industrial
consunption of natural resources and to nobilize new nmass
produced products fabricated fromthese natural resources.®®
Such reconbi nantly imagi neered needs perhaps are late
capitalismis only truly "renewabl e resource” of any inportance,
and this constant revitalization of human wants wth fresh i mages
and objects of desire can drive the terraformative hyperecol ogi es
of sustainabl e devel opnent. |In these hyperecol ogies, the
material culture of corporate capitalismmkes culture naterial
by ever-accel erating new sign values or informational goods in
the turnover of mass consunption.

Consuner goods, as they are produced under the |ogic of
consunmativity, constitute powerful object-codes, articulating a
sophi sticated sign and neani ng systemthat codi ng-subjects use to
encode and decode both their behaviors and material objects with
meani ng. ®*  Consumer goods, as a result, provide a vitally
inportant field to put all sorts of cultural neanings into public
and private discourses as forces of social change or cultural
continuity, which artists and activists, for exanple, always have
exploited in valorizing coomodities with their peculiar
aestheticized or noralizing imagination. Aesthetic nodernism and
new soci al novenents have been the major sources of new ends for
corporate hyperecol ogies for nearly a century, and their powers
remai n intact today. Insurgent systens manifest and | atent
meani ng, on the other hand, also give artists and activists

21



tremendous opportunities to chall enge the established

obj ect-codes of late capitalism testing both the nedia and the
nmessages that the hyperecologies of |ate capitalismuse to
integrate individuals and society into its reproduction.® There
IS no reason why they cannot or shoul d not now becone green--as
many artists and activists have asked for nearly a generation.
Consummation as well as consunptivity requires informationalized
surveillance to detect demand and then confirmits satisfaction
in highly accurate | oops of telenetry. Perfection of product
environnmental ly, as Gore asserts, rather than the waste of
factors anti-environnentally can drive profitability for all of
the world' s producers by centering product-inprovenent strategies
upon "green" goals, which artists and activists are enjoining
consumers to enbrace.

It is through these object-codes and their aestheticized
means of mass propagation that art and activisminfluence the
ecol ogy of global fast capitalism The real facticity of
transnati onal capitalismgains continuous (re)expression through
t he nunber, style, design, shape and col or of mass produced
mat eri al obj ects adduced by the inmagination of commercialized
arts and design. Likew se, the codes of desire, need, and want
are (re)denom nated noralistically in ethical terns, first, to
attract and, then, to keep individuals expressing their personal
desires in terns of SC|ent|f|caJIy desi gned and organi zational |y
produced material satisfactions. Wthout artists and
activists, the consummative society could not endlessly
redynam cize its unrelenting production of newer goods, trendier
products, and fresher images consunptively. Yet, as the efforts
of many environnmental activisns indicate, it also need not be
grounded upon the superexhaustlve use of Nature and its
ecosystemni c resources. ®  The destruction of Nature, in part,
begins in every individual instrunentalized inagination nmobi | i zed
by the market or the firmto make individuals always desire nore,
want everything longer, and wish it better in purely consunptive
terms. Mass consunption is consunptuous consum ng by the nmasses
of massed materiale. Yet, this sort of m ndless nmass consunption
by consum ng nasses is precisely what many environnment al
nmovenents want to noderate, if not obliterate, by interposing new
signs systens in the nore m ndful cost/benefit environnmentalized
cal cul us of consummati onal perfection. As the activities of the
Sierra Cub, the Nature Conservancy, or the Wrldw de Wldlife
Fund illustrate, environnentalismcan adduce new ki nds of
consuner reports for consummation, highlighting the virtues of
ecol ogi cal | y enhanced consum ng, environnmental savings, or
ecotouristic buying to find new functionalities for fast
capitalism s objects and needs.

Devel opi ng a uni que personal identity or purpose under a

consunptive cultural horizon essentially has boiled down to
reassenbl i ng pre-packaged purposes inputed by the aestheticized
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codi ngs of one's incone |evel, occupation, residence or materi al
possessi ons i n psychodenographi ¢ di scourses about nati onal
econom ¢ devel opnent. The corporate plan for greater sales, for
exanpl e, served in part as an individual behavioral map for

| oosel y programred personal devel opment. General Modtors produces
cars, and it wants to dom nate the autoworld of gl obal autonotive
mar ket s. Through focus group research, it discovers what one or
nmor e denographi c bl ocs of buyers desire. And, in concretizing
their desire for "freedom" "excitenent," or "practicality," it
fulfills its purposes of producing profits by selling the
identity/comodity of O dsnobiles, Pontiacs, or Geos to

i ndi vidual s who "succeed" by mapping their desires in/with these
products. What is good for Anericans, then, is good for GCeneral
Motors. This process, however, goes beyond autonobiles; al
psychosoci al devel opment for any given person's mazeway in life
is defined broadly in terns of accunul ati ng standardi zed objects
or consum ng conventionalized experiences produced within the

mar ket pl ace.

However, the terraformng inperatives of transnational
capi talism acknow edge the need for a nore regul ated environnent
by accepting environnmental regul ations, albeit often kicking and
screamng in the process, which noves new sign values into
consummativity's equations. On the one hand, GM "buil ds
excitenent" at Pontiac, while it, on the other hand, promses "to
do sonething nice for your nother," or Nature, by planting a tree
for every Geo it sells. Seeing Earth froma spacecraft is
forcing many capitalist concerns to approach mass production and
consunption with new fornms of space crafting which recast
i ndustry as industrial netabolism product |ifecycles as
lifecycle production, and corporate marketing as green
consunerism Putting Earth first on the world watch of
terraformng, then, |eads to new green sign values for gl obal
fast capitalism Sl ow ng down, getting nore organi zed,
sinmplifying things, or scaling back becone sem otic goods or sign
values to acquire, display or practice. |ndeed,
environment al i zi ng exchange at tinmes begins to ook |ike a
capitalist global fast. Yet, environnentalized consunerismis
not insignificant, "far fromthe individual expressing his needs
in the economc system" as Baudrillard clainms, "it is the
econom ¢ systemthat induces the individual function and parall el
functionality of objects and needs."® Consunmativity read post -
consunptively through consumati onal consuner reports also wll
be no nore than "an ideol ogical structure, a historical form
correlative with the comodity form (exchange val ue), and the
obj ect form (use value)"® required by the green goal s of
terraformati ve sustai nabl e devel opnent.

Envi ronnent al i zi ng consunption along the lines tested by

sonme environnmental novenents is an intriguing attenpt to
transformraw consunption into refined consummation. Fromthe
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exi sting system of objects, environnentalists pull its nost
fundanmental truth: "objects now are by no neans neant to be
owned and used but solely to be produced and bought. |In other
words, they are structured as a function neither of needs nor of
a nore rational organization of the world, but instead constitute
a system det erm ned Qy an ideol ogi cal regine of production and
social integration."® The technosphere's system of objects
objectifies systematic spheres of technified behaviors in each
and every technoregion. The habitus of this system of objects
now is humanity's nost real habitat, and consunmer society is "
social realm a tenporal realm a realmof things by virtue of
whi ch, and by virtue of the strategy that inposes it, objects are
able to fulfill their function as accelerators and nmultipliers of
t asks, satisfactions, and expenditures."®® To save the habitat,
one nust reshape the habitus.

a

Accepting the constraints inposed by such ant hropogenic
bi ones, many environnental groups challenge the fetishization of
circulation at the root of consunption by interposing new notions
of ownership and use am dst consuner society's carnivals of
producti on/ exchange/ consunption. |If consumer goods (either as
obj ects or objectified experiences) are accelerators and
mul tipliers of tasks, satisfactions, and expenditures, then
envi ronment al novenments aspire to green their accel eration,
ecol ogize their multiplication, and environnentalize their tasks,
sati sfactions, and expenditures in accord with a nore rati onal
organi zation of world to be propounded through terraformng the
Eart h.

Terra under an ever-vigilant worldwatch cannot be permtted
to squander its world wildlife funds for it nust guard nature's
conservanci es and always enlarge its sierra clubs. Connecting
terraform ng to consunmation i s how mai nstream envi ronnental i sm
woul d redeem contenporary consummativity fromraw consunerismto
perfect the tasks, satisfactions, and expenditures enbedded in
the system of objects through ecol ogy as "sustai nabl e
devel opnent. " Followi ng Baudrillard, "the best evidence for this
is the obsessiveness that |ies behind so many organi zati onal
projects and (of nost rel evance to our present discussion) behind
the will to design"® in so many theories and practices of
mai nstream environnentalism Terraformng's (con)fusion of
habi tus and habitat, econony and ecol ogy, dom cile and dom ni on
cul mMmnates in global governnmentalities that intermesh carrying
capacities with credit cycles as environnentalized
bi ospheres/technospheres: "everything has to interconmunicate,
everything has to be functional--no nore secrets, no nore
mysteries, everything is organized, everything is clear."’

Just as consunptiveness is the object of Second I|Industri al

Revol ution systens, consummation can beconme the object of Third
| ndustrial Revolution systens as the calculi of sign value
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reintegrate and redifferentiate vectors of value around ever
changi ng green sign systens. |In such solutions of
(re)significance, however, the sign-val ues of

ecol ogy/ environnent/efficiency have to be proven as stable
solutions for the nore stratified, transnationalized, nulti-

ni ched systens of the Third Industrial Revolution. Whereas

i nper manence, excess, fragility, ephenerality or obsol escence
were required to sustain the dissipative excesses of the Second
I ndustrial Revolution's econom es of scale, durability, aptness,
frugality, permanence or tinel essness perfect the smart
performativities of the Third Industrial Revolution's econom es
of scope. The real cultural contradictions of contenporary
capitalismare not those of accunul ati on versus expenditure or
repr essi veness versus perm ssiveness, but rather those of ecol ogy
versus exchange as the object of this systemturns out to be
engi neering environnments or perfecting purchases in the
oxynoroni c practices of sustainable devel opnent.

Envi ronmental i sm then, should not be automatically assuned
to be opposed to nass consunption, as many in the "w se use"
movenent have clainmed. O course, there are factions anong the
envi ronnent al novenent, ranging fromvoluntary sinplicity to deep
ecol ogy, who tout the virtues of consum ng | ess, consum ng
differently, or consuming nothing.” However, they typically
take these positions as part of a nore general rejection of
nodern production as well. Their anti-industrial pretensions, in
turn, are often not well-supported in either their theories or
practices inasnmuch as produci ng/ consum ng not hi ng soon woul d
cause mass econom ¢ chaos, producing/consumng differently often
boils down to defending certain privileged artifacts or crafts
agai nst mass nmarket pressures, and produci ng/ consum ng | ess
frequently seens |ike a new rationing schene to reallocate
poverty. \While nost environnmental rhetorics sound anti -
consummati ve, many of them upon cl oser readi ng perhaps shoul d be
nmore rightly understood as pro-consumational in their post-
consunptive reasoni ng.

| V. Envi ronnentali smas d obalized Consuneri sm

To substantiate this interpretation of environnentalism and
consuneri sm one can | ook at al nost any mai nstream environnental
organi zation and find many remarkabl e parallels wth consuneri st
agendas. Consummational | ogics cone from sonewhere, and such
envi ronnent al novenents are where many of their post-consunptive
axions arise. The exanples used here are neant to be
illustrative rather than exhaustive, because these four cases
clearly can not cover all of the possibilities.

A. The Worl dwatch I nstitute

Wi | e many exanpl es of such consunmmati onal tendencies m ght
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be nobilized here, this first | ook at mainstream environnmentalism
as a nedi ati on of new governnmental codes for consummativity
through a regime of "environnentality”" will center upon the work
of the Worldwatch Institute. As one very high-profile attenpt to
reinvent the forces of nature to consummationally serve the
econom ¢ exploitation of advanced technol ogi es, the Wrl dwat ch
Institute's rational managenent of ecol ogi cal energies provides a
quite significant supplenent to transnational commerci al

interests pronoting the growth of the gl obal econony.

The Worldwatch Institute provides a very curious
instantiation of how a regi ne of consummati on m ght be seen at
work in the processes of global industrial production and
consunption. Seeing the path of untramrel ed consunptive
devel opment as the cause of today's environnental crises, a
recent Worldwatch Institute book by Brown, Flavin and Post el
attributes the prevailing faith in nore consunptive growh to "a
narrow econom ¢ view of the world."’®> Any constraints on further
growt h are cast by conventional economcs "in terns of inadequate
demand growth rather than limts inposed by the earth's
resources."’® Ecol ogi sts, however, shoul d push beyond
t echnosphere to study the conpl ex changi ng rel ati onshi ps of
organisnms with their environnents, and, for them "growth is
confined by the paraneters of the bi osphere."’™ For Brown,
Flavin, and Postel, economsts ironically regard ecol ogists
concerns as "a m nor subdiscipline of econom cs--to be
"internalized in economc nodels and dealt with at the margins
of econom c planning," while "to an ecol ogist, the econony is a
narrow subset of the gl obal ecosystem"”™ To end this schism
t he di scourse of dangers propagated by the Wrldwatch Institute
pushes to nerge ecology with economcs to infuse environnmental
studies with economc instrunental rationality and defuse
econom cs with ecol ogical systens reasoning. Once this is done,
econom ¢ grow h no | onger can be divorced from"the natural
systens and resources fromwhich they ultimately derive," and any
econom ¢ process that "underm nes the gl obal ecosystem cannot
continue indefinitely,"’ which permits the Worldwatch Institute
to give consummation a green tint.

Wth this rhetorical maneuver, the Wrldwatch Institute
articulates its visions of consummati onal econom cs as the
instrunmental rationality of resource managerialism working on a
gl obal scale in transnationalized registers of application in
order to perfect the wasteful ness of consunptive societies.
Nature is terra(re)formed by Wrldwatch as a cybernetic system of
bi ophysi cal systens, whose terraformations reappear anong today's
nation-states in "four biological systens--forests, grasslands,
fisheries, and croplands--which supply all of our food and nuch
of the raw materials for industry, wth the notable exceptions of
fossil fuels and minerals."’” The performance of these systemns
shoul d be nonitored in anal ytical spreadsheets witten in
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bi oeconom ¢ terns, and then judged in consunmational equations
bal anci ng constantly increasi ng human popul ati on, constantly
runni ng base ecosystem out puts, and hi ghly constrai ned
possibilities for increasing ecosystem output given inflexible
[imts on throughput and input. Wen |ooking at these four
systens, one nust recognize that Nature nerely is a system of
ener gy-conver si on systens:

Each of these systens is fuel ed by photosynthesis,
the process by which plants use solar energy to conbi ne
wat er and carbon di oxide to form carbohydrat es.
| ndeed, this process for converting solar energy into
bi ochem cal energy supports all life on earth,
including the 5.4 billion nmenbers of our species.

Unl ess we manage these basic biol ogical systens nore
intelligently than we now are, the earth will never
nmeet the basic needs of 8 billion people.

Phot osynthesis is the common currency of
bi ol ogi cal systens, the yardstick by which their output
can be aggregated and changes in their productivity
measured. Al though the estimated 41 percent of
phot osynthetic activity that takes place in the oceans
supplies us wth seafood, it is the 59 percent
occurring on land that supports the world econony. And
it is the loss of terrestrial photosynthesis as a
result of environnmental degradation that is underm ning
many national econonies. '

Phot osynt heti c energy generation and accunul ation, then, is to
beconme the accounting standard for submtting terrafornmed
ecologies to environnmentalizing discipline. It inposes upper
limts on econom c expansion; the earth is only so large. The 41
percent that is aquatic and marine as well as the 59 percent that
is terrestrial are actually decreasing in magni tude and
efficiency due to "environnental degradation.” Partly localized
within many national territories as politically bordered
destruction, and partly globalized all over the bi osphere as

bi ol ogi cal | y unbounded transboundary pollution, the terraforners’
system of systens needs gl obal nmanagenent, or a powerful, all-
knowi ng "worldwatch,” to mnd its environnmental resources.

Such requirenents flow fromthe convergence of dangerous
trends, nanely, the estimates of such bi oeconom c accounting that
now are suggesti ng,

40 percent of the earth's annual net primary production
on | and now goes directly to nmeet human needs or is
indirectly used or destroyed by human activity--I|eaving
60 percent for the mllions of other |and-based species
wi th which humans share the planet. Wile it took al

of human history to reach this point, the share could
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double to 80 percent by 2030 if current rates of

popul ation growth continue; rising per capita
consunption could shorten the doubling tine
considerably. Along the way, with people usurping an
ever larger share of the earth's |life-sustaining
energy, natural systenms will unravel faster.’®

To avoid this coll apse of ecol ogi cal throughput, consummativity
as consunptiveness nust end. Human beings nust slow their

i ncreasi ng mass popul ations, halt wasteful resource-intensive
nmodes of production, and |imt excessive |levels of materi al
consunption. All of these ends, in turn, require a neasure of
surveil |l ance and degree of navigational steering beyond the
powers of nodern nation-states, but perhaps not beyond those
exerci sed by sonme postnodern worl dwat ch engaged in the

di sciplinary tasks of equilibriating the "net primary production”
of solar energy fixed by photosynthesis in the four systens to
gl obal consummativity as consummation. Natural resources in the
total solar econony of food stocks, fisheries, forest preserves,
and grass lands are rhetorically ripped fromNature only to be
returned as consummational | y-franmed environnental resources,
envel oped in accounting procedures and encircled by nanageri al
progranms. Worl dwatching presunes to know all of this, and in
knowing it, to have mastered all of its econom c/ecol ogi cal
inplications through its authoritative technical analysis to
perfect consunption as the woul d-be warden of this planetary
sol ar econony. By questioning the old truth regine of nere
consunptive growmh, a new reginme of consummati on for a nuch nore
sophi sti cated ecol ogi cal econony stands ready to reintegrate
human production and consunption in balance with the four

bi ol ogi cal systens.

No | onger Nature, not nerely ecosystem the terraform ng of
our world under this kind of watch truly reduces it to strategic
spaces. As "an environnent," ringed by many ecol ogi cal know edge
centers dedicated to the rational nmanagenent of its assets, the
gl obal ecosystemis to be understood through the disciplinary
codes of green operational planning. The health of gl obal
popul ations as well as the survival of the planet itself
al l egedly necessitate that a bioeconom c spreadsheet be draped
over consummativity on Earth, generating an el aborate set of
accounts for a terraform ng econony of gl obal reach and | ocal
scope. Hovering over the world in their scientifically-centered
astropanopti con of green surveillance, the disciplinary grids of
efficiency and waste, health and di sease, poverty and wealth as
wel | as enpl oynent and unenpl oynent. Fusing geo-economcs with
geo-politics, Brown, Flavin and Postel declare "the once separate
i ssues of environnment and devel opnment are now i nextricably
linked."® |Indeed, they are, at |least, in the discourses of
Worl dwatch Institute as its experts survey Nature-in-crisis by
auditing levels of topsoil depletion, air pollution, acid rain,
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gl obal warm ng, ozone destruction, water pollution, forest
reduction, and species extinction brought on by excessive nass
consunpti on.

Wor | dwat ch terraform ng woul d govern through things, and the
ends things serve, by restructuring today's ecol ogically unsound
system of objects through el aborate manageri al designs to realize
tonmorrow s environnental |y sustainabl e econony in the
ecologically perfected objects of that environnentalized system

The shape of an environnental econony would energe froma
reengi neered econony of environnentalizing practices vetted by
wor | dwat chi ng codes. The individual human subject of today, and
all of his or her things with their unsustainable practices,
woul d be reshaped through a consummati onal environnentality,
redirected by practices, discourses, and ensenbl es of
adm nistration that nore efficiently synchroni ze the bio-powers
of popul ations with the geo-powers of environnents. To police
gl obal carrying capacity, in turn, this environnentalizing |ogic
woul d direct each human subject to assune the nmuch | ess capaci ous
carriage of disciplinary frugality instead of affluent suburban
abundance. Al of the world nust cone under this watch, and the
gl obal watch would police its human charges to di spose of their
things and arrange their ends--in reengi neered spaces using new
energi es at new jobs and | ei sures--around these post-consunptive
agendas.

Sustainability, |ike sexuality, would beconme anot her expert
di scourse about exerting power over life.® \hat the biopower
strategies of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries hel ped
fabricate in ternms of human sexuality now nmust be rei magi ned for
humanity in worsening global conditions of survival as a
perfected consummative survivalism How devel opnment m ght
"invest life through and through”" becones a new sustainability
chal | enge, once biopolitical relations are established, in making
t hese investnents permanently profitable as consummati onal
systens of objects.® Thus, the Wrldwatch Institute issues
panphl et after nonograph after book on the suprene virtues of
bi cycl es, solar power, windmlls, urban planning, or organic
agriculture to reveal the higher fornms of consuner goods
perfection attai nable by the system of objects. Mreover,
sustainability nore or |ess presunes that sone |evel of material
and cultural existence has been attained that is indeed worth
sustaining. This formation, then, constitutes "a new
di stribution of pleasures, discourses, truths, and powers; it has
to be seen as the self-affirmation of one class rather than the
ensl avenent of another: a defense, a protection, a
strengt hening, and an exaltation...as a nmeans of social control
and political subjugation."® Sustainable devel opnent neans
devel opi ng new consummati ve powers through defining a new node
of green subjectivity organi zed around sustaini ng both new obj ect
worlds in a nore survivable second nature and new consunmati onal
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systens for their surviving subjects.
B. The Nature Conservancy

Conpared to so many ot her environnental organizations, The
Nat ure Conservancy (TNC) plainly is doing sonething i nmediate and
significant to protect Nature--buying, holding and guarding | arge
swat ches of conparatively undi sturbed natural habitat. Yet, it
does this in accord with the consuneristic ground rules of the
gl obal capitalist econony. MIIlions of acres, occupying many
di verse ecosystens now are being held in trust by the Nature
Conservancy. This trust is being exercised not only for future
generations of people, but also for all of the new generations of
the plants and animals, fungi and insects, al gae and
m croorgani sns i nhabiting these plots of land. Beginning with
the 60 acres in the Manus R ver Gorge, this organi zation has
protected by direct acquisition and trust negotiations over 7.5
mllion acres of land in North America as well as Central
America, South America, and the Caribbean in over separate 10, 000
protection actions. 1In the past forty years, on pieces as snal
a quarter an acre to as large as hundreds of square mles, the
Nat ure Conservancy in the United States has arranged for the on-
going protection of an area the size of Connecticut and Rhode
I'sland.® G ven that so many ecological initiatives fail so
frequently, this string of successes cannot be entirely ignored.

Nonet hel ess, one nust admt the Nature Conservancy's
achi evenents are perhaps seriously flawed, even though these
flaws reveal much nore about the consunption of public goods
through a private property systemand free enterprise econony
t han they show about environnentalism Because of what has
happened to Nature, how capital operates, and where resources for
change nmust be solicited, the Nature Conservancy does what it
does: consune land to be held "in trust: for Nature. As a
result, the tenets and tenor of the Conservancy's operations as
"an environnental i st organi zation" are those of al nost conplete
conpliance, and not those of radical resistance to the fast
capitalist gl obal econony.

In the Nature Conservancy's operational codes of |and
consunption, a triage systemcones into play. Sone |ands of
Nature are nore "ecologically significant," sone regions are much
nmore "natural areas,"” but sone grounds are far |ess "protectable”
than others. The nethods of the Conservancy show how it
inplicitly sees Nature as real estate properties inasnuch as its
chapters nust constantly grade the acreages they receive--
| abelling some as truly ecologically significant, sonme as plainly
natural areas, some as nerely "trade lands."® The latter are
sold, like old horses for glue or worn-out cattle for dogfood,
and the proceeds can used el sewhere to pronote conservation. In
seeking to preserve Nature, the Nature Conservancy strangely
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oversees its final transformation into pure real estate, allow ng
even hitherto unsal abl e or undevel oped | ands to becone
transubstantiated into "natural areas" to green belt human
settlenments and recharge their scenic visits with ecol ogi cal

signi ficance.

When it asks for land to protect wildlife and create
sanctuary for ecosystens. However, the Nature Conservancy tends
not to detail the ultimate cause of its concern. Protect it from
what ? Create sanctuary fromwhat? The answer is, of course, the
same consuneristic econony that is allowng its nenbers to
accunul ate stock, mail in donations, buy and sell land. |In many
ways, the Conservancy is disingenuous in its designation of only
sonme of its lands as trade lands. Actually, all of its protected
| ands are trade | ands, trading sanctuary and protection here
(where it is coomercially possible or aesthetically inperative)
to forsake sanctuary and protection there (where it is
commercially unviable or aesthetically dispensable). It extracts
atitle for partial permanence froma constant turnover of
econom ¢ destruction anchored in total inpernmanence.® The
Conservancy ironically fights a perpetually |osing battle,
protecting rare species fromwhat nakes themrare and buil di ng
sanctuary from what devastates everything on the | and el sewhere
with the proceeds of its nenbers' successful capitali st
rarification and despoliation.

The Nature Conservancy necessarily enbraces the key counter-
intuitive quality of all markets, nanely, a dynam c in which the
pursuit of private vices can advance public virtues. This
appears contradictory, but it has nonetheless a very valid basis.

It agrees to sacrifice alnost all land in general to
devel opnent, because it knows that all land will not, in fact, be
devel oped. On the one hand, excessive environnental regulations
m ght destroy this delicate balance in | and use patterns. In

accepting the universal prem se of devel opnent, on the other

hand, it constantly can undercut econom c devel opnent's specific
enactnents at sites where it is no |longer or not yet profitable.
Sonme land will be saved and can be saved, in fact, by allow ng,

inprinciple, all land to be liable to devel opnent. Hence, it
needs trade lands to do land trades to isolate sone |and from any
nore trading. In allowng all to pursue their individual vices
and desires in the market, one permts a differently notivated
actor, like the Nature Conservancy, to trade for land, |ike any
ot her specul ator, and develop it to suit its selfish individual
taste, which is in this case is "unsel fish nondevel opnent." This

perversely anti-market outcone satisfies the Conservancy's
desires and ends, while perhaps al so advancing the collective
good t hrough market nechani sns.

Over the past two decades, The Nature Conservancy has grown
by | eaps and bounds by sticking to the operational objectives of
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"preserving biodiversity."? As powerful anthropogenic actions

have recontoured the Earth to suit the basic material needs of
corporate nodes of production, these artificial contours now
define new ecologies for all life forms caught within their
"econony" and "environnent." The "econony" becones a world
political econony's interior spaces defined by technoscience
processes devoted to production and consunption, while "the
environnent,"” in this sense, becones a planetary political
econony's exterior spaces oriented to resource-creation, scenery-
provi si on, and waste-reception.

Nat ural resources exist, but Nature does not. Economc
survival is inperative, but the commodity logics driving it need
to be grounded in sound ecol ogi cal common sense | est the
[imtless dynam sm of commodification be permtted to submt
everything to exchange logics imediately. Tinme is now what is
scarce and centrally inportant in the highly conpressed tine-
space continua of contenporary comodity chains. It is no |onger
a question of jobs versus the environnment, because fewer jobs
will not resurrect Nature. Nature is dead, and the environnent
generating gl obal production assunmes that jobs are necessary to
define it as the space of natural resources. Doing jobs
irrationally and too rapidly, however, is what destroys these
envi ronnents, making jobs done rationally and at an apt pace
ecol ogically acceptable. Consequently, the agendas of
envi ronmental protection nust center on the "question of the
short-termvs. the long-term™ and this is "what the Conservancy
is all about."®®

Nature, in all of its wild nystery and awesone totality, is
not being preserved by the Nature Conservancy. It is, in fact,
dead, as MKi bben and Merchant tell us.® Nonetheless, its
menory m ght be kept alive by the Nature Conservancy at numerous
burial parks all over the nation where glinpses of its spirit
shoul d be renenbered by human beings in a whiff of wild fight,
the scent of a stream or the aroma of surf. This goal may be a
very well-intentioned one; but, in many ways all that the Nature
Conservancy does boils down to serving as a burial society
dedi cated to giving perpetual maintenance and |oving care at a
variety of Nature ceneteries: Forest den, Muntain Meadow,
Virgin River, Jade Jungle, Prairie View, Harnony Bay, Sunny
Savannah, Brilliant Beach, Desert Vista, Happy Hollow, Crystal

Spri ng. As Nature's death is acknowl edged, nore and nore plots
are needed to bury the best bits of its body in gardens of
eternal life. Thus, the call for nenbers, funds, and donations
al ways w Il grow and grow.

This mssion is even nore ironic given the neans whereby it
is funded. Those humans, whose production and consunption had so
much to do with Nature's death, the m ddl e and upper-m ddl e
cl asses, are given an opportunity to purchase sone atonenent for
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their anonynous sins as consuners by joining the Nature
Conservancy. |Indeed, they even can transfer their accunul ations
of dead | abor, and by extension, dead nature, to the Nature
Conservancy to tend the gravesites of that which they nurdered
cheeseburger by cheeseburger, BTU by BTU, freon nol ecule by freon
nmol ecule in their |ethal node of suburban living. Even nore
ironically, the hit nen of these nyriad nurder for hire deal s--or
maj or corporations--also are solicited by the Conservancy to pony
up land, capital or donations to sustain this noble enterprise.
Econony and environment are, of course, not inconpatible, because
this is the circuit of naggot and corpse, buzzard and body, grub
and grave so comon in today's postnodern ecology. Capital and
Nat ure, the dead and living, are inconpatible, but the capital
has won, Nature is dead. All that is left is the zonbie world of
econom es and environnents, or the cash credits inside corporate
| edgers for capital circulation and the ecol ogi cal debits outside
of corporate accounting charged off as externalities. Sone stil
think capitalismhas not yet defeated Nature, but they are

del uded. Everything is environment now, nothing is Nature except
perhaps the | ast reaches of innerspace and outerspace where
aquanauts and astronauts, riding hi-tech robotic probes, have not
yet cone in peace, killing everything before themto then rest in
peace.

Scenery provides legitimation, |and creates a contai nnment
area, and rare ecosystens constitute storage sites for precious
bi ogenetic information. Thus, these consummational nenori al
parks for "nature conservancy" nore inportantly are actually
becom ng a network of cryonic depots. Inside their boundaries,
natural wetware accepts deposits as geone banks, accunul ating
bi opl asm ¢ nenory on the hoof, at the roots, under the bark, and
in the soil of Nature Conservancy protection actions. Nature is
dead, but its environnental remains are put into a cryogenic
statis until sonme future day when science and technol ogy can
bring the full productive potential out of themthat escapes
human devel opment now. At that point, they too wll be rel eased
fromtheir cryonic state to becone the tradel ands of tonorrow as
sone snail, lichen, or bug is discovered to hold a cure for
cancer or the common col d.

Pl ants and ani mal s becone nore than endangered fl owers or
threatened fish; they beconme unknown and unexpl oited econom c
resources essential to human survival. "O all the plants and
animal s we know on this earth,” as one Conservancy supporter
testifies, "only one in a hundred has been tested for possible
benefit. And the species we have not even identified yet far
out nunber those that we have. W destroy them before we di scover
t hem and det ermi ne how they might be useful."% Conservancy
preserves, then, are biodiversity collection centers, allow ng a
free-enterprise mnded foundation to suspend their native flora
and fauna in an ecologically correct deep freeze until scientists
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can assay the possible worth of the ninety-nine untested species
out of each hundred banked in these preserves.

Meanwhi |l e, grizzly bears, bald eagles, and spotted ow s
provide high visibility entertai nment value in anti-consunptive
nature preserves for ecotourists, Conservancy nenbers, and
outdoor recreationists all seeking to enjoy such Edenic spaces.
Still, in "preserving Eden," the Conservancy nore inportantly is
guardi ng nore and nore of the bioplasmc source codes that enable
the wetware of life to recapitulate its existence in the tineless
routines of birth, life, reproduction, and death. Such riches
can only be exploited slowy, but they cannot devel oped at al
unl ess today's unchecked consunption of everything everywhere is
cont ai ned by Nature Conservancy protection actions bringing the
worl d econony to an absol ute zeropoint of inactivity in these
expanses of the global environnent.

C. The World WIldlife Fund

The WAF- US began as a fairly focused canpaign allied with
the world headquarters in Europe to guard endangered wildlife and
its threatened habitats in Africa, Asia and Latin Anerica from
needl ess destruction in the early 1960s. Yet, |i ke many ot her
mai nstream envi ronnental groups, it gradually has evolved into a
| eadi ng exponent of preserving biodiversity during the 1990s. As
Arerica's worldwide wildlife fund, however, its avowedly "third
wave" environnental policies, which purposely construct
col |l aborative links wwth capital and the state rather than
fomenting confrontations with them now increasingly parallel
rhetorics of "w se use."® Such third wave environnental i sm
touts how wi sely used funds at the WAF can protect sonme creatures
of Nature fromdestruction, while, at the sanme tinme, pushing
forward many profitable projects for protecting select wlderness
areas and wldlife species for coomodity uses, albeit in
"sustainable" fornms, as ecotourismdestinations or hunters' prey.

The necessary devel opnent of rare sites in Nature as econom c
resources noves the work of the WAF-US fromthe register of
saving wildness for its own sake to recasting w |l derness as a
mar ket abl e asset. In turn, one nust ask is this the "sonething"
that its donors and supporters really believe nust be done?

The WAF-US chapter in |league with the WAF' s gl obal offices
in Swmtzerland are intent upon preserving sone segnents of the
Earth's biodiversity through planned giving and hi gh-powered
finance, which aimto reconstruct certain natural environnments
around the world as a green endowrent fromthe past to provide
sust ai nabl e i ncone streans of natural resources to present and
future generations. As an endownent system the WAF-US is
generating its own uni que discourses of green governnentality for
managi ng Nature and its resources, as if its many canpaigns to
protect the rainforest, save tigers, preserve rhinos were an
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i nt erdependent famly of nutual funds poised to capture
continuously the charitable dollars of green investors.

Li ke nost preservationi st-m nded ecol ogy groups first
inspired by I UCN habitat protection agendas, then, the WA
essentially is devoted to "Nature preservation,” or creating
smal | reservations of select real estate popul ated by rare
wildlife species in expanses of undevel oped habitat. The ethos
of its aristocratic founders with their experiences as hunters of
trophy animals on ganme preserves remains alive in the WAF' s
approach to Africa, Asia and Latin Anerica as the best sites to
preserve big gane animals. As WAF-US President Kathryn S. Fuller
i ndi cates, the WAF has hel ped "establish, fund or manage nearly
450 parks and reserves world wde, fromthe Wl ong Panda Reserve
in China to Peru' s spectacul ar Manu National Park. The protected
areas WAF- US has supported cover nore than 260 mllion acres of
wildlife habitat--an area twice the size of California."% This
achievenment is highly touted in WAF |iterature, underscoring how
t horoughly the organi zation has rei magi ned Nature as a
bi oresources trust, an ecomutual fund, or an environnental
endownent to be kept under its diligent surveillance as | oosely
hel d i nventories of |and.

The work of the WAW as a result is often ironically seen by
its Anerican managers as a kind of "green man's burden" spreading
t he advances made by conservationists in the United States abroad
because, as Train notes, "there has been al nost total neglect of
t he probl ens outside our borders until the WAF cane al ong. "
Under the presidencies of Russell E. Train, Bill Reilly and
Kat hryn Ful ler, the WAF grew from 25, 000 nenbers with an annua
budget of about $2 mllion in 1978 to a nmenbership of 1.2 nmillion
and an annual budget of $79 million in the m d-1990s by pushing
this ecocol oni alist agenda.® The WA has specialized in
propagating its peculiar global vision in which experts from

advanced industrial regions, like the United States, G eat
Britain, or Switzerland, take gentle custody of biol ogical
diversity in |l ess advanced regions, |like Third Wrld nations, as

benevol ent scientific guardians by retraining the locals to be
reliable trustees of Earth's common endownents in their weak
Third Wrld nati on-states.

I n many ways, the WAF is one of the world's nbost systematic
practitioners of eco-colonialismto reshape Nature consunpti on.
Fromits initial efforts to protect Africa's big fane trophy
animals in the 1960s to the ivory ban canpai gns of the 1990s, WAF
wi ldlife protection prograns have been concocted by snal
comm ttees conposed nostly of white, Western experts, using
insights culled fromanal yses conducted by white, Western
scientists that were paid for by affluent, white, Western
suburbanites. At the end of the day, many Africans and Asi ans,
Iiving near those WAF parks where the endangered wildlife
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actually roamw |l d, are not entirely pleased by such ecol ogi ca
solitude. Indeed, these Third Wrld peoples see the WAF quite
clearly for what it is: "white people are making rules to
protect animals that white people want to see in parks that white
people visit."® At sone sites, the WAF al so pronotes

sust ai nably harvesting animals for hides, neat, or other by-
products, but then again these goods are nostly for markets in
affluent, white, Western countries.

As Train argues, these ecocolonial practices are an

unavoi dabl e i nperative. The WW cane to understand that "the
great conservation chall enges of today and of the future nostly
lie in the tropics where the overwhel m ng preponderance of the
Earth's biological diversity is found, particularly in the noist
tropical forests and primarily in the devel oping world. Al though
the problens may often seem di stance from our own shores and our
own circunstances, we increasingly understand that the biol ogical
riches of this planet are part of a seam ess web of life where a
threat to any part threatens the whole."° In nobilizing such
di scursive understandings to legitimze its actions, the WA has
enpowered itself over the past thirty-five years to act as a
transnati onal Environnental Protection Agency for Wldlife
Consunption to safeguard "the Earth's bi ol ogical diversity,"
internationalizing its managenent of "the biol ogical riches of
this planet"” where they are threatened in territorialities with
very weak sovereignty to protect their sustainable productivity
for territories wwth quite strong sovereignty as parts of "a
\?\/ﬁa{ﬂ ess web of life where a threat to any part threatens the

ole."

On one level, the American WAF frets over biodiversity, but
many of its high Madi son Avenue activities actually aim at
devel opi ng systens of "biocelebrity.” Fromthe adoption of the
panda bear as its official logo to its ceaseless fascination with
hi gh-profile, heavily synmbolic animals, or those which are nost
comonly on display in zoos or hunter's trophy roons, the WA\F-US
has turned a small handful of nediagenic manmal s, sea creatures,
and birds into zool ogical celebrities as part and parcel of
defending Nature. \Wether it is giraffes, elephants, rhinos or
kangar oos, ostriches, koal as or dol phins, hunpbacks, seals, only
a select cross-section of wild animals with potent nmedi agenic
properties anchor its defense of Nature. Special canpaigns are
al ways ained at saving the whales, rhinos or el ephants, and not
nmore obscure, but equally endangered fish, rodents, or insects.
This nobilization of biodiversity, then, all too often cones off
like a stalking horse for its nore entrenched vocations of
defining, supplying, and defending biocelebrity.

On a second | evel, however, the WAF is increasingly devoted

to defending biodiversity, because it is, as Edward O W] son
asserts, "a priceless product of mllions of years of evolution,

36



and it should be cherished and protected for its own sake."%

Even though it should be saved for its own safe, it is not.

W son provides the key additional justification, indicating
inplicitly howthe World Wldlife Fund actually presunes to be
the long-termworl dwi de fund of Nature as the unassayed stock of
bi odi versity is saved "for other reasons,” including "we need the
genetic diversity of wild plants to nake our crops grow better
and to provide new foods for the future. W also need

bi odi versity to devel op new nedicines....a newy discovered

i nsect or plant might hold the cure for cancer or AlDS. "%

W son argues, "you can think of biodiversity as a safety net

t hat keeps ecosystens functioning and maintaining life on
Earth."!® But, as the organi zation operating as the green bank
wi th the biggest deposits froma worldw de fund of Nature, the
WANF aspires to hold many of these bioplasm c assets in ecol ogica
banks as an enduring trust for all mankind. Fuller, is quite
explicit on this critical side of the association's m ssion.
Because "the biological riches of the planet are part of a

seanl ess web of [ife in which a threat to any part weakens the
whol e, " the WAF nmust ensure the integrity and well-being of the
Earth's "web of life," giving it a nost vital m ssion:

Because so nuch of the current biodiversity crisis
is rooted in human need and desire for economc
advancenent, it is essential that we work to bring
human enterprise into greater harnony w th nature.
Short-sighted efforts at econom c devel opnent that cone
at the expense of biodiversity will inpoverish everyone
in the long run. That is why, in addition to
establishing protected areas and preserving critical
wildlife popul ati ons, WA uses field and policy work to
pronote nore rational, efficient use of the world's
preci ous natural resources. "

Faced by an extinction wave of greater pervasiveness than any
confronted during recorded history, the WAF-US nobilizes the
assets of biocelebrity to leverage its |limted guardi anship over
the planet's biodiversity, because we nay see as much as one
gquarter of the Earth's biodiversity going extinct in twenty or
thirty years. Even so, the WAF fails to realize how closely its
defense of the rational, efficient use of precious natural
resources as third wave environnentalismmay contribute to the
extinction of biodiversity. And, the conspicuous consternation
of the WAF permits a focused fixation upon biocelebrities to
occlude this fact for those who truly care about Nature--as |ong
as it is equated with rhinos, tigers, and el ephants.

WAF ecotourismremanufactures Nature into consunmati ona
reserves, transformng habitat into assets, flora and fauna into
operating plant, and indi genous conmunities into entrepreneuri al
st akehol ders or, even worse, underpaid site managers, for globa
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ecoconsummati on. Nature conservation becones a gane, and
everyone invol ved becones a player for the WAF. In fact, the
WAF' s wor | dwi de banki ng powers over Nature's biological riches as
i nt erdependent mutual funds collateralizes the ecotourism
bargain. As the WAF decl ares, the deal is dangerous, but
potentially very rewarding, inasnmuch as "for many rura
communities and | ocal and national governnents, the boom ng
travel industry is a rich resource for cash-starved econom es and
an inportant devel opment tool that can foster conservation by

gi ving communities an econom ¢ stake in the nonconsunptive use of
their natural resources. "'

The WAF- US bel i eves pushing econom es beyond primary and
secondary sectors of production into tertiary "nonconsunptive
uses of natural resources” in the |leisure and recreation business
will provide jobs that offer "people financial incentives to
protect, rather than exploit or destroy, natural resources."'®
From the WAWF' s gl obal perspective of providing |ocal regul ation
vi a gl obal conservation, these planned neans of consummati onal
appropriation are the "wi se use" of Nature, because "these jobs
are often better and | ast |onger than occupations |ike |ogging
and m ni ng because they focus on the preservation and w se use of
natural resources, not their extraction."!®™ Froma W\ s
regul ati oni st perspective, these jobs are usually worse and
| onger suffering, because they pay nuch | ess than | oggi ng or
m ning, and | ock |ocal economes into |lowyield, |owvalue
addi ng, low status service sector activities. Nonetheless, the
ecotouristic strategy does reveal how one dinension in the WA s
vision of nature's "w se use" works. An (un)wi se (m s)use of
extractive industries pronoting the hyperconsunptive use of
natural resources cannot be taken seriously as "w se use."
| nstead, the protection of ecosystens in Nature preserves, which
host | ow i npact sustainable cultivation of flora and fauna in
traditional economes or high-traffic flows of conscientious
ecotourists, becones the sine gqua non of "w se use" for WAF
wildlife fund managers worl dw de.

As coequals in the circle of life coevolving in the webs of
bi odi versity, human bei ngs nobly becone anot her ani mal bei ng
responsi bl e for other animal beings. Thus, the Wrld Wldlife
Fund, becones the key trustee of an international famly of
mut ual funds for creating and operating these little wldlife
worlds all over the planet. |Its consummuational agenda for a
transnati onal ecocol onialism pays out as a post-consunptive
envi ronnment al reservation systemwhere the Earth's | ast remaining
w | derness and wildlife becone the tanelife habitats and
i nhabi tants of exotic biodiversity.

This is pathetic, but it is where whatever was once "wld

nature” is now left. The wse use of Nature boils down to
containing only a few of the nost egregi ous instances of the
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unw se abuse of select charismatic nmegafauna by detaining a few
survivors in little wildlife worlds all over the planet. And, in
the current political environnent, which increasingly favors

| egi slative noves to roll back any serious Nature preservation
initiative, even this ecocolonialist work of the WAF now can only
be appl auded. The WAF is caught within the sane gl oba
capitalistic econony that pronotes pollution, poaching, and
profit, but its consummational good deeds advance the
reproduction of global capitalismat all other unpreserved sites,
shifting the role of the WAF fromthat of anti-consunptive

resi stance on a local level to one of pro-consunmati onal
rationalization on a global scale.

D. The Sierra C ub

The Sierra C ub deserves much credit for the good work that
it has done to preserve many natural sites in the United States
since 1892. Its highly effective | obbying canpai gns have saved
countl ess natural places from permanent destruction, while
hi ghlighting the vital inportance of environnental agendas to
| arger national audiences. |If the Sierra Cub did not already
exist, then it perhaps would be necessary to invent sonething
like it. Fromits early days and in its current activities,
however, one can find several causes for the Sierra Club's fairly
extensive involvenent in transnational capitalisms
consummat i onal reimagi ng of Nature as environnent. The signs are
everywhere, but they are particularly suggestive in its cultural
acts and artifacts. W only need to reread the Sierra Cub's
Sierra nmagazine, its popul ar cal endars, or sone Sierra Cub
direct mail appeals to find traces of these deeper
contradictions.

Since 1892, the Sierra Cub has doggedly defended it
original programs for valorizing "the Geat Qutdoors" as sites
for leisure pursuits by popul arizing outdoor activities,
organi zing W | derness outings, and defending particularly
inportant natural sites. Qutings into California's H gh Sierras
were first organized by John Muir and WII| Col by, as David Brower
suggests, "to get people into the w |l derness where they coul d
have fun and fall in love with the wild. Becom ng nmuch nore
national in scope after the 1960s, the Sierra Club al so becane an
inportant player in many different w | derness protection actions
all over the nation through the 1990s in Al aska, Florida,
Appal achia, and California. Al of these actions sinply continue
the 1951 Sierra Cub charter: "to explore, enjoy and protect the
Si erra Nevada and ot her scenic resources of the United States,"
amending its original goals of exploring, enjoying and rendering
accessi bl e the nountain regions of the Pacific Coast.'

Here, one finds what is the essence of the Sierra Club as a
envi ronnmental organi zation today. Wile the Worid WIldlife Fund
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or Nature Conservancy have devoted many of their energies to the

cultivation of "charismatic negafauna,” |ike tigers, whales, or
rhinos, to preserve Nature, the Sierra Cub has identified
speci al environnental sites, like the G and Canyon, Yosemte,

California Redwood forests, as "nedi ageni c ecotopes” to be

proj ected as endangered nature to the nation's consuners and
voters. Despite its newfound engagenents at protecting

wi | derness across the United States, the nost enduring conm t nent
of the Sierra Club seens to be this unending devotion to
protecting Nature from being reduced to "agro-industri al
resources" by transformng it through vivid i mage-riven
projections into "scenic resources,” which, in turn, need to be
expl ored and enjoyed in those special ways that the Sierra C ub
renders accessi bl e.

"OfF all nodes of representation,” as Shapiro asserts,
phot ography clearly is the one "nost easily assimlated into the
di scourses of know edge and truth, for it is thought to be an
unmedi ated sinul acrum a copy of what we consider 'real'."' Few
i deol ogi cal formations have exploited this property in
phot ography as expertly as the green gaze of the contenporary
Sierra Club in its coffeetable books, wildlife cal endars,
magazi ne phot ol ayouts, or direct mail. Indeed, the Sierra Cub's
own cel ebration of Nature through spectacul ar nature photography
is particularly problematic. On one level, there is no denying
many of these inmages are striking evocations or breathtaking
clarity. Hoping to see such sights in person and up cl ose noves
many to aid in the protection of Nature. Yet, on another |evel,
nothing in Nature is ever is this perfect, and many of these
i mges are highly manufactured. That is, the Sierra Cub's
"spectacul ar nature photography” is nore accurately a system of

fabricating "photographic nature spectacles.” Finding
"medi ageni ¢ ecotopes,” Iin sone ways, requires the Sierra Cub to
continually engage in "ecotopian nedi agenesis.” Nature is

continually reinvented through Iight and shadow mani pul ati ons, or
col or and contrast machinations; it is how and where a Sierra
Club vision of the good Iife and paradise brings into life a
perfected set of images, synbols, and signs to stir up interest,
devotion and | oyalty.

The nodern Sierra Club, as it forced its way onto the

nati onal stage, has generated a popul ar sense of greater Nature
accessibility through mass-run phot ography-and-prose print
products. This strategy began in 1960 with This is the Anerican
Earth by Ansel Adans and Nancy Newcal |, which were followed

qui ckly by Cedric Wight's Wrds of the Earth, Ansel Adans These
We Inherit: The Parklands of Anerica, Eliot Porter's "In
Wl dness I's the Preservation of the Wrld" (a match of Thoreau
wi th Nature photography), and Richard Kauffnman's Gentle W|I dness:
The Sierra Nevada (a mx of Miuir's witings with color shots of
the Sierras). Brower saw how effective these nedia were as
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mechani snms for propagating the green gaze of the Sierra C ub
anong the powerful and/or influential:

When you have phot ographers |i ke Ansel Adans and Eli ot
Porter, and witers |ike Wallace Stegner, Loren Ei seley,
Nancy Newhill, and Rachel Carson appearing an organi zation's
magazi ne and publishing books under the environnmental

banner, the high ground is easily captured. Those speci al
books won many of our battles for us, sitting there on the
coffee tables until people of great power | ooked into them
and began to understand. *°’

Wt hout such suprenme visions of Nature, its benefits often are
over | ooked; yet, with the green gaze of Sierra C ub photography,
and in spite of its many problens, this new way of seeing Nature
t hrough ecot opi an nedi agenesi s becane popul ari zed as a potent
power / know edge formati on.

The phot ographi c rei magi nati on of Nature, in fact, is one of
the Sierra Cub's nost potent consummati onal weapons. Since the
1950s and 1960s, when its first photographi c books were used to
show why conservation now is so vital by presenting perfect
i mges of what m ght be | ost to hydroel ectric dam buil di ng,
clearcutting | oggers, or ski resort developers, the Sierra Cub
uses high-quality photography for many purposes: constructing
pristine imges of Nature, nobilizing political support,
affirm ng organi zati onal val ues, guidi ng outdoorsmanistic
practices, popularizing outing destinations, defending
environnental sites. One of the well-nmeaning Sierra O ub
menber's prinme directives is centered on the fusion of nature
outing with nature photography: "leave nothing but footprints,
take nothing but pictures.” The Sierra Cub green gaze | ooks
t hrough canera viewfinders, which finds views of Nature as "great
pictures."” GCetting outside by foot, horseback or canoe to be
somewhere worthy in the green gaze of being photographed
constitutes, in many ways, the essence of Sierra C ub nmenbership
as nmenbers work to preserve places that can still be recogni zed
as being as natural, wild or pristine as various Sierra
phot ogr aphers have conposed them Photography also permts
Nature's often very unscenic raw stuff to be represented with the
right lighting and canera angles as "scenic resources." The
Sierra Club's real ideological task, therefore, has been
reconstructing the mani fold appearances of real Nature as very
unscenic stuff to conformto its particular fetishization of
green signs and synbol s as hyperreal "scenic resources.” Nature
cannot sinply exist as such; it nust be constructed, distributed,
and stabilized to fit those categories of pristine spectacularity
which Sierra Cub has chosen to assign to the great outdoors.

The Sierra Cub has resisted the raw consunptive
i ndustrialization of Nature in order to advance its nore
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sophi sticated informationalization of Nature as scenic
consummat i onal i nmages. Instead of being a storehouse of
materials, it becones a term nal destination with aesthetic

val ues and synbolic worth, because its "renewi ng resources"
provi de an entertai nnent site, a communi cations resource, an
informational utility. These applications can unfold al ongside
the industrial econony; indeed, an informational sector needs
material inputs and outputs fromits engines of growh to
function. Nonetheless, this organization does not stand for
appropriating and processing Nature as atons; instead, it works
to transformit into imges, signs, ideologies that can serve
many profit agendas in other ways. Thus, "the Sierra Cub"/"w se
use novenent" contradiction perhaps is nore of an odd internal
capitalist contradiction between "tertiary" informational and
"secondary" industrial sectors of the same overdevel oped advanced
econony rather than a real face-off between pre-industrial forces
of "the environnment" versus hyper-industrial partisans of "the
econony. "

To reinterpret the corporate colonization of everyday life
over the last century, Leach maintains that "whoever has the
power to project a vision of the good life and make it prevail
has the nost decisive power of all. In its sheer quest to
produce and sell goods cheaply in constantly grow ng vol une and
at higher profit levels, American business, after 1890, acquired
such power and, despite a few wenching crises along the way, has
kept it ever since."' The Sierra Club often is tagged as one of
the nost effective opponents of this Revolution, but a closer
| ook raises doubts. Leach suggests that many hands were needed
to turn America into a consuner society; indeed, it clearly
devel oped as a "consequence of alliances anong diverse
institutions, noneconom c and econom ¢, working together in an
interlocking circuit of relationships to reinforce the
denocraticization of desire and the cult of the new "*°

From bi g banks to hotel chains, major corporations to
national universities, trade unions to departnent stores, Anerica
changed after the 1890s. |ndeed, "after 1895, stores, mnuseuns,
churches, and government agencies were beginning to act together
to create the Land of Desire, redirecting aspiration toward
consuner |ongings, consuner goods, and consuner pleasures and
entertai nnments."*® On one level, the nodern Land of Desire was
constructed "in-doors" within the nodern industrial city in
contradistinction to the traditional "out-doors" pursuits of
rural agrarian life. On another |evel, however, Nature too has
been remanufactured as consuner |ongings, consumer goods, or
consuner entertainnents, appearing as "outdoors" activities. O
the many brokers pronoting this change, the Sierra C ub obviously
has been overl ooked. Yet, at the end of the day, the Sierra
Club's "nature outing"” relies upon its own uniquely
out door smani stic spectacul ari zation of Nature; |ike corporate
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consunerism its nedi agenic ecotopes offer "a vision of the good
life and of paradise" in imges, synbols, and signs that stir up
interest at the very least, and devotion and loyalty at the
most. "' Sierra dub nenbers are devoted to Nature, but their
devotion typically assunes outdoorsmanist fornms as their

|l oyalties often rest nore with "nature outings"” than with Nature
as such.

In many Sierra Club activities, the Land of Desire is
sublated into a desire for land, a fixation upon accessing the
nost desirable | ands, or a desiring of new | ands whose
undevel oped wild status equals fine sites for the good |ife of
getting what John Miuir called Nature's "good tidings." Getting
out there, preparing for being there, and equi pping for special
ki nds of a sport-based becom ng once there all tap deeply into
"the transformation of Anmerican society into a society
preoccupied with consunption, with confort and bodily well -being,
wi th luxury, spending, and acquisition, with nore goods this year
than | ast, nore next year than this."'? As counterintuitive as
it my seemat first blush, the Sierra Cub is basically about
consummativity--getting nore nature outings this year than | ast,
and nore next year than this. The Sierra Cub nenber is an
out door smani st, or one who consunes his or her time and energy to
get outdoors where confort and well-being are realized as a
hi ker/rock clinber/kayaker/ canper/ phot ographer who acquires mles
wal ked/ first ascents/rivers run/canps nmade/ pi ctures taken

Gradually in the Land of Desire, the Sierra Cub's

out doormani stic | eisure outings have noved toward sonethi ng new

a place or space that is nmuch nore like "Club Sierra." Like
Club Med's bid toits clients to "go native" or "get wld," Cub
Sierra is a national organization for an elite group of high-

m nded, outdoorsmanistic individuals intent upon enjoying
t hemsel ves outdoors, particularly at special, select, secluded
sets of limted access Nature sites. |In fact, Nature reverence
is nobilized to serve this desire of such lands. For a world of
perpetual nmotion in notion, Sierra C ub photographs offer
out door s- m nded consuners conpelling i mages of high-profile

pl aces to go, things to do, sights to see in a geographic imaging
systemof pristine purities. Disingenuously, the Sierra dub
poses as being conservationist, or anti-market in orientation,
when it is, in fact, niche marketing for Club Sierra at its nost
superl ative pitch

Sierra Club culture is the perfected culture of consunption
conducted outdoors. At one level, this organization can pose
credibly as a green force, pretending to oppose the advanced
i ndustrial ecol ogies of energy-intensive, resource-wasting,
over devel opnent-centered cities, grow ng by |eaps and bounds
around the planet. Such industrial lifestyles often are
portrayed by big business or desperate politicians as the
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f oundati onal bedrock of contenporary urban life in which anything
worth doing is done indoors; indeed, "w se use" novenent culture
is often sinply the culture of consunption conducted indoors. '3
Whet her one sinply beconmes a couch potato at honme in the big-
screen TV room a sports fan in sone urban doned stadium or a
mal | rat at the regional shopping center, the only life worth
l'iving happens inside. Hence, Nature nust be (un)w sely (ab)used
to mintain it. O course, nore inportantly, the consunptive

i ndustrial order wwth its own powerful bloc of owning and
managi ng cl asses, depends upon cultivating and then supplying the
needs required to sustain this system But, on a second | evel,
the getting to these outdoors regions, the sporting practices
approved once one arrives, and the imagination of Nature as

pl aces to go or things to do in the Sierra Cub's consunmmati onal
culture all are four-square centered upon the sanme consunmativity
that drives indoorsmanistic being.

Sierra photos unfortunately | ook too good, because they are
too good. Wiile things appear natural, trees often are pollution
stressed, the soils are laced with heavy netal deposits, the
streans are dying fromacid rain, and the skies are shot through
w th ozone holes. Sierra photos nust be contested as the utopian
proj ections of ecotopian nedi agenesis, creating innmages of a
somewhere so perfect they really are nowhere.'™™ The Sierra
Cl ubs' outdoorsnmen pretend to be able to secure this perfection,
even though each one of their eco-tourismtrips to New Zeal and,

t he Yukon, Nepal, the Gal apagos, or New Guinea in search of these
goals is little nore than a slickly packaged industrial pollutant
wr apped up as a high-end personal statenent "to protect the

bi osphere. "

V. Envi ronmental i smas the Hi ghest Stage of Capitalism

Al'l of these environnentalizing initiatives reveal different
aspects of Nature's infrastructuralization in the disorganized
and i nconpl ete transnati onal canpai gns of environnentalized
capital's terraform ng prograns. The actions of the Wrl dwatch
Institute, the Nature Conservancy, or the Wrld WIldlife Fund, or
the Sierra Club are frameworks within which a new habitus with
its own environnentalized social relations of production and
consunption can cone alive by guarding habitat as the suprenely
perfect site of habitus. As Baudrillard observes, "the great
signified, the great referent Nature is dead, replaced by
envi ronnent, which sinultaneously designates and designs its
death and the restoration of nature as sinmulation nodel....we
enter a social environnment of synthesis in which a total abstract
communi cation and an i mmanent mani pul ati on no | onger | eave any
point exterior to the system"'® Rendering wildlife, air, water,
habitat, or Nature into conplex new systens of rare goods in the
name of environnmental protection, and then regulating the social
consunption of themthrough ecol ogi cal activism shows how
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mai nstream environnental i sts are serving as agents of soci al
control or factors in political econony to reintegrate the
intractabl e equations of (un)w se (ab)use al ong consummati onal
rat her than consunptive |ines.

Putting earth first only establishes ecol ogical capital as
the ultinmate basis of life. Infrastructuralizing Nature renders
everything on Earth, or "humanity's honme," into capital--1and,
| abor, animals, plants, air, water, genes, ecosystens. And,
mai nstream environnental i smoften beconmes a very special kind of
"honme eco nom cs" to manage humanity's indoors and outdoors
househol d accounts. Household consunption is always hone
consunption, because human econom cs rests upon terrestri al
ecologics. Here the roots of ecol ogy and economi cs intertw ne
t hrough "sustai nabl e devel opnent,"” revealing its truest double
significance: sustainably managing the planet is the sane thing
as reproducing terrestrial stocks of infrastructorialized green
capital. \Wether or not environnentalists prevent the unw se
abuse or pronote w se use of natural resources is imuateri al
everything they do optim zes the sign value of green goods and
serves to reproduce gl obal capital as environnentalized sites,
stocks or spaces--an outcone that every Wrldwatch Institute
State of the Wirld report or Club Sierra ecotour easily confirns.

Li kewi se, the scarcity neasures of Nature Conservancy or Wrld
Wl dlife Fund scare canpai gns show how everything now has a
price, including wldlife preservation or ecol ogi cal degradation,
whi ch gl obal markets will mark and neet in their (un)w se (ab)use
of environnentalized resources.

Newer ecol ogi cal di scourses about total cost accounting,
i fecycl e managenent, or environnmental justice may sinply
articulate nore refined efforts to sustai nably devel op these
bi gger gl obal processes of universal capitalization by accepting
smal | correctives against particular capitalist interests.
Adm tting that poor people have been treated unjustly in siting
deci sions for environnental bads lets rich people redistribute
t hese ecol ogical costs across nore sites so that they m ght
benefit fromthe material and synbolic goods created by being
just so environmental. Environnental justice novenents perhaps
are not so nuch about attaining environnmental justice as they are
about noving injustices nore freely around in the environnent,
assuring the birth of new consunerisns for increased efficiency
at risk managenent and broader participation ecol ogi cal
degradation in our terraformed Nature.

I n conclusion, Foucault is correct about the network of
governnmental ity arrangenents in the nodern state. State power is
not "an entity which was devel oped above i ndividuals, ignoring
what they are and even their very existence," because its
power / knowl edge has indeed evolved "as a very sophisticated
structure, in which individuals can be integrated, under one
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condition: that this individuality would be shaped in a new
form and submitted to a set of very specific patterns."!®

Produci ng di scourses of ecological living, articulating designs
of sustainabl e devel opnent, and propagating definitions of
environnental literary for contenporary individuals sinply adds

new twi sts to the "very specific patterns” by which the state
formation constitutes "a nodern matrix of individualization. "
The energent regi ne of ecol ogi zed bio-powers, in turn, operates

t hrough ethical systens of identity as nuch as it does in the
policy machinations of governnental bureaux within any discretely
bordered territory. Ecology nerely echoes the effects from "one
of the great innovations in the techniques of power in the

ei ghteenth century,” nanely, "the enmergence of 'population' as an
econoni ¢ and political problem"?"®

Once denography energes as a science of statist
admnistration, it is statistical attitudes can diffuse into the
nuneri cal surveillance of Nature, or Earth and its nonhuman
i nhabitants, as well as the study of culture, or society and its
human nmenbers, giving us ecographies witten by the Wrl dwat chers
steering effects exerted fromtheir astropanopticons through
every technoscientific space.' Governnent, and now, nost
i nportantly, superpowered statist ecol ogy, preoccupies itself
with "the conduct of conduct," particularly in consunerisnis
"buyi ng of buying" or "purchasing of purchasing." Habitus is
habitat, as any good product semanticist or psychodenographer
knows all too well. The ethical concerns of famly, community
and nation previously m ght have gui ded how conduct was to be
conducted; yet, at this juncture, "the environnent" serves
i ncreasingly as the nost decisive ground for normalizing each
i ndi vi dual ' s behavi or.

Envi ronments are spaces under police supervision, expert
managenent, risk avoi dance, or technocratic control. By bringing
environmental i stic agendas into the heart of corporate and
government policy, one finds the ultimte meaning of a police
state fulfilled. |If police, as they bound and observed space,
were enpowered to watch over religion, norals, health, supplies,
roads, town buildings, public safety, liberal arts, trade,
factories, |abor supplies, and the poor, then why not add
ecol ogy--or the totality of all interactions between organi sns
and their surroundings--to the police zones of the state? The
conduct of any person's environnental conduct becones the initial
limt on other's ecological enjoynents, so too does the conduct
of the social body's conduct necessitate that the state al ways be
an effective "environnental protection agency." The ecol ogical
domain is the ultimate domain of unifying together all of the
nmost critical fornms of life that states nust now produce,
protect, and police in eliciting bio-power: it is the center of
t heir enviro-discipline, eco-know edge, geo-power.'®® Few sites
in the system of objects unify these forces as thoroughly as the
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purchase of objects fromthe system of purchases.

Mobi i zi ng bi ol ogi cal power, then, accel erates exponentially
after 1970 along with global fast capitalism Ecol ogy becones
one nore formalized disciplinary node of paying systematic
"attention to the processes of life....to invest life through and
through"*** in order to transformall living things into
bi ol ogi cal popul ations to devel op transnational commerce. The
t remendous expl osi on of gl obal econom c prosperity, albeit in
hi ghly skewed spatial distributions, after the 1973/1974 energy
crises woul d not have been possible w thout ecology to guide "the
controlled insertion of bodies into the machi nery of production
and the adjustnent of the phenonena of population to economc
processes. "'® An anantano-politics for all of Earth's plants and
ani mal s now energes out of ecology as strategic plans for
terraf ormati ve managenent through which environnmentalizing
resource managerialists acquire "the nmethods of power capabl e of
optim zing forces, aptitudes, and |life in general w thout at the
sane time making themnore difficult to govern. "'

To nove anot her step past Foucault's vision of human
bi opower, these adjustnments in the resourcing of Nature as
environnmental i zed plants and animals to that of transnati onal
capital are helpful to check chaotic systens of unsustai nable
growh. In becom ng an essential subassenbly for transnational
econom ¢ devel opnent, ecol ogi cal discourses of power/know edge
rationalize conjoining "the growh of human groups to the
expansi on of productive forces and the differential allocation of
profit"” inasmuch as popul ati on ecol ogy, environnental science,
and range managenent are now, in part, "the exercise of bio-power
inits many forms and nodes of application."* |ndeed, a
post nodern condition perhaps is reached when the |ife of al
species are wagered in each one of humanity's market-centered
econom ¢ and political strategies. Ecology, which did energe out
of the traditional |ife sciences, now circulates within "the
space for novenent thus conquered, and broadeni ng and organi zi ng
t hat space, nethods of power and know edge" as green disciplinary
i nterventions, because the state has "assuned responsibility for
the life processes and undertook to control and nodify them "

In the end, terraform ng tendencies suggest that we cannot
adequat el y understand the nobilization of geo-econom c and geo-
political discourses in present-day regines, like the United
States of Anerica, w thout seeing how many of their tactics and
institutions assunme "environnentalized" nodes of operation as
part and parcel of ordinary practices of governance. Strategic
Environnental Initiatives, despite Vice-President Gore's
protests, already are standard operating procedures. To preserve
the political econony of high-technol ogy production, nmany offices
of the Anerican state and all transnational firnms nust function
as "environnental protection agencies" inasmuch as they fuse a
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green geo-politics of national security with a grey geo-econonics
of continual growh to sustain existing industrial ecol ogies of
mass consunption wth a wi se use of Nature exercised through
private property rights. Habitus is habitat, but habitat now

al so defines or directs habitus. Conservationist ethics,
resource managerialism and green rhetorics, then, congeal as an
unusual | y cohesive power/know edge formation, whose (un)w se

(ab) usef ul ness becones an integral elenment of this fascinating
new regi me's order of social normalization.
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