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Contention 1 is Communities 

Energy is everything, the entire universe. Our lives and bodies both generate and produce energy. The question is towards what end do we produce that energy? How do we generate the material resources necessary for massive social change? Van Jones offers an answer…

Van Jones (the incredible dude who Kerpen fucked over, interviewed by the Public Rhetorics and Permanent War research collective) 9

(Mirpuri, A., Feldman, K. P. and Roberts, G. M., Antiracism and Environmental Justice in an Age of Neoliberalism: An Interview with Van Jones. Antipode, 41: 401–415)

 PRPW: We've been asking scholars, artists, and activists to discuss their own ideas about the utility of the concept of permanent war, given their own work in various fields. In your case, we're interested in hearing your ideas on the value of this concept in dealing with questions of mass incarceration, the over-criminalization of African Americans, the possibilities of de-carceration, as well as militarized policing, police brutality, and your own maneuverings in trying to forge political alliances in addressing these problems today.

 VAN JONES: I think that permanent war is a good description of the reality of the times that we're living in. It's not just a war on a physical level. It's also a war of ideas and at the level of the human spirit. Are we primarily going to order our affairs based upon fear and control, or are we primarily going to order our affairs on the basis of partnership, collaboration, and some kind of faith in each other if not a higher power? It is a war. I think the “surveillance security state” is another buttressing concept. We have this kind of seamless web of repression now from the Mission District in San Francisco all the way to Baghdad, where you have organized state violence and surveillance inside the US borders, at the US border, and beyond the US border, a massive series of organizations that are primarily about controlling human bodies, controlling human minds. When they talk about police and prisons, there's an incredible expansion of police and prisons inside the United States, and not just the number of police and the number of prisons, but policing authority and policing technology. That's within the US border. At the US border you have figuratively and literally the construction of an apartheid wall and all the vigilante violence associated with that now. And then beyond the US borders you have both covert and overt US military skullduggery that is apparently trying to prop up the failing petroleum-based economy. So the concept of permanent war is with us.

At the same time, I say it's with us as a policy ideal on the part of the people who are presently in charge. I don't accept that the permanent war needs to be permanent. I do think that with all tyrannies and attempted tyrannies the seed of destruction is planted not within the tyranny itself but within the human spirit. I have a two-year-old son who can testify to that, in terms of how hard he works to subvert any of my attempts to control him. I think we're all like that.

With regard to Green Jobs Not Jails, that's a very specific strategy that may be silly. We don't know if it's actually going to work. I think it's in the right direction.

 PRPW: As I'm sure you're aware the Green Jobs Not Jails campaign can be criticized for operating within the constraints and the demands of a market-based rationality. This criticism can be directed at its entrepreneurialism, where social and racial justice can be cast in terms of profit, value, and investment. It strikes us that it's the same conceptual market rationality, if not the same set of practices, that govern much of the US war strategy on the one hand, and the strategy that criminalizes and incarcerates communities of color on the other. Why have you chosen this particular mode of political engagement? What have you seen come out of it that has been valuable, despite it being a strategy that critics of neoliberalism would argue further entrenches racist social structures as it attempts to reshape them? What have been some of its unforeseen effects and how have you worked through them?

 VAN JONES: Given the social, ecological, and spiritual crises that the human family is facing at this point, a complete transformation of all our social systems is necessary. By that I mean we need change on a revolutionary scale in emancipatory directions. I'm opposed to any and all systems of exploitation and oppression, including racism, sexism, capitalism, fascism. That's the starting point of the conversation, not the end point of the conversation.
Part of the problem that we see is that in the United States, we have a very adolescent approach to politics on the Left. People are a lot more clear about what they're against than about what they're for. I've fought over the past five or six years to really escape that trap of being all opposition and no proposition. At some point, people who have real concerns about social justice, concerns about ecological crisis, and concerns about the deepening despair in our society have to propose something that's actionable. Otherwise, we leave the field of practical politics to forces with which we're opposed. I've seen for the past 10 or possibly 20 years the most far-sighted big-hearted progressives lock themselves into marginal fringe activity that has really no hope of breaking out and engaging the millions of working-class people that need to hear from progressives. Fundamentally, as much as the Green Jobs Not Jails is a reaction against mass incarceration and economic injustice and environmental devastation, it's also a reaction against a particular style of Left politics that offers no practical program and no coherent set of policy proposals. I'm trying to thread a particular needle here.

That being said, my view is that there is a struggle going on within the upper echelons of US capital. It is a struggle that can be characterized as between the military-petroleum complex that's still the dominant bloc of capital, and greener less polluting forms of capital. You saw the outlines of that fight here in California with the recent ballot measure, 87. Hollywood and Silicon Valley put on the ballot a tax on California's oil industry to pay for investment in clean energy and clean energy research and development. That's one bloc of capital. Silicon Valley's traditionally more libertarian, Hollywood's traditionally more liberal, but they jumped into the political arena to try and tax the oil producers to get money to fund the kind of capitalist economic activity that they find more sustainable. They put 40 million dollars on the table. The big oil companies came in and put 100 million dollars on the table to successfully stop that ballot measure, here in liberal California. That's the sort of overt example of what I'm talking about.

There is a battle that is going on at the level of US foreign policy, where similar blocs of capital took similar positions on the invasion of Iraq, and tussled it out in the 2004 and 2006 presidential and congressional races. As these blocs of capital fight it out, one holds out the prospect of eco-apocalypse, while the other holds out the prospect of some kind of eco-capitalism. From our point of view, we'd probably call it eco-apartheid, because it would be, left to its own devices, just as unjust and just as exploitative as gray capitalism or suicide capitalism, which may extend our tenure on the planet by several decades.

So there's a question there. I think people who are concerned about the poor, concerned about working-class people, concerned about marginal constituencies, concerned about the left out, the laughed at, the left behind, we have to make a decision. Do we want to weigh in on the side of either of these blocs of capital or do we want to fight them both, and just say we don't like capitalism, we don't like business, we don't like enterprise, we don't like entrepreneurship, and so there's no discernable or meaningful difference between either bloc, and we'll have a policy that we'll fight against all forms of capital and all capitalist arrangements? That's a choice. It's a valid choice and some people make that choice. There's another choice that says, go see Inconvenient Truth, look at the stuff with Katrina, look at the numbers and the data. You see us in tremendous peril facing ecological catastrophe. The Left probably should be on one side on that.

Furthermore, you see tremendous promise. A lot of these less-polluting technologies can really employ a lot of people, can really increase and expand the gainfully employed part of the working class. So perhaps we should weigh in and say, We are picking sides. We think that the government right now is on the side of the biggest problem-makers in the US economy. The government is on the side of the polluters, the extractors, the clear-cutters, the incarcerators, the war-mongers. We want the capitalist government to be on the side of the problem-solvers of the US economy, the eco-entrepreneurs, the people who are trying to develop solar and wind and biodiesel, the community leaders who are pursuing restorative justice and the coaches and the counselors who are doing more to help kids with pennies than the jailers are doing with dollars. We're gonna pick sides.

We're gonna roll up our sleeves and get into the fight, and by getting into the fight we're going to transform that fight by being more consistent advocates of the truly left out, the new untouchables in our society, who are the formerly incarcerated. You don't have to call someone the N-word anymore; you can just call them a felon. If the Left is to weigh in on one side and say, let the whole thing fall apart and everything will work out better when it all falls apart … I saw what happened in New Orleans. I don't believe that. I don't believe everything works out better when it all falls apart, and certainly not from the position of relative organizational ideological weakness that the Left is in right now.

So there are going to be some Leftists on one side, God bless them, that will have some impact and they'll be a part of this overall process of developing a hopefully pro-democracy movement that can defeat these authoritarians and put us back on the path towards some kind of sanity in foreign policy, if we ever had any sanity there. Hopefully, they'll play some role, but I don't see them doing very much. I see them talking a lot, to each other, and I don't see them putting forward actionable programs that engage broad bands of people at the levels where people are suffering social injustices and lack of equity and opportunity, the ecological crises and cancer clusters as an epidemic environmental health concern. We can try and picket outside of an incinerator, but then somebody comes out and says, “You're going to cost me my job. Where am I going to work?” And then we're stuck, and we've been stuck there for almost 40 years. And then you can't escape the spiritual crisis, the deepening despair, and the hopelessness, and the frustration, and the apathy.

My view is that I'm happy to be wrong. I'm happy to be attacked from the Left for this, because I don't think that the Left is engaged with the US working class anyway. I'm happy to go forward and say we're picking sides in this fight among capitalists, we're going with the little green Davids against the big gray Goliaths on this one. We actually think that the world would be better off if the government was on their side than on the side of the extractors and exploiters and warmongers. We're going to insist in that deal that we're going to get living-wage union jobs out of it, that we get opportunities for ownership and wealth creation for people out of it, and that the health benefits don't just benefit the wealthy suburb that can afford solar but that also find their way to benefit the communities that they come from.

Is that in and of itself an anti-capitalist agenda? No. Does it reinforce some of the delusions and illusions of the market? It certainly does. But does it put us in a posture where we're able to make unusual and unlikely alliances across racial justice, mainstream white environmentalists, the progressive wing of US capital, the progressive labor unions like the electrical workers that are going to be responsible for installing solar, and to create a new center of gravity in US politics that is more favorable to democratic forces than authoritarian forces? It just absolutely has that potential.

One of our challenges on the Left is that we don't think ecologically. We think in a binary: is this idea right or wrong? Does this idea help the exploiters or does it help the exploited? When you actually study successful movements, revolutionary, radical, and otherwise, what you find is an ecology of ideas, an ecology of actors, an ecology of approaches, with different critters doing different things. We have an exterminationist view on the Left, which is, once you identify the binary, what's right-wing and what's left-wing, even among a coalition of all left-wing forces, then you try to annihilate the other side, make them wrong, push them out of the coalition, talk bad about them. What that does is it keeps us in a fringe subculture, keeps the best people in the country who have the least attachment to the way things are in a downward spiral with themselves. Often on college campuses, people talk about the movement. When you really map out who they're talking about, you can draw it up on a board, they're talking about maybe 2000 people that are in their line of sight, in their rolodexes. A credible opposition movement anywhere in the world has to get to about 10% before it's even a factor. Ten percent of the US population of 300 million is in the tens of millions. Take Northern California, the Bay Area, eight million people, you put all the counties together. To get to 10% of that, or 1% of that, there's not a single progressive organization in the Bay Area that can count that high, once you get beyond labor. This is a real problem for the Left. We have so many bright people, so many young people, who have pierced the veil in their own minds of bourgeois delusion, who in their own minds have seen through the illusions of the market, who in their own minds have taken a stand for and with the poor and the exploited of the world, and all this great stuff. But they can't do anything, except send email to their friends. At a certain point that has to change. And it can't change in the direction of moving further to the left, because the only thing you can do further to the left is to set yourself on fire in front of some building or turn to some kind of bizarre clandestine underground thing. There's nothing further Left to do.

At some point, people have to start saying OK, let's think about this thing as revolutionaries have throughout the years. The struggle's going to proceed in stages. What stage are we in right now? What's the primary contradiction of the stage that we're in right now? What do we predict about future stages? What can we do now to put ourselves in the best possible situation in future stages? I would argue that in the stage that we're in right now, the primary contradiction is between broad pro-democracy forces versus the authoritarians, the military–petroleum complex and their alliance with the religious fundamentalists. That's the primary contradiction, and our forces will be radically disadvantaged and undermined if the authoritarians win.

You have to have some kind of formula for a united front between all of our tiny little campus-bound intellectuals and not-for-profit-bound activists. There has to be some kind of organized effort between us and the other forces, the MoveOn.orgs, the SEIU, and other forces. And one then has to articulate an action program that can unite a critical mass of the progressive pro-democracy forces on a footing most favorable to us.

To me, that's what Green Jobs Not Jails is. It tries to hold out the two worst aspects of capitalism, the authoritarian exploitative capitalism vs a less authoritarian less exploitative capitalism. To me, if you walk around, read the newspaper, talk to people, that's what up for this stage. So the question then is: can you articulate a program? My program is Green Jobs Not Jails, because it addresses the two worst aspects of the present US reality: we have throw-away people, throw-away neighborhoods, throw-away children, thrown into prison, and we also act as if we have a throw-away planet. The answer to both the social and the ecological crisis is somewhere in the direction of less ecologically devastating forms of economic life. Are the green jobs all in co-ops, in collectives? Is it Green Starbucks? It has to be argued through. But it is fundamentally the people who agree that we shouldn't throw away a whole generation of black and Latino kids in prisons and worse, morgues, and that we shouldn't be treating the planet like a throw-away can. We should probably all talk; we should probably all work on something. It doesn't mean that some of us aren't going to be studying other stuff, or advocating more radical demands. But you can probably get stuff done, you'll mature your own forces, and you'll learn about how other sectors of society work.

We find the specific manifestation of Van Jones’ call in the Evergreen Cooperative’s Ohio Solar Project.

Inner city Cleveland is the model that forges connections between academia, global cooperatives, and direct local empowerment

Arterian (Capital Institute) 12
(Susan, The Field Guide to Investing in a Resilient Economy: Cleveland’s Evergreen Cooperatives, Apr 10, http://www.csrwire.com/blog/posts/364-the-field-guide-to-investing-in-a-resilient-economy-clevelands-evergreen-cooperatives#)

Cooperation Out of Collaboration  The Evergreen Cooperatives began as an unusual partnership among the Cleveland  Foundation, the Democracy Collaborative at the University of Maryland, the Ohio  Employee Ownership Center at Kent State University, and the anchor institutions of  Cleveland’s Greater University Circle.  These organizations recognized that many of the initiatives they had undertaken to  address poverty in the community—including transit-oriented development and  affordable housing—had failed to create new wealth in the community. The Evergreen Cooperatives emerged out of their search for a more  effective solution.  Small Coops Serving Large Institutions  When these collaborators got down to the nuts and bolts of deciding which cooperative businesses should be the first off the launching pad,  they considered first which would best meet the procurement needs of the large, local anchor institutions like the Cleveland Clinic and  University Hospitals.  Requirements:  1. Cooperatives had to employ, at maximum build out, at least 50 workers, most of whom would be expected initially to require intensive onthe-job training.  2. The cooperative would also need to support workers at an hourly wage of at least $10.50 plus healthcare at no cost to workers.  3. Must be in a growing sector where "green" credentials could be leveraged to competitive advantage.  4. Be profitable enough to allow workers to accumulate at least $65,000 into their personal capital accounts at the end of eight years.  The first two Evergreen cooperative businesses--the Evergreen Cooperative Laundry and Ohio  Cooperative Solar (now repositioning itself as an energy services company) -- were launched in  October 2009.  The third, Green City Growers, a hydroponic food production greenhouse, is expected to harvest  3 million heads of lettuce and 300,000 pounds of herbs annually. The Neighborhood Voice, a  not-for profit community newspaper, has become an effective vehicle for communicating the  Evergreen Vision. A medical records scanning coop is now also in the pipeline.  

Taking A Cue From Mondragon  Evergreen has adopted a number of the principles and structures of the famed Mondragon group  of cooperatives of Spain. For example, it has established an umbrella organization, modeled on  Mondragon’s, to be the keeper of the cooperative “vision” and to be a source of continuity for all  of its cooperative enterprises, present and future.  Evergreen is also putting in place a financing vehicle, similar to Mondragon’s Caja Laboral Popular Sociedad Cooperativa de Credito, to provide  funding for the expansion of existing coops and seed capital for new ones one.  “What we have learned from Mondragon is a way of relating to capital, a sense of our responsibility as stewards of it,” says Ted Howard,  cofounder of the Democracy Collaborative and a key Evergreen strategist.  “That means preserving and enhancing it and passing it on to the next generation rather than maximizing short-term returns, flipping  ownership or breaking it up. It is an extraordinary vision with sustainability at its heart.”  

Creating New Businesses, Creating New Lives  A high percentage of Evergreen employee/owners were formerly among the ranks of the long-term  unemployed. Some hold prison records or have struggled with substance abuse.  One of Evergreen’s greatest challenges but also one of its greatest achievements has been giving these  individuals the opportunity to participate in a community- and life-altering work experience. As Howard  says, they truly understand that they have the opportunity to be “actors in history in their own lifetimes.”  Medrick Addison, one of Evergreen’s first employees and now operations manager for the Cooperative  Laundry, explains how the Evergreen vision translates into the criteria used to select the employees who  are invited to become coop members.  “We want people who really get those intangibles,” says Addison, “who get what this initiative means to this community and to  Cleveland, and that you won’t get rich overnight. I can teach them a lot of skills, to run the machines, that isn’t hard, but to get them to  understand what this is really about is something else.”  He sums up his own and his fellow employee/owners aspirations: “The eyes of America are upon us. We have to make this work.”

This model is being taken up by other oppressed communities like Dorchester, Boston but a lack of funding prevents them from getting off the ground. Energy cooperatives are crucial to shift existing movements away from defensive environmental justice activism into actual empowerment
Giancatarino (Coordinator for Research and Advocacy, Center for Social Inclusion) 12
(Anthony, Community Innovation In Boston, August, http://www.centerforsocialinclusion.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/08/Boston-ESCO-Case-Study.pdf)
Communities of color have been environmental activists for decades. These are communities most often   victimized  by  poor  environmental  planning,  regulations, and  decision]making.    In  the  last  twenty  years,   communities of color in the Boston area have united and won a Boston]wide plan  to  run buses on cleaner   burning fuel, stopped a diesel fueled power plant from being located across from the only elementary school   in the diverse Chelsea neighborhood, and ended illegal dumping of trash and toxic materials in abandoned   lots throughout the communities of Roxbury and Dorchester. 

Communities  of  color  acting  as  environmental  justice  advocates  have  continued  to  work towards  energy   improvements  by  supporting  community  focused  policy  development. The  Green  Communities  Act,  a   statewide  policy  passed  in 2008, opened  a  new  door to social entrepreneurship  – applying entrepreneurial   strategies  to  solving  social  problems  for  the  public  good.  Social  entrepreneurship  is  one  of  the  ways  communities of color have gone beyond fighting bad decisions to promoting positive solutions.  Forming a   Green Justice Coalition, environmental and economic advocates argued, “Small pockets of greening cannot   meet this goal [of 80% efficiency].  To transform our energy system on this scale, all communities must have   broad and deep engagement of residents and workers.”  
With  hopes  of  making  this  statement  a  reality,  three  Coalition  members  from  Boston  – Alternatives  for   Community and  Environment  (ACE), Chinese Progressive Association  (CPA), and Boston Workers Alliance   (BWA) – formed a partnership. The three non]profits believed that communities of color would not be fully   included in efficiency efforts because almost all the energy service companies responsible for implementing   efficiency  programs  under  the  Act are  not  located  where  people  of  color  live,  such  as  the  Roxbury  or   Dorchester neighborhoods (see: figure 1).   From an economic perspective, case study participants further noted that the lack of a local weatherization   business may be a reason why many youth of color from the neighborhood, trained for weatherization, have   difficulty  finding  work.    Without  a  local  weatherization  business,  young  neighborhood  residents  who   graduated  from  green  training  programs  must  go  out  of  the  area  to  find  a  job,  a  challenge  for many  in   Roxbury and Dorchester, where 15% ] 35% of the population does not have access to a car and rely on transit   for job opportunities.  
To fill these gaps in environmental impact and access to green jobs, the three non]profits are collaborating   to  create the  Boston  Energy  Service  Cooperative  (BESC).      BESC  would  retrofit  and  weatherize  homes  of   low]income residents.  It would also be a community]owned business employing local men and women and  providing them with a democratic, one person/one vote decision]making process.  This need is significant;  especially as  unemployment  for  communities  of  color was  double  that  of White  communities prior  to the  recession.   
Continues…

BARRIERS TO SUCCESS  Overall, two years into the conception of the project, the BESC is still a plan and not a formed cooperative   due to challenges around capacity and financial access.  These are not unusual challenges for start]ups, but   they are often greater for communities of color thanks to fewer educational opportunities, less access to fair   credit, and  fewer established  relationships with  the  financial  sector resulting  from a long  history  of  public   and  private  disinvestment  in  their  communities.  In  addition, these  same communities  have  to  overcome   external skepticism about their capacity.   
For  example,  accessing  financial  resources  stacks  the  deck  against  many  communities  of  color.   Historically White communities  have more assets  to leverage private capital and more access  to  decision]  making processes that result in vital investment and infrastructure building, compared to Black, Latino, and   Asian communities.  Research shows  that the median White household has an accumulated wealth that is   over $100,000 more than that held by the median Black or Latino household.  17 The  lack  of  such  wealth  and  assets  are  reasons  why  cooperatives  can  be  such  an  attractive idea.    Communities  can pool assets,  share  resources,  and  find  innovative  ways  to  support  their  local economies   and build wealth from the ground up.  Unfortunately, cooperatives are not always eligible for or engaged by   government  programs.    Furthermore,  cooperatives  face  burdensome  steps  to  access  financial  resources   from  private  lenders  because  private  companies  often  prefer  a  greater  share  of  investment compared  to   what cooperatives can offer.  18    

Lack of Capacity  BESC  has a  business  plan,  but  the  participating  organizations cannot afford  dedicated  staff  to move  from   planning to execution. ACE, CPA, and BWA are contributing the limited time of existing staff, all of whom   have  many  other  assignments  and  responsibilities.  They  have  not  had  resources  to  pay  Ballantyne, their   business  consultant, who  has had  to  volunteer  her  time  to  develop  the  project, which  limits  her ability  to   move it forward. 

Plan: The United States federal government should offer all necessary financial support for non-profit community-based wind and solar cooperatives in the United States.

Contention 2 is Labor

A transition to renewable energy is inevitable but the question who gets the profit and who benefits from that energy will be one of the most important factors giving shape to our future economies, cultures, and societies
Oceransky (the founder and Director of Yansa CIC and an Ashoka Fellow. Former Coordinator of the World Wind Energy Institute. He spent ten years working with indigenous and peasant community organisations on several continents) 10
(Sergio, THE YANSA GROUP Renewable Energy as a Common Resource', in Sparking A Worldwide Energy Revolution, ed. Koyla Abramsky, pg 608-9)

We find ourselves at the very beginning of another shift of historic proportions: the return to renewable energy as the primary source of energy for all human activities. The most visible reasons for this change are climate change and fossil fuel depletion, but the main driver will soon be the market. Renewable energy generation becomes cheaper each year, since the technology costs fall and the energy source is free (at least for the time being), while the costs of fossil and nuclear energy tend to rise. Wind energy is already competitive, in market terms, in locations with a good wind resource that are close to appropriate power grids, and it will soon be competitive in many more areas. Solar energy might compete with fossil fuels in only two decades, and perhaps even sooner.
The ownership and power relations that evolve around renewable energy sources will be one of the most important factors giving shape to our future economies, cultures, and societies. Over time, territories rich in renewable energy sources will be of key strategic importance; and bitter conflicts could therefore develop over their control. Fortunately, a positive scenario may be realized if we make use of several factors that can contribute to a community‑driven transition to renewable energy.

And leaving the transition to for-profit ownership leads to massive labor exploitation and militarism

Abramsky (visiting fellow at the Institute of Advanced Studies in Science, Technology and Society; fmr. coordinator of the Danish‑based World Wind Energy Institute) 10
(Koyla, Racing to "Save" the Economy and the Planet: Capitalist or Post​ capitalist Transition to a Post‑petrol World?, in Sparking A Worldwide Energy Revolution, ed. Koyla Abramsky, pg. 26-7)

The third important consequence is that leaving the transition process to the market is likely to be increasingly coercive and conductive if competition is left to determine who controls the last of these resources and for what purposes they are used. This means competition between workers globally, competition between firnis, and competition between states. This translates to massive inequalities, hierarchies, and austerity measures being imposed on labor (both in and outside the energy sectan); massive bankruptcies of smaller firms and concentration and centralization of capital; and last, but not least, military conflicts between states.
 Accepting a market‑based phase out of oil and coal is accepting in advance that the rising price of energy and a transition away from coal and oil is paid by labor and not capital, when in actual fact the question of who pays still remains to be determined. The answer will only come through a process of collective global struggle, which occurs along class lines within the world‑economy. It is important to correctly identify these lines of struggle at the outset, otherwise it will be a struggle lost before the fight even begins. Collectively planning energy use and fossil fuel phase‑out is proving to be an enormously difficult social process, but it is likely to be far less socially regressive if based on cooperation, solidarity, and collectively‑defined social needs, rather than if it is based around competition and profit
On the other hand, as the renewable energy sector expands globally, it is becoming increasingly dear that the only possible basis for an emancipatory transition towards renewable‑energy is by ensuring that a significant proportion of the sector is held under common or public ownership for non‑commercial use. This includes the relevant infrastructures, technologies,, and knowledge. It is likely that as the sector expands, so too will struggles over its ownership. Of particular importance here is the struggle for non‑commercial technology transfer against the iron straitjacket of the international patent regimes.

Failure to ensure collective, community, cooperative ownership of renewable energy leads to exclusion, dispossession, violence, and racial exploitation
Abramsky (visiting fellow at the Institute of Advanced Studies in Science, Technology and Society; fmr. coordinator of the Danish‑based World Wind Energy Institute) 10
(Koyla, SPARKING AN ENERGY REVOLUTION Building New Relations of Production, Exchange, and Livelihood in Sparking A Worldwide Energy Revolution, ed. Koyla Abramsky, pg. 642)

The global flows of knowledge, raw materials, money, and labor that shape the sector are undergoing a far‑reaching and highly‑uneven restructuring. The division of labor, workforce, and market ‑associated with the renewable energies sector globally is still relatively small and young compared to most other global industries The long term evolution of tl)e global workforce, market, and ownership structures within the industry is still a very open question; it could develop in many different directions. However, this outcome will not be determined either by chance or by good intentions, but rather by the outcome of struggles for control of the sector. It will be a struggle that places states and companies in competition with one another. It will also be a competition between workers (both waged and unwaged) and their communities. Much depends on the degree to which technology transfer is a commercial process or a non‑commercial one, which itself will only be determined by the outcome of struggle. Five key factors that decide the outcome of the transition will be: the struggle for territorial control over areas rich in renewable energy resources; the ability to create a skilled worked force; the struggle to control workers in the sector, and their struggles against being controlled; control over the knowledge and technology; and access to the necessary capital.

Since we are in such an early phase, it is still possible for communities, social and workers' organizations to have a major influence in shaping the future renewable energy economy. There is a great need to understand and support the emerging movements working for the collective, autonomous, and decentralized control of the expanding sector. It is still very small relative to other energy sectors, and the bulk of the renewable energy infrastructure remains to be built. As such, the next years offer a window of opportunity to ensure that a significant share of the sector can, in fact, come under common ownership and benefit emancipatoiiy social processes. However, time is short, and unless appropriate, globally‑reaching interventions are made very soon the window will likely be quickly dosed.

As the book has sought to make dear, a transition to renewable energies might well be carried out on the backs of communities who live in territories that are rich in renewable energy sources, and workers who produce the necessary infrastructure. This is already leading to new forms of exclusion, dispossession, violence, and exploitation, or at best the draining of these resources for use elsewhere. The current expansion of the world‑market is an attack on rural communities throughout the world. Whereas fossil fuels and nuclear energy resources are found in a small number of locations, renewable energy resources are broadly spread throughout much of the planet, giving increased strategic importance to large parts of the rural world. This means that the quest far renewable energy could result in a new and perhaps unprecedented landgrab by companies and investors, which would create the potential for even more extreme patterns of displacement and appropriation of land than other forms of energy have done.

This is already occurring with alarming rapidity and brutality due to the rapid global expansion of agrofuels produced for trade in the world‑market (rather than for local community‑controlled consumption). To a lesser extent, it is also occurring in relation to wind. In particular, the dependency of urban areas (where large quantities of energy are consumed) on rural ones (who produce it) is becoming an increasing point of conflict, Therefore renewable energies, in addition to offering emancipating possibilities for constructing autonomous and decentrilized energy systems, also represent a new threat for rural communities (especially indigenous and Afro‑descendent), making them increasingly vulnerable to loss of control of their territories and even displacement
 As described in these pages, struggles over territory; labor, and ownership, ate all becoming central in shaping the global expansion of the renewable energy sector. A transition, predominantly based on the collective and democratic harnessing of renewable energies, has the potential to result in a significant decentralization of energy production avd equalization of access. Communities and individuals could assume greater control over their territories, resources, and lives enabling an emancipatory social change that is based on the construction of autonomous relations of production, exchange, and livelihood. This is especially so for rural communities, which, in theory at least, are ideally located to benefit from renewable energies and to lead the way, since they are richest in natural resources such as wind, sun, biomass, rivers, seas, animal wastes, etc. And this can happen astonishingly fast if communities are given the appropriate tools.

Governmental support for cooperatives at the national level is crucial to generating the material and social conditions necessary for a broad scale, revolutionary transmutation
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What is both possible and long overdue, however, is taking some initial steps to deepen a long term strategic debate about bow, and for what purposes, wealth is produced and distributed in society, and how people's subsistence needs are met, as part of a shift to a new energy system. flrough a process of debate, we will hopefully be able to slowly develop collective interventions that contribute to these goals, so that in the medium term, as the economic‑financial and ecological crises deepen, we might be able to do what is not possible now, and collectively plan production and consumption, based on a class struggle that brings together workers (both waged and unwaged), communities, users of energy, and the energy intensive sectors across the hierarchically divided division of labor. This will be an important step towards binging about a profound democratization of how wealth is produced and distributed throughout society. Furthermore, unless the discussion on production is reopened, it is very likely that the "solutions" found to the economic‑financial crisis will be extremely authoritarian.

 While common or public ownership of either fossil or renewable energy sources, or energy‑intensive industries will almost certainly not guarantee a larger process of emancipation, it nonetheless could offer an important material basis from which to pursue such wider changes. And, in this regard, much work remains to be done in order to collectively appropriate the skills, money, and infrastructure necessary to ensure that movements are able to bring large sectors of the energy sector, both renewable and otherwise, under collective autonomous control.

The International Energy Agency has called for an "Energy Revolution." Well, let them have one. But let's make it an anti‑capitalist one.

In less than fifteen 'years, a number of highly active, imaginative, visible, and above all effective global anti‑neoliberal and anticapitalist networking processes have come into existence. They are based on a coming together of people who are engaged in wider social, political, economic, and cultural struggles aimed at collective emancipation from oppressive and discriminatory relationships that are characteristic of today's world‑economy. Great efforts have been made to create common global spaces for simultaneously denouncing inequalities and coercive centralized power structures, while seeking to construct alternative social relationships based around solidarity; diversity, and autonomy. In particular, the following organizational processes stand out has having played an important role: the World Social Forum, People& Global Action, Via Cempesina, Indymedia,.and the different global initiatives of the Zapatistas. Although these processes, each with their own different internal dynamics and slightly differing political perspectives, have all been very significant, they are merely the tip of the organizational iceberg.

In the little over fifteen years of their existence, these initiatives have had very rapid and far‑reaching successes. They played an enormous role in strengthening communication and opening up an ongoing conversation that seeks to build common, yet diverse, political perspectives between large numbers of different and fragmented social struggles in many different countries. Importantly, great attention is paid to principles of self‑organization, autonomy, diversity, and non‑hierarchical organizing, which creates a very fertile context for many new organizations, networks, and collectives to spring up. Another of their successes is that in just a few short years, they achieved the seemingly impossible; in the midst of a triumphallst, postCold War, capitalist rhetoric, they dared to denounce capitalism. Furthermore, their efforts were so successful that they rapidly plunged the system and its major global institutions into a crisis of legitimacy. Institutions such as the World Bank, International Monetary Fund, the World Trade Organization, World Economic Forum, and G‑8 are increasingly unable to hold theft summits without major protests, immense security costs, and harsh media criticism. The same is true for summits relating to multilateral and bilateral free‑trade agreements. These institutions are not just facing a crisis of legitimacy, but also deep existential crises.

And now, with the onset of the economic‑financial crisis, which these globally networked struggles predicted and anticipated, there is a far wider questioning of both the inevitability and desirability of capitalisnfs continued existence. Increasingly, the crisis is developing a political dimension as legitimation structures are coming under greater strain. This raises the urgent necessity for these global networking processes to enter into theft next phase, a phase that is proving to be extremely complex and difficult Movements are faced with the task of moving beyond the exchange of information and protest coordination toward building long term autonomous and decentralized collective relations of production, exchange, and consumption. In parjicular, the financial‑economic crisis reveals the urgently necessary, but enormously difficult, task of massively reducing our dependence on financial institutions. The financial institutions, which in any case only offered security to small numbers of people throughout the world, now offer it to even fewer. And it is becoming increas​ ingly hard to survive in the world of waged work. However, the process of collectively disengaging from these structures and creating alternatives is a huge task, especially in the core capitalist countries where people's daily lives are so intertwined with this world.

It will only be possible to break our dependence on money if we are able to build major capacity in the non‑commercial and mutual support‑based satisfaction of our basic needs. Especially important in this regard are food, energy, water, shelter, health, education, social security, and pensions. This will be necessary in order to reduce our dependence on waged labor, For this to happen, it will need to reach a far greater collective capacity than currently exists. And, paradoxically, this means that movements will have to be able to access large sums of money, infrastructure, skills and knowledge, as well as many other sources of wealth‑again, on a far greater scale than movements are currently able to muster. In a nutshell, it will require a concerted worldwide effort to acquire key means of generating wealth and sustaining life.
In order to build collective self‑reliance in a way that does not create long term dependencies, a twin‑pronged approach necessary. On the one hand, there is the need to struggle to greatly expand the provision of collective social wealth by public institutions, namely local governments, states, and regional or multilateral bathes and agencies. This can take the form of demanding public funds and an increasing share of public wealth, as well as access to interest‑free and unconditional loans that could enable movements to buy and run collectively‑controlled and non‑commercial sources of wealth generation in the areas described above. It will be necessary to create strong enough mobilizations and enough pressure on national governments and international institutions to force these concessions. However, rather than being understood as final goals, such strategies are merely stepping stones towards building autonomous capacity and it will be necessary to fight for such resources in ways that maintain autonomy and avoid cooptation. 

And, on the other hand, it will be necessary to use these resources to contribute to a broader and more long term process of social reconstruction and transformation based on a fundamental shift of power relations from the grassroots upwards. In particular, as has already been discussed in relation to energy specifically, it is becoming increasingly important to once again place the seizure of the key means of production (and reproduction) at the heart of revolutionary strategies, both with and without compensation.

Governmental support of cooperative community wind development helps ensure energy decisions are made in micro-level deliberations, focused on the good of neighborhoods, not corporations. It’s no panacea, the myriad pressures of everyday life will always provide pushback, but it is a concrete and powerful tool to help reshape communities on their own terms
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Renewable energy is still young. Technology and tariff aspects have found reasonable solutions, but now we have to develop generally‑acceptable organizational structures for decentralized ownership for the common good.

Particularly important here are local cooperatives. These are autonomous associations of persons united voluntarily to meet their common economic, social, and cultural needs and aspirations through jointly‑owned and democratically controlled enterprises.
All over the world, millions of people have chosen the cooperative model of business enterprise to enable them to reach their personal and community development goals. Cooperatives provide 100 million jobs worldwide‑20 percent more than multi‑national enterprises. The cooperative movement brings together over 800 million people around the world. The United Nations estimated in 1994 that the livelihood of nearly 3 billion people, or half of the world's population, was' made secure by cooperative enterprises. These enterprises play significant economic and social roles in their communities. They create and maintain employment, providing income. In addition to being responsible for producing and supplying products and services to their members, they also serve the communities in which they operate.

Cooperatives are autonomous, self‑helping organizations controlled by their members. If they enter into agreements with other: organizations, including governments, or raise capital from external sources, they do so on their own terms, ensuring democratic control by their members and maintaining their cooperative autonomy.

By putting cooperative principles and ethics in practice, they promote solidarity and tolerance, and as "schools of democracy," they promote the rights of each individual. In many countries, and in a variety of activities, cooperatives are significant social and economic actors in national economies, and contribute to the well‑being of entire populations at a national level.

 The common‑good solution should be given a key role in the decentralized autonomous future‑providers of heat and electricity. These will utilize combined‑ solu‑tions of solar, bioinass, wind energy, and storage of energy, as no renewable energy solution can stand alone. In Germany, and in Denmark since 1998, wind power is strongly profit‑oriented. A new class of green investors is emerging, and they are not residents in the communities where they make their investments. In the early stage of implementation this may be a workable procedure, but for the total transition to a renewable energy society; the local residents must take leadership.

The operation ‑of autonomous renewable energy systems for community supply should ideally be a service that is provided by local cooperatives. Like the supply of water, local district heating,‑public transport, and other parts of the public infra‑structure, cooperative ownership will re‑establish the necessary general acceptance of especially big wind turbines at the local level. Like in many other walks of life, decentralized ownership of energy solutions by cooperatives will be seen as generally acceptable the world over.

We can learn from the past 100 years of practice that the state should promote 'public regulation in favor of local and collective ownership of basic public services. This includes energy. This non‑capitalist approach is in line with the promotion of the common good in most democratic societies. 'Considering the scale and complexity of the transition to a 100 percent renewable energy system, and its urgency; it is only realistic to look for publicly‑owned solutions to undertake this task.
For cooperatively‑owned wind turbines, public planning with expropriation of the necessary areas for wind turbines will be a normal practice, as is currently the case with power pylons, waterworks, and similar areas of public interest It is already standard practice to provide monetary compensation when areas are being designated for the common good. This should also be the case in the wind energy sector when they are defined, not as investments for profit, but for the common good. Not‑for‑profit, traditional cooperatives will fulfill such criteria, and the guild ownership 'model, as it has been practiced in Denmark for some decades, cannot be considered as cooperatives in this sense. Only some of the local residents invest in the guild, such as in the Middelgrunden example described above, and they do so to obtain a private source of income, rather than to supply the community in general with clean, local energy. In contrast, the approximately 200 local, combined heat and power units were established as pure cooperatives. Their board members are elected and do not have individual economic interest in the investment, but work for the benefit of the community that is served by the CHP. Legislation that expropriated areas can only be used for local, public‑owned wind turbines must be put in place.

This would be a decisive contribution to attaining local acceptance and make wind energy more competitive.
Legislation must also instruct utilities to buy the electricity from wind turbines at a price determined by the government and guaranteed for a minimum of twenty years. Such laws are used in the most successful wind energy countries. This would be a serious incentive for the local cooperatives to actively be a part of the development of autonomous renewable energy solutions that can offer a complete renewable energy package including wind power.
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