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No alternative solvency.  Individual eco-socialist actions can’t shift society.  the threshold for their alternative solvency should be extra high if they can’t point to a specific mechanism.
Nicholas LOW Architecture @ Melbourne ‘2 “Ecosocialisation and environmental planning” Environment and Planning A: 34 p. 50-51

The problem for capitalism, O'Connor thinks, is that ``individual capitals have little or no incentive to use production conditions in sustainable ways, especially when faced with economic bad times of capital's own making''. Therefore, ``precisely for this reason, labor, environmental and other social movements challenge capital's control over labor power, the environment, and the urban'' (1994, page 165). ``Put simply, the second contradiction states that when individual capitals attempt to defend or restore profits by cutting or externalizing costs, the unintended effect is to reduce the `productivity' of the conditions of production, and hence to raise average costs'' (page 165). The proposition that protection of the environment entails costs that may provoke an economic crisis is contrary to most EM theory. The latter tends to emphasise either the cost savings arising from environment-saving activitiesöas in home insu- lation, which results in savings in energy and carbon emissionsöor the potential for environmental regulation to stimulate new demands and new industriesöfor instance, for fuel-cell-powered cars. A Polanyian approach would take the question of economic crisis or economic stimulus to be dependent upon many local factors, including the existence of institutions to manage such industrial transitions. Hence the economic crisis is a contingent rather than a necessary factor in transformation. Harvey (1996) criticises the alleged Malthusian tendency in the work of O'Connor and others (Benton, 1992; Perelman, 1993). He does not deny the idea of natural limits to economic growth in the mode of `business as usual' so much as argue in favour of the human capacity to adapt to natural limits. Hence he writes, ``To declare a state of ecoscarcity is in effect to say that we have not the will, wit, or capacity to change our state of knowledge, our social goals, cultural modes, and technological mixes, or our form of economy, and that we are powerless to modify either our material practices or `nature' according to human requirements'' (1996, page 147). The question, though, is how this adaptation will take place. The crisis tendency which stems from the natural conditions of production manifesting in economic crisis is a stimulus for social change, but it guarantees nothing. Political subjects and their normative ideas (the `will, wit', etc) are required to bring about a transition to ecosocialism. 4.2 Political subjects? Few Marxists are particularly forthcoming about who is going to drive the transition and with what normative ideas. Joel Kovel is one who is. The project of ecosocialism, he writes (2000), is to restore the primacy of use value over exchange value. Use values Ecosocialisation and environmental planning: Polanyian approach 49 are defined and realised in historically specific ways. The capitalist market economy appropriates use values by turning them into commodities whose use for the capitalist is to enable the appropriation by the capitalist of the surplus value generated by labour. ``Use value is a kind of relationship; it signifies appropriation between humanity and nature, and within humanity as part of nature'' (page 12). In the language of Polanyi (1957), just as the market society `disembedded' humans from nature, so ecosocialism reembeds humanity in nature. In less abstract terms Kovel offers a `prefiguration' of an ecosocialist society that would seek use values. In such a society the field of economic activity is homogeneous rather than ``making the field divisible so that it can be parcelled out'' (Kovel, 2000, page 9). Many unquantifiable valuesösatisfactionsöare added rather than the field of economic activity being monetised and quantified, and also a process of working with nature rather than maximising control and predictability, and an emphasis upon quality rather than quantity. An example is the organic farm, run cooperatively, without hierarchy, and `with labor not subjected to the law of value'. Mollison's permaculture is cited with approval (Mollison, 1988). Freedom, play, nonauthoritarianism are posited as values. In spite of Kovel's desire to discuss the `transition' to ecosocialism (signalled in the title of his paper), and notwithstanding his important idea of prefiguration, he still does not tell us how a society organised on capitalist market lines is going to change into a ecosocialist one. He does not explain how the small-scale working examples of ecological communes already developing within market society are going to replace the market and capital as the dominant mode of economic life. 


