
Ce texte  constitue  ma  réponse  au  débat  suscité  chez  les“     écolomarxistes     ”   
américains  à  la  traduction  en  anglais  de mon  texte  “  L’ecologie  politique  et 
l’avenir  du  marxisme  ”.  

From  Marx  to Ecology  and  Return?
A Brief  Reply  

By  Alain  Lipietz

It is  a  rare  privile g e  and  a  piec e  of  fun  to  se e  on e ’ s  paper  at  the  center  of  a  forei gn  de b at e.  The  
firstdifficulties  ste m  fro m  translati on.  The  w or k  of  K.P. Moseley  se e m e d  to  m e q u it e  go o d ,  but  of  
course  any  translati on  is  a  trade- off  bet w e e n  fidelity  to  thes ourc e  and  acc e pta bility  in  the  target  
langua g e .  For  instanc e,  I learn  fro mJoel  Kovel  that  “paradi g m ”  is  “tec h n o c r atic, ”  an  invitation  
to“ b o w , ”  w h e n  used  in  English.  In French,  it  is  a  ratherprep o st er o u sly  ov e rus e d  tool  in  political  
scien c e :  a  “paradi g m ”  is  just  a  family  of  conn e ct e d  ideas,  unified  by  so m e k e r n e l.  Basically,  my  
essay  intend e d  to  outline  the  si milarities  and  differe n c e s  bet w e e n  red  and  gre e n k e r n e l s, 1  and  alsot o  
raise  so m e  questi o ns  ab out  the  possi bilities  of  imp orting  the  red  kernelint o  the  gre e n  paradi g m .  
Indee d,  in  the  French  de bat e s  around  the  shiftfro m  red  to  gre e n,  “the ”  questi o n  for  so m e  French  
Marxists  is,  “sh oul d  w e h a v e  to  enter  the  gre e n  paradi g m?  Do  w e  enter  the  Green  party  with  
ourMarxist  paradig m? ”  

Here  w e  m e e t  a  m o r e  seri ous  pro bl e m :  thediffere n c e s  in  historical  culture  and  political  
experi m e n t,  w hi c h d e c o n t e xtualize  the  de b at e.  Some  of  my  read ers  clearly  kno w  nothin g  ab out  the  
con diti ons  of  dev e l o p m e n t  of  European  Green  parties,  nor  ab out  my w riting  on  this  and  related  
subje cts.  That  ma k e s  their  criticis m s  so m e t i m e p o i ntl e ss.

An exa m pl e  is  Paul Burkett’s  interv e nti o n,  w hi c h  could  be  su m m a riz e d a s:  “Lipietz  do e s n ’t  ev e n  
se e  the  differen c e  bet w e e n  Marxand  Stalin.  Just the  old  Cold  War clich é . ”  This  is  a  go o d o c c a s i o n  to  
briefly  prese nt  the “ c o nt e xt ”  of  my  paper,  as  Walter  Contreras  Sheasby ki ndly  and  m o st  usefully  
prese nts  the  U.S. conte xt  in  his  essay.
The  Eu r o p e a n  co nt e x t  ofth e  Eu r o p e a n  “ R e d - to- Gre e n  S h i ft ”

In France  as  in  Italy,  and  in  aless  clear  w ay  in  the  rest  of  contine ntal  w e st ern  Europe,  Marxism  
do m i n at e d   the  left  fro m  1 9 4 5  to  1 9 7 5 .  I really  m e a n  the  left  half  of  the  populati on.  Not only  w er e  
the  Com m u n i st  parties  getting  ab out on e - quarter  of  the  vot es  just  after  World  War II; on e  could  also  
witness  de m o n strati on s  of  hundre d s  of  thousands  of  pe opl e  unified  by  de ep  con v i cti o n s  precisely  
express e d  by  the  fa m o u s  letter  to  Weyde m e y e r  qu ot e d  in  my  text,  and  w hi c h  constitute  
Marx’sdefinition  of  Marxism.  Yes,  these  pe opl e  thou ght  that  class  struggl e b e t w e e n  w or k e rs  and  
capital  w o ul d  lead,  throu g h  “dictatorship  ofprol etariat”  (or,  euph e m i sti c ally,  “h e g e m o n y  of  the  
w or ki n g  class”),  to  Com m u ni s m  (or,  to  av oi d  a  confusi o n  with  Soviet  Union,  “tos o c i alis m ”).

For  the  sa m e  reas o n,  in  thes e  countries,criticis m s  of  Stalinis m  hav e  be e n  at  the  heart  of  m o st  
Marxist  thinking,n ot  “for  the  last  30  years”  as  Alan  Rudy says,  but  all  throu g h  the  post- war  peri od  
and  ev e n  bef or e .Social  Dem o c r ats,  Councilists,  Trotskysts,  existentialists,  ChristianCo m m u n i sts,  
Maoists,  Italian  operai st s ,  and  m an y  oth ers  ne v er  identified  (or  identify  today)  Marxism  
1  More  on  this  can  be  found  in  my  translated  bo o k , Green  Hope s  (Cam brid g e  and  New  York:  Polity  Press,  Basil  Black w e ll,  1 9 9 5).  I 
take  thisopp o rtunity  to  signal  that  so m e  of  m y  w or k  exists  in  English.  In thepres e nt  reply  I will  try to  qu ote  only  this  part  of  my  w o r k,  
esp e c ially w h e n  loada bl e  throug h  m y  w e b s ite  http://perso.clu b- internet.fr/lipietz .
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andStalinis m. 2  But that  50  yearsd e b at e  end e d  in  a  con vi cti o n,  co m m o n  ev e n  to  ma ny  Trotskyists:  
that  one  cann ot  consid er  Stalinis m  as  a  purely  ille giti m at e su b stitution  for  Marxism.  The  w or m  is  
not  the  fruit,  but  the  w or m  wa s in  the  fruit.  There  wa s  Stalinis m  in  Lenin  and  Leninis m  in  Marx. The  
w h o l e h i st ory  of  the  New  Left  in  contine ntal  Europe  consist e d  in  an  endl e ss  atte m pt  to  subtract  
Stalinis m  fro m  rec ei v e d  Marxism  andadd  in  the  missin g  ele m e n t s:  peasantry,  Third  World,  
psych o a n al ysis,su bj e cti vity,  urban  social  m o v e m e n t s,  fe mi nis m ,  ec ol o g y .  Marxolo gy  was m a i nly  
used  in  ord er  to  justify,  fro m  Marx’s  texts,  this  w or k  of  a m e n d m e n t.  I don’t  kn o w  m o st  of  theU.S.-
refere n c e s  qu ot e d  by  the  defend e rs  of  “e c o - Marxism, ”  but  I a m  sure  it  is  just  the  sa m e  kind  of  
(inde e d  useful)  literature.Am e n d m e n t s  the m s e l v e s  w e r e  m or e  and  m o r e  inv e nti v e,  fro m  the  
1 9 6 0 ’ s d e b a t e  on  m o d e s  of  producti on  (Amin,  Balibar,  Bettelh ei m ,  Palloix,  Rey) tothe  1 9 7 0 - 1 9 8 0 ’ s  
the or eti cal  dev el o p m e n t s  in  the  “re gulati on  approa c h. ” 3  But it  w as  al w a ys  with  theintenti o n  of  
refor m i n g  the  go o d  old  trunk  by  adding  (“articulating, ”  as  w e  used  to  say)  ne w  branc h e s  and  
eli mi n atin gr ott e n  one s:  the  “ref or m i st  strate gy ”  so  w e ll  illustrated  by  Jim  O’Connor  as  regards  
political e c o l o g y  —  a  strate gy  that  I hav e  be e n  follo w i n g  for  all  myint ell e ctual  life,  and  that  see m s  
to  m e  no w  insufficie nt,  ev e n  thou gh  I am  quite  unabl e  or  too  lazy  to  try  the  brea kthr ou g h  to w ards  a  
ne w p ara di g m .

I w as  born  intelle ctually  as  an  “Althusserian- Maoist-Grams cist,”  and  all  my  Marxist  writings  
orp olitical  inv ol v e m e n t s  are  “anti- Stalinist.”  But  fro m  1 9 7 7  to  1 9 8 5  these  writings  and  
inv ol v e m e n t s  appeare d  m or e  and m o r e  as  a  mix:  an  increasin gl y  greater  use  and  dev e l o p m e n t  of  
Marxist  toolsas  an  ec o n o m i st,  but  m o r e  and  m or e  questi o nin g  of  the  produ ctivist  bias  inMarx’s  
w orl d- visi on.  Finally,  I enter e d  Green  politics  in  1 9 8 6 .  I wa s  already c o n v i n c e d  that,  as  a  Marxist,  I 
had  a  lot  to  co m m u n i c at e  to  the  Greens  about  the  analysis  of  currentcapitalist  soci eti e s,  ab out  the  
struggl e  for  cultural  he g e m o n y ,  ab out  the qu e sti on  of  allianc e s,  and  so  on.  But I realize d  that  I 
sh ould  not  consi d e r e c o l o g y  as  a  ne w  “re gi o n a l ”  field  for  the  Marxist tool- box. 4  In fact,  ec o l o g y ,  like  
fe mi nis m  so m e  years  bef or e ,  had  to  transf or m  theto o l- box,  up  to  the  kernel.  And  that  is  w h at  my  
paper  is  ab out.

In the  m e a nti m e ,  the  prestig e  of  Marxism  had  be e n  destroy e d  in  all  Europe  (East and  West).  
InGermany,  the  ne w  flags  w er e  gre e n.  Many Marxists,  but  also  anarchists,  w e r e e nt erin g  or  creating  
Green  parties,  with  the  sa m e  episte m o l o g i c a l  andp olitical  questi o ns  as  min e.  Most of  us  deci d e d  
that  Green  sh ould  ma k e  allianc e  with  the  traditional  left,  thoug h w e  gen erally  thou ght  the m  as  
scandal o u sly  right- win g  orie nte d  parties  (lessand  less  Stalinist  or  Social  Dem o c r at,  m o r e  and  m o r e  
Social- Liberals).  Butat the  sa m e  tim e,  w e  insist  on  stressin g  the  differen c e s  bet w e e n  ec ol o g y  and  its  
allies,  ande c o l o g y ’ s  nec e s s ary  political  and  intelle ctual  auton o m y .  That  isw h y,  w hil e  so m e ti m e s  
acc epting  the  den o m i n ati o n  “e c o - Marxist,”  w e  do  not  ma k e  a  flag  of  it.

Presently,  Green  parties  participate  in  five  European  go v e r n m e n t s  in  allianc e  withSocialists.  In 
France,  socialists  got  2 2  perc e nt  of  the  vot e  in  the  lastel e cti o n s;  Greens  1 0  perc e nt;  Com m u ni sts  7  
perc e nt;  Trotskysts  6  perc e nt.Th e  social  basis  of  French  gre e n  vote s  consists  in  tw o  peaks  (more  
than  20  perc e nt  of  the  vot es):  those  intelle ctual w o r k e r s  w h o  m a k e  professi o n  of  “care ”  for  oth ers  
(teach e rs,  m e d i c a l,  cultural  and  social  w or k e rs),  and  the ex clu d e d  or  jobl e ss.  We get  relativ ely  fe w  

2 S heas by  badly  misre ad s  m e  w h e n  he  implies  so m e r e fu sal  to  “de c lin e  to  ans w e r  questio ns  ab out  Soviet  Union,”  wh e n  I try toexplain  
w hy  w e  can  not  substitute  the  beautiful  na m e  “c o m m u n i s m ”  to  the  ugly  na m e  “sustaina bility.”  If the  European  Greens  are  not  
m a kin g  referen c e  to  “c o m m u n i s m , ”  it  is  not  only  bec au s e  of  theStalinist  experi m e nt  (a  too- o b vi o u s  argu m e n t,  esp e c ially  for  the  
Greens  offor m e r  “s o ci alist”  countries).  I tried  to  sho w  that  there  w er e  serious  limits  in  Marx’s  blueprint  abo ut  the  future  of  
hu m a n ki nd.
3  See  for  instanc e  my  bo o k  Mirage s  and  Miracl e s.  Fortune  and  Misfo rtune s  of  Global  Fordi sm (Londo n:  Verso,  1 9 8 7).  About  my  
trajectory  fro m  Althusser  to  the  regulatio na ppr o a c h  and  to  ec o l o g y ,  see  my  w e b site,  ite m  “Conc epts  etMethod e s, ”  various  English  
translation s.
4  As AlanRudy  has  note d,  here  I use  “re gi o n a l ”  in  the  sens e  of  a  particular  field  within  historical  m aterialis m ,  and  notas  “a b o ut  
regi o n s ”  in  ge o g r ap h y.  Yet,  my  professi o n alr e s e a r c h e s  in  regi o n al  ec o n o m i c s  induc e d  m e  into  a  m o r e  and  m o r e  enlarg e d v e r si o n o f  
historical  m aterialis m  and  help e d  m e  to  m o v e  politically  fro m  red  togr e e n.  See  m y  w e b s ite,  ite m  “Econ o m i e  régi o n al e. ”
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votes  fro m  ma nual  w or k e rs  (1 1 p e r c e nt  a m o n g  industrial  w or k e rs)  but  w e  get  m or e  vote s  than  any  
oth er  left  party  a m o n g p e a s a nts.  The  boss e s,  yuppies  and  retired  perso ns  only  giv e  us  four  perc e nt of  
their  vote s.  But w e  plan  to  “inva d e ”  this  cate g o r y  in  a  fe w  years).  The  three  parties  with  the  m o st  
votes  arerepre s e nt e d  in  Lionel  Jospin’s  go v e rn m e n t  and  the  role  of  the  Greens w a s  decisi v e  in  the  
adopti on  of  Jospin’s  first  main  refor m s :  the  reducti o n  of  w e e k l y  lab or  tim e  to  35 h o u rs, 5 the  rule  of  
“parity”  in  ele cti o ns  (as m a ny  w o m e n  as  m e n),  and  the  creati on  of  a  ne w  institution b e si d e s  marriag e  
(the  PACS) open  to  heter o s e x u al  or  ho m o s e x u a l  pairs.  Thete n  years  of  de bat e  require d  to  imp o s e  
these  refor m s  on  “Marxist”  allied  parties  w e r e  clear  confir m ati o n  that  our  ideas  ab out  progre ss  w er e  
not  exa ctly  theirs!

With all  this  cav e at,  bac k  to  the  critics.
Pr e c i s i o n s  an d d e v e l o p m e n t s  

Of Burkett,  I hav e  fe w  w ord s.  Hispole m i c  is  mainly  with  Benton.  My point  is  that  I disagre e  
with  Marx’s  kernel  ab out  the  single  structuring  role  of  produ cti o n  relations  in  the  definition  of  “the  
ene m y , ”  of  the  leading  forc e  in  social  chan g e ,  in  thed efinition  of  the  goal  of  our  struggl e s.  Burkett,  
as  others,  m ay  conte stthat  this  is  Marx’s  kernel.  The  idea  that  Marx was  blind  ab out  “ w h at  he  
hadc o ntri bute d  to”  is  acc e pta bl e  in  Marxolo gy.  But not  if w e c o n s i d e r  the  per m a n e nt  and  structuring  
role  of  the  “letter  toWeyd e m e y e r ”  kern el  in  Marx’s  philos o p h i c a l  and  political  public  m e s sa g e s .  I 
did  not  restrict  mys e lf  to Das  Kapital . I qu ot e d  exa m pl e s  fro m  the  1844Manus c r ipt s  to  his  Critique  
of  the  Gotha  Prog ra m . This  is  w h at  I call  produ ctivis m  in  Marx. Now,  I perfe ctly  agre e  withBurkett  
that  w e  “ne e d  to  kno w  capitalist  produ ctivis m ’ s l a w s  of  m oti o n. ” 6  And  thoug h  I a m  m o st  dubi ou s  
that“capitalis m ’ s  expl oitativ e  and  alienating  de v e l o p m e n t  ofthe  relations  and  forc e s  of  produ cti o n  
parad oxi c ally  creates  the  potential  for m o r e  hu m a nl y  fulfilling  relations  bet w e e n  hu ma n  bein gs  and  
their  naturalc o n d iti on s ”  (the  typical  tele ol o g i c a l  produ cti vis m  that  constitutes  the  co m m o n  kernel  
bet w e e n  Marx andStalin,  and  that  is  the  target  of  my  paper!),  I agre e  that  w e  ec ol o g i stsh a v e  to  say  
m o r e  about  the  struggl e s  tow ards  a  sustaina bl e  m o d e l  ofprodu cti o n. 7

This  is  prob a b l y  the  main  thing  that  m a k e s  m e st op  and  think  ab out  the  very  instructiv e  Sheasby  
paper.  Clearly,  theEurope a n  Greens  w ar m l y  support  the  strategy  of  allianc e  bet w e e nNad er’ s  Greens  
and  w or k er s’  m o v e m e n t s.  And contrary  to  w h at  Sheasby  thinks,  I do  beli e v e  that“th e  e m a n c i pati on  
of  the  w or ki n g  class  will  be  the  act  of  the w o r k i n g  class  itself.”  But I deny  that  this  e m a n c i p ati o n per  
se  w oul d  e m a n c i p at e  w o m e n  as  such,  or  creat e  a  sustainabl e  m o d e l  ofd e v e l o p m e n t .  Other  points  in  
Sheasby ’s  analysis  of  thetransf or m ati o n  in  lab or  proc e s s  puzzle  m e .  (See  my  “Post-
FordistWorld...”.)  Clearly,  onc e  again  the  cont ext  m atters:  the  ev oluti on  of  lab or  and  social  
m o v e m e n t s  is  not  the  sa m e i n  Europe  as  in  the  U.S. In Europe,  alienati on  lies  increa sin gl y   in“ w h at  
w e  do,”  and,  for  a  gro w i n g  (non- maj ority)  nu m b e r o f  w or k e rs,  less  and  less  in“h o w  w e  do  it.”  
Several  Green  m e e tin g s  w er e  physicallyattack e d  by  highly- skilled  w or k e rs  —  co m m u n i st  activists  
—  inthe  nucle ar  industry.

Sheasby ’s  positiv e  visi on  of  red- gre e n allian c e s  (whic h  I basi cally  share)  leads  hi m  to  classical  
exc e ss e s  (thefriends  of  my  ene m i e s…),  as  in  his  positiv e  visi on  of  the  U.S.Green’s  unani m o u s  
opp o siti on  to  military  interv e nti o n  in  Kosov o,  w hi c h  heid e ntifies  as  radical  anti- imp erialis m .  In 
Europe  the  de bat e  is  mu c h  m or e c o m p l e x ,  and  split  not  only  the  Green  partie s  but  ma n y individual s , 

5  On the  difficult  co n v e r si o n  of  traditional  left- win g  parties  to  thiso bj e cti v e ,  and  the  Green  blueprint  for  this  refor m ,  see  m y  bo o k  La  
Société  en  sablie r  (Paris:  La Décou v e rte,  ne w  editio n 1 9 9 8).  (The  1 9 9 6  editio n  was  larg ely  used  in  the  Socialists- Greens  neg otiati o n).
6  See  m y  translated  w o r ks  on  present  capitalist  m o d e l s  of  produ cti o n su c h  as:  “Th e  Post -Fordist  World:  Labour  
Relations,Internati on al  Hierarchy  and  Global  Ecolo g y,”  Review  ofInternational  Political  Econo my , 4,  1,  Spring,  1 9 9 7 .
7  For  the  past,  see m y  “Sustaina bl e  Devel op m e n t:  History  and  Challen g e s , ”  Politic s- Po etic s.  Docum enta  X:  The  Book  (Ostfildern-
Ruit [Germ any]:  Cantz-Verlag).  On  the  future,  see  my  report  toOECD: “Working  for  World  Ecolo g i c al  Sustainability:  To w ar ds  
a‘Ne w  Great  Transfor m ati o n, ’ ”  The  Future  of  the  Global  Econo my:   Toward s  A  Long  Boom ?  (Paris:OECD, 1 9 9 9 .  Both  texts  are  in  
English  on  m y  w e b s ite.
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be c au s e  Kosov o  opp o s e d  tw o  genuin e  gre e n  values:  non- viol e n c e  andanti- racis m .  For  ten  years,  
European  Greens  had  called  for  a  civilian  interv e nti o n  in  Kosov o  and  oth er  Muslim  regi o ns  ofex-
Yugosla vi a  to  stop  ethnic  clea nsin g.  Then,  after  Srebreni c a,  a  m aj ority of  Dutch,  German  or  French  
Greens  calle d  for  a  military  rescu e  operati on.  Thisp ositi on  w as  supported  not  only  by  the  Kosovar  
Greens,  but  ev e ntually  byRugo v a  (the  Balkan’s  Gandhi)  and  by  the  Serbian  Green  Party  (and  also  
so m e  Serbian  fe mi nists),w h o ,  fro m  under  the  bo m b s ,  sent  us  extraordinary  e m a ils.  The  fact  that  
theb o m b s  fall  fro m   “g o o d ”  or  “bad ”  hands  is  here  irrele v a nt.  It ma k e s  the  U.S. Green’s  positi on  
m o r e c o u ra g e o u s  and  anti- nationalist,  not  nec e s sarily  better.  As for  thehyp o c risy  of  con d e m n i n g  
Milosevi c  with out  raising  a  little  finger  to  stop  his  fist,  this  wasa b s o l ut ely  co m m o n  a m o n g  
European  reds. 8

But let  us  go  bac k  to  our  way  to  the  future.  Space  is  lackin g  here  toexp o s e  to  Joel  Kovel  w h at  is  
no w a d a y s  blurred  by  the  opp o siti o n  “ref or m - rev oluti o n. ”  I think  that  the  Greens  are  m o r e  radical  
than  the  Com m u ni sts,  in  that  thefor m e r  want  to  chang e  the  very  cont e nt  of  produ cti on  (proc e ss e s  
andprodu cts),  only  the  share  of  gains  and  po w e r.  But they  are  “ref or m i st ”  in  that  they  w ant  to  start  
im m e d i at e ly  (even  “ w ithin ca pitalis m ”)  and  do  not  think  that  the  con q u e st  of  politicalp o w e r  will  
chan g e  our  difficulties  that  mu c h .  Clearly,  ne w  “c oll e cti v e  for m s  of  property ”  will  hav e  to  be  
inve nte d  or  de v e l o p e d .  In France,  the  co o p e rati v e m o v e m e n t ,  the  mutualists,  the  “third  sect or,”  
m a k e p o l iti cal  referen c e  to  the  Greens  m or e  often. 9  Butthis  doe s  not  m e a n  that  the  for m  of  coll e cti v e  
property  isess e ntial. 1 0  Since  the  end  of  the  1 9t h  century  ma ny  of  thes e  for m s  de v e l o p e d  asref or m i st,  
within  capitalist  soci ety,  and  so m e  be c a m e  clearly  co m p e titiv e  and  produ ctivist.  What  m a k e s  
thediffere n c e  is  the  spirit  of  the  lead ership  and  of  the  co m m u n iti e s  inv ol v e d i n  these  experi m e nts.  As 
Joel  Kovel  puts  it corre ctly,  the  co o p e rati vistfor m  of  produ cti o n  ma k e s  the m  free  ofthe  co m p ulsi o n  
for  co m p e titiv e  accu m u l ati o n.  But their  ch oi c e s  ofprodu cti on  co m e  fro m  their  “o v e rridin g  quantu m  
of  faith,  theirspiritual  ener gy. ”  Because  they  are  Christian- co m m u n i sts?  Christianis m  as  the  future  
ofEco m a rxis m?  I w o ul dn ’t  go  so  far.

A fe w  w or ds  ab out  the  oth er  texts,  w hi c h  hav e  an  implicit  understandin g  of  w h at  an  essay  
co m i n g  fro m  anoth erlan gu a g e  and  anoth er  contine nt  could  m e a n.  Daniel  Faber  and  Allison  
Gros m a nillustrate  or  de v e l o p  my  text  in  a  better  wa y  than  I could  hav e  don e  itmys e lf,  sh o w i n g  that  
differen c e si n  culture  and  historical  experi m e nt  is  not  a  real  probl e m  w h e n  referringt o  real  
inv ol v e m e n t s.  And  they  corre ctly  spot  on e  of  the  firstinternati on al  m e e tin g  points  of  ec ol o g i sts,  
fe mi nists,  w or k e rs  of  allc o ntin e nts:  facingth e  World  Trade  Organization.  Surely  this  is  the  best  
illustration  of“transf or m ati v e  political  ec ol o g y . ”  Now  that  the  enthusias m  of  vict ory  (Seattle)  is  
vanishin g,  it  is  clearthat  contradi cti on s  bet w e e n  produ ctivis m  (eve n  progr e ssi v e  and  Marxist) 
ande c o l o g y  will  arise  ab out  “ w h at  ne w  w orld  ec o n o m i c  ord er  do  w e w a nt?”  

There  are  not  only,  as  Alan  Rudy impli es,  thepro bl e m s  ste m m i n g  fro m  the  differen c e s  bet w e e n  
the  si mpl e  paradi g m a ti c al k e rn e l  in  Marx  and  the  con cr et e  analysis  of  con cr et e  situations,  as  in  
Lenin  for  instanc e.  True,  the  de b at e s  on  m o d e s  of  produ cti o n  andre gulati on  m ay  find  an  applicati on  
in  the  ne g otiati on  “afterKyoto” 1 1  on  gl o b a l  w ar m i n g .  The  point  is  that  the  very  visi on  of“What  is  
progre ssi v e?  What  should  w e  agre e  upon?”  is  still  conte st e d,  and  on  a  cont e st e d  terrain  that  too  
frequ e ntly  opp os e sMarxists  and  ec ol o g i sts.  Exampl es:  sh ould  w e  imp o s e  the  “polluter- pay”  

8  With a  lot  of  individual  exc e pti o n s!  As a  co m m u n i st  w o r k er  told  m e ,“I  vote d  CP as  usual,  but  m y  son  voted  for  you  and  I am  proud  
ofit,  bec au s e  you  had  the  corr e ct  anti- fascist  positio n.”  (The  European  ele cti o n  o c curre d  in  the  last  days  of  the  war.)
9  And in  particular  to  my  writings.  See  m y  w e b ,  unfortunately m o s tly  in  French,  on  thes e  topics  (“Chroni qu e s  etdé b ats,”  “Relations  et  
politique s  social es ”).  Or on e  chapter  in,  Toward s  a  New  Econo mi c  Orde r :  Po stfo rdi sm,  Ecology,  Demo c r a cy (London  and  New  York:  
Oxford  University  Press,  Polity,  1 9 9 2).
1 0  My French  textsaid  “o n  s’en  m o q u e ! ”  I ad mit  “it  isnot  the  point!”  w o uld  hav e  be e n  a  better  translatio n  than“it  is  a  jok e! ”
1 1  See  m y  already  qu ote d  co ntributio n  to  OECD, and  “Encl o sin g  theGlob al  Com m o n s :  Global  Environ m e nt al  neg otiatio n s  in  a  
North- SouthConflictual  Approac h,”   Roy  Bhaskar  and  Andre w  Glyn,  eds., The  North,  the  South,  and  the  Environment  (Londo n:  
Earthscan, 1 9 9 5).
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principle  to  w a g e - earners?  If a  Christianc o o p e r ati v e  à  la  Kovel  inve nts  a  gen eti c ally  m o d ifi e d  
ger m s  dou blin g  the  produ cti vity  ofc or n,  should  it be  allo w e d  to  be  put into  circulation?  What do  w e  
think  ofAnil  Agarw al ’s  proje ct  of  tradabl e  e mi ssi o n  per mits?  and  so  on.

But I truly  agre e  with  Rudy on  the  richne s s  of  the  tools  within  the  Marxistheritag e .  Let us  note  
the  exa m p l e  of  value  the ory.  Taking  seriously Capital ,  Volum e  1,  Chapter  1,  and  Theorie s  
onSurplu s  Value  (last  chapters  on  the  transfor m a ti o n  bet w e e n  “inn errel ati on s ”  and  “external  
conn e cti o n s ”),  Ihave  sho w n  that  the  so- calle d  “transf or m ati o n  probl e m ” g o e s  far  bey o n d  the  
cons er v ati o n  of  equati ons  in  the  1 9 7 0 s  Morishi m a  contro v e r si e s  (yes,the y  hold!) 1 2  In fact,  price s  
express  a  co m p o u n d  of  social  relations  w hil e  value e xpr e ss e s  only  the  social  divisi o n  of  lab or  within  
the  mark et  relations.Using  Cho m s k y ’ s  sec o n d  the ory  of  transfor m ati v e  gra m m a r  (after  all,as  Marx 
puts  it,  “ va lue  is  the  language  of  commoditie s ”),  Iadmitted  that  these  social  relations  could  be  
express e d  dire ctly  in  thesyste m  of  prices  with  a  sec o n d ary  effe ct  upon  the  syste m  of  values,  
andh e n c e  on  socially  nec e ss ary  lab or.  Rent  transf or m s  the  syste m  of  prices,  and  rentexpre ss e s  
nothing  else  than  a  juridical  right  on  or  to  enviro n m e n t  (just  asd o  ec otax e s  and  qu otas).  Now,  
suppos e  there  is  an  island  with  only  one a gri cultural  activity  and  three  classe s  (work ers,  capitalists  
and  land- o w n e r s).  The  Volu m e  III equati ons  willh ol d.  But the  syste m  of  values  will  no  m o r e  be  
giv e n  its  traditionalpri ority.  Rents  (or  their  later  transfor m e d  expressi o n  into  land  price, qu otas,  etc.)  
will  express  an  inner  relation  this  is  perhaps  m or e  imp ortant  than  lab or’ s  produ ctivity:  
thediffere n c e s  in  the  charg e  capacities  of  the  various  ec o s yst e m  of  theisland.  “Capital”  is  no  m o r e  
“the g e n e r al ”  —  as  in  Marxist  tradition —  than  the  struggl e  for  the  acc e s s  to  the  rich  ec o s y st e m s .  
There,  aregi o n a l  field  of  Marxism  (price  the ory)  provid e s  a  tool  w hi c h  per mits  on et o  ima gi n e  a  
gen e ralize d  the ory  of  historical  m at erialis m ,  enc o m p a s si n gMarxis m  and  ec ol o g i c a l  ec o n o m i c s .

As Rudy  puts  it  corre ctly,  I prefer  no w a d a y st o  “ op erat e  at  a  real m s  below  thos e  of  thele v e l  of  
abstracti on  at  w hi c h  both  Marx  and  O’Connor  w or k  in  theirth e or eti c al  texts.”  That  is  my  
provisi o n al  refug e,  w h er e  I find  ele m e n t s  to  guid e  my “ra di c a l  de m o c r atis m , ”  as  a  m o r e  and  m or e  
“profe s si o n a l  politician,”  that  is  a  ma n  doin g  the  go- bet w e e n  fro m s o c i a l  m o v e m e n t s  to  institutions.

But fortunately  ne w  gen erati o ns  are  arising.Frank  Acker m a n  im m e d i at e ly  jumps  fro m  this  idea  
of  an  “enlarg e dt h e o r y  of  value ”  to  the  chall en g e  of  a  General  The ory  ofPolitical  Ecolo gy.  Hurray!

1 2  See  m y  bo o k ,  The  EnchantedWo rld  (Londo n:  Verso,  1 9 8 5).
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