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ABSTRACT
This thesis explores green consumerism and hawised within the current practices of
corporate and governmental agenda. It also amalyeerole consumerism in Western
culture has played in modifying popular environna¢ism to become more compatible
with free-market liberalization. Through an an#&ysf international environmental
organizations, as well as contemporary cases ehgrtensumerism it is argued that many
environmental concerns are themselves becoming calified due to the inherent and
deep seated role consumerism has in Western culblur@nclusion, implications to long
term changes to environmental management are disdwis well as the problems
inherent with the use of individualized consumptasna method for instilling

comprehensive changes to the way our environmenasaged.
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INTRODUCTION: GREEN CONSUMERISM AND CLIMATE CHANGE

Recent developments in environmental managemeitigeohave reflected a
contemporary concern for rising global temperataires the subsequent projected
negative effects this event is likely to have. cimate change is becoming one of the
predominant concerns for many environmentalisiensists and policymakers, it has
become apparent that many industries are guidieig plolicy frameworks towards
focusing on the reduction of the production of greeuse gases (GHGs). The ability to
mitigate climate change through the establishm&policy frameworks focused on
reducing GHGs has thus become a current trendméthieast some sectors of Canadian,
US and European governments, as well as within darge scale corporations,
manufacturing companies and businesses.

Moreover, along with these observable trends tosvardating eco-friendly
businesses, it is also apparent that economiciaaddial considerations are just as much
the motive behind these changes as any quotedoanvental goals might be. The
climate change problem is now becoming a majorrenmental problem which has also
resulted in large expenditures in scientific reskand development, as well as many
political battles. As a consequence industriesngfily connected to climate change, such
as the logging, energy and the automotive indussthiave experienced particularly strong
pressures from environmentalists, scientists, avdeven politicians to begin to reduce
their environmental footprints.

A particular illustration within the automotive iastry of North America is
General Motor’s present situation where there i8 adocus on directing their fleets to

become more fuel efficient, and ‘eco-friendly’. partnership with the US Treasury



Board and the Canadian Government, General Mo $1bw begun business
restructuring plans directed primarily at mitigatithe environmental impacts of their
products. Considered their ‘reinvention plan,” @&how publicly marketing their desire
towards a more sustainable future. This reinvandioGM is now so strongly enmeshed
within the overall ‘climate change problem’ thaétfocus on creating fuel efficient cars
has become one of its largest marketing stratdégiesnsuring that it will carry a smaller
ecological footprint in the future. The marketiofigeco-friendly products has quickly
reached a mainstream status within the automatishestry in general. In fact, GM now
often boasts that they have “the most models witA EEnvironmental Protection
Agency endorsed) estimated 30 mpg or higher highwalyeconomy” (as found on the
GM restructuring website). This is done througtombination of research and
development on alternative fuel systems includkgive Fuel Management, Clean
Diesel Technology, Biofuels, Hybrid engines, eleetrengines and hydrogen fuel cell
engines. These advancements are now among theooitigs of GM'’s restructuring and
future goals to produce products that are morerenmientally sustainable. But along
with this focus, it is obvious that these transii@re designed under the premise that
higher fuel efficiency will make GM’s automobilesone marketable (or economically
viable) in the future; there is an inherent assuwnptegarding what the future consumer
desires in an automobile. It seems that at this leshis restructuring plan is a
presupposition that the North American consumeree$uel efficiency and that for GM
to legitimate its restructuring decisions it mukstge a very strong emphasis on its
commitment to ensure it meets this goal. As altéM has made it very clear through

present marketing and advertising that it is a camypvery dedicated to reducing



emissions.

But GM is not alone in promoting these intereste of the most basic strings
attached to the US Treasury Board’s (the governmepartment which now owns
approximately 60% of GM’s stocks) restructuringroacludes a requirement that GM
‘modernizes’ its products in order to compete vather manufacturer’s fleets. This
modernization is viewed as a necessity in ordettisrcompany to remain economically
viable. Thus not only is GM announcing its intefiestitigating GHG emissions, it is
also required to ‘reinvent’ itself in order to gassential funds. GM essentially must
cooperate with the US Treasury Board’s demand ftgating global climate change if
it wishes to receive bailout funds for its survival

Ultimately, this new restructuring plan represemtauch more general, or basic
social phenomenon that | wish to explore in thesth. There is, at the heart of this
restructuring plan, an inherent belief that consisnage much more interested in
purchasing automobiles with higher fuel efficierscieor in translation: ecologically
friendly vehicles — than vehicles with low mileaasd high volumes of emissions. There
is then, as briefly described above, an assumpi@nconsumers are just as interested as
the US Treasury Board and GM in burning less ouigh their travels. Now, the
reasons for why this is the case are likely to éxy broad and complex, and are probably
very much due to the inflating gas prices North Aicgehas been experiencing in the last
decade, but it also suggests, even if only paytialichanging perspective on the
environment within the US government, and possibithe North American consumer.
As | will present in more detail in the body ofghhesis, most of the marketing strategies

for promoting GM’s commitment to reducing fossieficonsumption focus on presenting



GM'’s commitment to mitigating climate change. Thuwsmoting environmentalist
values is represented in this case as a positiue ¥a promote to consumers. In simple
terms: consumers want ‘green’ products.

What then is the significance of this desire fyreen’? Products which are
marketed and are seemingly committed to helpingtivironment are now a desired
commodity. But under what pretenses are theseuptsdbeing promoted, and under
what premises are these products wanted? And spefically, in 2009, in the age
ostensibly on the dawn (or already experiencingetfects) of climate change and a
global ecological disaster, how has the desirégi@en’ begun to carry many other
meanings and connotations? Has the desire toggmgrow just become another way of
expressing the desire to mitigate climate change@ if so what are the social,
economic, and environmental implications of sugthanomenon? | am interested in
how governments, and businesses are promoting ¢fnesa products to consumers, and
in inquiring what the long term implications of #&eprocesses might be in regard to
environmental conservation.

As | wish to argue in this thesis, climate charsgeot only a global
environmental problem, it is also rhetoric whicluged politically to promulgate
governmental, and in the above mentioned case, @M{zorate policies. Thus, as
popular environmentalism which is presently conedrwith climate change is making
its way into governmental and corporate policiesish to argue that this form of
environmentalism is becoming commaodified and poigd by the private market
system, as well as the governmental institutiondath America. Whereas

environmentalist interests can be articulated diivarsity of protocol such as those



expressed through deep ecologists, eco-feministsMarxists, prometheans, survivalists
etc. (see Dryzek, 2005) | wish to emphasize tlaah Imanly interested in how the actual
environmental concerns of these and many other@amwientalists are becoming
commodified and consequently changed through thdemmoapproaches to
environmental management. Thus along with theipalitisage of climate change there
is another more social, and ideologically driveempdmenon which has attached itself to
climate change rhetoric. But beyond this argunhensh to further argue that this
tendency to marketize environmentalism is not @ntgsult of capitalist ideologies and
systems taking hold of environmental values, bwt pfedominantly Western cultural
logic that has become so entrenched within thdsdeaaccumulating commodities that
the only manner in which environmental change @relasonably conceptualized is
through the framework of markets and consumption.

What then are the potential consequences of Heagmenon? It is this question
amongst the others postulated above which driveomesearch this phenomenon. As a
western economy often also referred to as a ‘coesgsraconomy’ begins to embrace
environmental problems (particularly climate chgngaw does its methodology for
solving these issues work, and what are the stneragtd weaknesses of this approach?
The ideologically/culturally driven economic systeifrthe west, and its implications for
the environment are therefore one of my main isterm this thesis. As a culture which
seems to be often considered a ‘consumer cultegihl to take action on pressing
environmental issues such as climate change, haWwejosolve these problems, and

what are some of the consequences of these methods?



CONSUMER CULTURE?

The interpretation of modern western economics astioned above is often
conceptualized through the term ‘consumer cultufigiis term differs from the
‘consumer’s economy’ in that it focuses on the neygtemic and fundamental causes of
the economy. Consumer culture attempts to conaépéua culture which at its basic
workings promotes mass consumption and the pergétuaof goods through the hands
of many individuals. The consumer’s economy cas the seen as a term which
conceptualizes an economic system originating ftusraconsumer culture. In other
words, consumer culture is a term which focusesermarthe cause of the current
consumer’s economy found in most of the Westerrildvorhis area of social research
has a large body of literature (see for examplemian, 2005; Featherstone, 1991;
Jameson, 1984; Jameson, 1993 ; O’Connor, 1998)fael analyzes the tendencies for
modern western societies to become obsessed wittotisumption of mass produced
products. Consumerism is therefore a term oftexl &g explain a social system based
largely on the mass consumption of goods and ptedudlong with mass production,
consumerism focuses on the social characterisiiasd mostly within capitalist nations
that entail large scale, excessive, or even exydofbrms of consumption practices.

But another term which has found strong appediénsbcial sciences to describe
modern society is ‘postmodernism.” This is alseofreferred to in conjunction with
consumerism, as they tend to be used synonymauslgdcribe the general culture of
Western society. This has resulted in a tendemcynny researchers to interpret them
as contemporaries of each other. Though theyféga nsed in similar contexts, | find

that they are terms to be used for different lewélsnalysis. In this thesis, | will



primarily use consumerism as a term to describesat®vn culture which has become
based at the social and structural levels on thewoption of mass produced goods and
products. As mass production, instant communioatiand fast paced market systems
continue to spread across the world, | wish to ephglize Western consumerist culture
as becoming quickly dismissive of traditional vapeustoms and beliefs, and instead
more concerned with the appeals to commoditiedlagid associated meanings. The
concept of consumer culture will be used as anyéinal tool in this thesis to describe
how political, scientific, and economic decisionkimg incorporate inherent cultural
elements. As all of these processes are recogtozeel the actions of governments,
businesses and individuals within a particularurelt | will endorse a perspective that
suggests no political, scientific, or economic @as$i work beyond cultural constructs and
forms of logic.

Michael Featherstone (1991) has written extengiorlthe concepts of
postmodernism and consumerism, and does well wiittuéating postmodernism here:
The coming into prominence of the term ‘postmodemihas aroused a good deal of
interest amongst academics and intellectuals. &\#ame dismiss it as merely a transient
and shallow intellectual fad, others regard itigaif/ing a deep- seated break not only
with artistic modernism, but with the larger epaéhmodernity. This entails a resultant
rejection of all the cultural manifestations of neauity as passe, and here the term
‘culture’ would be extended to include wider cutbproduction not just in the arts, but
also in the spheres of science, law, and moraliticlw\Weber saw as originating as part
of the differentiation process of modernity. (p.51)

To Featherstone, postmodernism is a concept usaddmemics as a standpoint
which perceives all social spheres as a form dlicell Postmodernism is a term which

refrains from understanding any particular culiura generalisable manner, and is

instead a term which sees politics, arts, scienddaw all as expressions of particular



culture.

Fredric Jameson (1984) has also argued that postmisch is the result of the
‘cultural logic of late capitalism." Postmoderniso Jameson not only a term used for
social theorising, but a term used to describectushstate of affairs within Western
culture. To Jameson (1993) postmodernism ‘expsetbgedeeper logic’ of the ‘late
consumer’, or multinational capitalist social sgstePostmodernism is therefore a
specific period in social history which can be usedrticulate how an advanced state of
capitalism has shaped the individuals in socidty.l will endorse this perspective,
consumerism will be used to express a system tidralllogic which has emerged
predominantly within Western culture.

The importance of giving some context to postmodennn this introduction is to
ensure the proper understanding of how it relatéld term ‘consumerism’ in the body
of this thesis. As | have briefly shown, thesengire often used together, but have also
been used in separate contexts. | wish to focussorg ‘consumerism’ to describe a
Western culture working within a form of logic, @@meson argues. —Deleted mention of
postmodernism here--

The importance of these terms to this thesis aheljo conceptualize how climate
change and green consumerism have themselves éodime social phenomena; social
phenomena in that they are both in need of soctarsfor their impacts to be seen.
Whereas climate change may also be a natural phermamwhich will occur with or
without social articulation, | wish to stress thia social consequences of climate change
are the main concerns of this research. Whereatfirthange can be used as a word to

articulate a natural phenomenon, | wish to use this thesis as a social event that is



causing extensive and acute changes in the globimore particularly Western culture.
As this problem becomes researched and verifiddrggr groups of scientists and
experts, it also causes changes in different lesed®ciety — and especially in the
governmental and business worlds. Climate chaagdbhcome a powerful and socially
relevant phenomenon, and | thus wish to analyzenpsicts on contemporary events in
politics and business policies.

The term ‘green consumerism,” which focuses orctiresumption of goods
primarily because of their appeal to environmestalalues, is a social concept which
identifies a social phenomenon | find to be quaatemporary and relevant to my
research. As more and more products are markeiger @nvironmentalist rhetoric, and
as the ‘greening’ of the market system becomesrative area it is vital to study the
causes, methods and implications of this proc&seen consumerism,’ will therefore be
used in the context of climate change and carbduactén policies in this thesis, and will
be used to express the tendency for a consumerre'slihabit of developing solutions to
environmental problems through consumption prasti¢@us my interest in analyzing
this event is to highlight how reliant environmédrnproblems’ are on social and political
elements for their actual influences on society altimately to investigate what some of
the social, political and environmental implicataare of a society which marketizes and
consumes its way towards solving a globally sigatfit problem. The main questions to
be advanced are therefore: how has and is clinhatiege affecting government and
business policies, how are these institutions regtd and solving the claimed problems
of climate change, and finally, what are the shod long term implications of these

changes in regard to collective environmentalism.
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THE STRUCTURE OF THE THESIS

As | have introduced above, the restructuring stiials developed by GM and the
US Treasury Board, as well as between GM and tmadian and Ontarian governments,
will be used as an example to illustrate my argurtigat environmentalist ideals are
becoming commodified and used as political rhetaripromulgate policies. Prior to this
examination | will present the background of thengnpolitical organizations and
policies which have within the last several decagtasrged due to mounting concerns
over climate change — in order to illustrate thedgially increasing presence of
environmentalist cultures and ideals influencingtps. These include but are not
limited to: the Kyoto Protocol and the Ontario Grdeergy Act. Following these
examinations | wish to explore how these acts dpensaccordance with my proposed
theory that environmentalism is being commodifietigh policy, and show how many
of their implications to environmental usage haveases aggravated several
international development problems regarding therenment. Through a discussion of
the very methods these policies use to mitigateatk change | will explore how they
have embodied, institutionalized, and promotedctir@inued mass consumption of
products while claiming to mitigate environmentatins and climate change. Thus, the
intent of this thesis is generally to present savease studies to illustrate how green
consumerism is adhering to the climate populishate change movement, and more
broadly speaking modern environmentalism, and splesgly to discuss the future
implications of this social phenomenon.

In chapter one | present this short historicalitrgof organizations and policies

that have emerged in response to climate changthid account, | note that until the late

10
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1980s climate change did not ‘appear’ as a proltethe general public and
international community. In this chapter | alsteatpt to give a summary of the many
debates surrounding climate change, and presegtiachof the conclusions the IPCC
has published in regards to this problem. | atsduce the main theories used in most
contemporary international and western governmemsgironmental policies.

Chapter 2 addresses environmentally motivated eopsan, and analyzes how
environmental risks influence the decisionmakingaisumers. This chapter seeks to
review works on consumer culture, and then highligiw they may apply to the present
case of green consumerism. | focus on attachingesaf the ideas previously made
regarding ‘consumerism,’ but | also theorize aipalar consequence of combining
environmentalist values with consumerism. | arthue to show how the consumption of
environmental problems, represented through greeaupts, actually creates a society
that is no longer focused on the actual threats fitee environment, and rather diverts its
attention towards consuming these products instead.

Chapter 3 evaluates some forms of green energekhasvpresents dynamics of
the GM restructuring plan, and seeks to show tieebmfluences behind this strategy. |
present the basic frameworks this plan is promotigng with some contextual
information surrounding this strategy to show hovg becoming a standardized
representation of green consumerism at a poligindlcorporate level. |then tie in a
discussion of how this company is in fact endorgngironmentalism to promote
consumerist behaviour which will possibly end intifier environmental degradation.

Chapter 4, contains my central argument to whastiogal implications of a

society driven to purchase and consume its waypbclimate change might be. Using
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my data from the GM restructuring plan, and thasenfthe IPCC and the Kyoto
Protocol, | push for a review of our current prees of solving environmental problems
through the market system, and call for a re-evalnaf recent governmental strategies
which focus on facilitating industrial developmaevith the assumption that economic
stimulus packages oriented around environmentalésiries will successfully promote a
greener future. Based on the theory presentedhapt@r 2, | suggest that there are in fact
negative consequences with creating a large scsledss out of environmentalism. |
endorse the perspective of the ‘treadmill of pradunc first coined by Allan Schnaiberg
(1980) and argue that consumption essentially dgmoaluce conservation. | call for
more fundamental changes, similar to those argyeztb-Marxists, in order for our
industrial sector to become sustainable.

CHAPTER 1: A BACKGROUND OF INTERNATIONAL ENVIRONMENAL AND
CLIMATE CHANGE POLITICS/ORGANIZATIONS

Unlike international trade, where one centralizeghaization, the World Trade
Organization, provides most international govereamo centralized authority oversees
environmental issues. The United Nations (UN) dueghe other hand play a large role;
the United Nations Environment Programme (UNERpecialized agency focused on
international environmental concerns, has fatddahe negotiation of many
international environmental agreements, and acésca®rdinator for international
scientific research (DeSombre, 2006: 1). But emganizations the UNEP oversees
often have internal governments themselves, ang/ oidr@r organizations work without
the oversight of the UNEP. The growth of interoaél environmental organizations has

been cited by one study in 1992 to have reachedrder as high as 125 in 1992, and
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most studies find that a growth of five annuallyca then has occurred (Oberthur, &
Gehring, 2005). These organizations focus on kadity, the oceanic and atmospheric
commons as well as the transboundary movementviroermentally hazardous
materials. Whereas global trade is strictly maeitbby the WTO, there is still a very
broad spectrum of individual agencies and govertahéodies concerned with
environmental matters throughout the world.

The UNEP has played active roles in environmentaiitoring and scientific
research on environmental issues; it has workd&aild the capacity of states, non-state
actors, and other international institutions tootege and implement international
environmental agreements; and it has coordinatddapported the negotiation of
international environmental agreements (DeSoml@i@629). Since its inception in
1972, the UNEP has become the main agency conceiitfeénvironmental matters in
the UN, with its head office located in Nairobi K&n Its creation has provoked
arguments as to whether an independent agencgdeddo address environmental
matters, or whether these matters can be dividddddressed by other organizations
such as the WMO, FAO, WHO, or the International ititae Organization (IMO) by
modifying their preexisting mandates. Other cons®ver this body have focused on
whether there should be instead a preference §oonmeally based approaches focusing on
locally occurring environmental problems. Noneg#isslthis organization has grown well,
especially when seen through its increasing bufilgat $20 million in its first year to
$120 million in 2003. This growth in budget alsems to reflect a growing community
of support by nations since only 3.9 percent ofiitancial resources comes from the

regular UN budget. The rest of this budget iscated from voluntary contributions
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from states and other actors to the EnvironmentdFun

It was this organization which resulted from eanlernational interest in
environmental management. The first UN conferemtigedy focused on environmental
issues was the UNCHE, held in Stockholm, Swedet§ 3une 1972. This conference
was the first to recognize the importance of aarimtional responsibility for studying
the relationships between humans and the natuvalbbement. It was the consensus
from this conference that resulted in the creatibthe UNEP. Since the UNEP's
creation, the organization has taken the role ofdioating high-profile conferences, the
most prominent of these being the Earth Summiherinited Nations Conference on
Environmental Development (UNCED) held in Rio daeleo in 1992. These meetings
were to focus on the effects of human developmerihe environment, and the results of
these discussions revealed the depth of the NathihSlivide on issues concerning the
environment (DeSombre, 2006). Concerns amongstolewvg countries were based on
the argument that the development of internatienalronmental regulations would
place more pressure on themselves as opposedetded countries. Their argument
was also based on the premise that the develogrmhsaf the world were most
responsible for the current environmental proble@s.the other hand, developed states
demanded the acknowledgement of population grow/thfactor in environmental
degradation, and an equal allocation of respoiitsilidr addressing environmental
problems. At that time the Earth Summit was #feolargest gathering of world leaders
anywhere. Leaders from over 178 states attendiaug avith representatives from
agencies of the United Nations and other internatiorganizations. Two international

agreements, the Convention on Biological DiverfiiilCBD) and the Framework
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Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), were netgtibefore this summit but just
in time so that they could be signed in Rio (DeS@nR006).

Although this summit was the largest internationfdicused environmental
conference for its time, it has also been critidias the pinnacle of "liberal
environmentalism” (Bernstein, 2001). The agreesiant protocols which have
followed the Earth Summit largely reflect the doamie of the liberal international
market system. The protection of the environmeastdince been clearly based on
theories which focus on the compatibility of ecomogrowth and environmental
protection in the context of international markeEnvironmental theorists who have
traditionally looked at industry and capital accuation as the root of the problems for
the environment have strongly opposed the extewhioh the Earth Summit in Rio, and
its subsequent policies have institutionalized ¢he=y industries as the solution.
Theorists from this point of view are often ternemb- or neo-marxists, and they point
towards the inherent problems with capitalism iatren to the environment (Discussed
later). Although these theorists themselves haenleriticized for their own essentialist
perspectives, it is clear that the Earth SummRim has indeed institutionalized modern
capitalistic economics into its environmental poatis.

Since the Rio Earth Summit in 1992, there have Iwerother similar
conferences. In 1997, New York held a sessionth®@tUNCED, and in 2002 the World
Summit on Sustainable Development took place imdobasburg, South Africa. The
general conclusion of this assembly was that theeagents met at Rio had been
drastically undermet. Paragraph four of the Statérof Commitment by the General

Assembly (UNGA, 1997) it states, "We acknowledgat thnumber of positive results
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have been achieved, but we are deeply concerneththaverall trends with respect to
sustainable development are worse today than tleeg im 1992. We emphasize that the
implementation of Agenda 21 in a comprehensive reargmains vitally important and

is more urgent now than ever".

Article 21 (UNGA,1997)was the main provision regutfrom the summit in Rio
in 1992. This Article outlines an agreement bynallions to a series of objectives and
solutions to environmental problems. But as dedan 1997, trends in sustainable
development had actually progressed in an aggraydtrection. Globalization, a
phenomenon encouraging faster and increasing inalugévelopment, has only sped up
the foreseen environmental degradation.

Along with concerns over environmental degradatparagraph 7 of Article 21
(UNGA, 1997) also notes that with the increaselobalization, there has been an
uneven rate of industrial growth amongst the went#tions, and consequently an

uneven rate of wealth accumulation:

The five years that have elapsed since the UnittbNs Conference on Environment
and Development have been characterized by théeaatedl globalization of interactions
among countries in the areas of world trade, foreligect investment and capital
markets...The impact of recent trends in globalrabn developing countries has been
uneven. A limited number of developing countriegdnbeen able to take advantage of
those trends, attracting large inflows of extepralate capital and experiencing
significant export-led growth and acceleration afwgth in per capita gross domestic
product. Many other countries, however, in patécéfrican countries and the least
developed countries, have shown slow or negatioethrand

continue to be marginalized...In particular thesteeveloped countries continue to be
heavily dependent on a declining volume of offidalvelopment assistance for the
capacity-building and infrastructure developmenjuiged to provide for basic needs and
more effective participation in the globalizing wWbeconomy. In an increasingly
interdependent world economy, the responsible conafumonetary and other
macroeconomic policies requires that their potémtipact on other countries be taken
into account. Since the Conference, the countvifseconomies in transition have
achieved significant progress in implementing theqgiples of sustainable development.
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However, the need for full integration of these moies into the

world economy remains one of the crucial problemsheir way towards sustainable
development. The international community shouldtiome to support these countries in
their efforts to accelerate the transition to akeaeconomy and to achieve sustainable
development.

Particularly interesting in this statement is tbheus of declaring the main cause
for the poorer countries’ lack of sustainable dewedent to be the lack of incorporation
into global markets. In other words, this statetimnthe General Assembly in 1997
suggests quite clearly that one of the problemshfedack of worldwide development
(and sustainable development) is because pooratrgesihave not been properly
enabled entry to global markets by nations capabfeoviding assistance. As | will
discuss in later chapters, there is an assumptithinwnany of these arguments that the
markets are the solution to the world’s environrakptoblems, rather than part of the
problem. Nonetheless, there was a general agreem&®97 that poorer nations needed
to be brought further into the global market systerarder to gain the capacities to
engage in sustainable development. The subseqasdrpph (8) in this document from
the General Assembly (1997) states:

Too many countries have seen economic conditionsemcand public services
deteriorate; the total number of people in the diixling in poverty has increased.
Income inequality has increased among countriesaladwithin them, unemployment
has worsened in many countries, and the gap betthedrast developed countries and
other countries has grown rapidly in recent years.

Also acknowledged here, the General Assembly (188d)noticed a trend
towards a widening gap between poor and rich castbut there is no discussion in this
section on whether it is industrialization itselftbe international capitalist market

system which may be part of the cause. Insteash@sn in full here, paragraph 20

argues that richer countries (or creditor counfnei need to play a role in loaning
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money to poorer nations in order to increase ttegdacity to achieve sustainable
development:

In many developing countries, the debt situationaims a major constraint on achieving
sustainable development. Although the debt sitnati some middle-income countries
has improved, there is a need to continue to addhesdebt problems of the heavily
indebted

poor countries, which continue to face unsustamakternal debt burdens. The recent
World Bank/International Monetary Fund Heavily Iided Poor Countries Initiative
could help to address that issue with the cooperatif all creditor countries. Further
efforts by the international community are stifjuéred to remove debt as an impediment
to sustainable development (par. 20)

As | mentioned above there is an assumption withése statements that
economic growth is not only compatible with consion, but necessarily essential for
sustainable development to occur. The assembigftire is arguing that poverty is a
cause of environmental degradation, and that theiso lies in providing credit (ie.
money) to these poorer nations. Thus economiqprdyg and industrialization is seen
here to be the actual solution to environmentaraldgfion. This is an assumption which
falls in line with an economic theory known as Exgptal Modernization Theory (EMT).

As | will discuss, there are many debates regarthiedest eco-economic theories, but

nonetheless it was clear in Rio, and in 1997, tthiatform of thinking was being used.

WORLD SUMMIT ON SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT, 2002:

In 2002, the UNEP was also responsible for a vanyd gathering in
Johannesburg, South Africa. Taking place betwé&Awjust and 4 September, the
meeting was attended by representatives of 191tgesn As what occurred in the Earth
Summit in Rio and in New York, there was a parall@O forum with more than 40 000

participants (Gutman, 2003). Similar to the coremus found in 1997, most agreed that
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the main shortcomings on issues of global envirortedlenanagement and sustainable
development were that the existing agreementosit Iy the 1992 conference had still
not been sufficiently implemented. Thus as glaaion continued for another five
years, there was still strong evidence that coemseemingly committed to the
agreements made in Rio were not acting on partéin declared intents. Not only was
this the general conclusion of this conference stimamit was also not attended by
George W. Bush and the United States - one of th&t mfluential countries.
Consequently, the results of the summit were lgrgielwed as below expectations
(DeSombre, 2006). The few achievements were ligatdnference placed economic
issues, environmental issues, and social issuas @qgual footing, acknowledging that
these three issues are strongly interrelated.

Although the most recent UNCED summit has been @eas not achieving its
potential, it is clear that there has been a grgwimilection of international organizations
focused primarily on environmental issues. Thegedion by the international
community that there is a global crisis, and thaté needs to be collective responses to
the world's environmental problems is stronglyaetiéd in these organizations' existence.
But there is also evidence that the effectivenédisese organizations is up for
evaluation. As documented, each UNCED summit sinedrio Earth Summit has
shown consistent conclusions that member natiana@trmeeting the standards they had
agreed to. Itis clear that industrialization, mmmic development, and production have
taken a far higher position on the mandates ofriteznational community. And as
explained by the UNCED (shown above) not only hagrenmental degradation

increased with globalization, wealth deprivationtbe global scale has also increased.
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Poor nations have fallen much farther behind rictagions in the 17 years since Rio.
This only compounds problems associated with enwirental degradation, as current
methods for achieving sustainable development tefig more expensive. lronically, as
globalized capitalistic economics have continuedpiead throughout the world,
sustainable development practices have also betmmexpensive for poorer nations to
afford. Thus the paradox of spreading a free maystem on a world-wide scale, and of
using it as the basis for achieving sustainablevtirpsustainable development practices
and industries themselves have also become comewudihich only those with enough
money can buy. As stated by the General Assemtl@97, poor nations will need to be
provided funds by creditor nations if they are eebe able to achieve more ecologically
sensitive industries.

This paradox, which | will elaborate on in chapt2rsnd 4, is central to my
argument in this thesis. The tendency for envirental problems to be addressed
primarily through the capitalistic markets has &db result in many popular
environmentalist goals becoming a products andunsgnts of industry. Thus the term
green consumerism, which is often used to explarhabit of individuals to invest and
consume environmentally friendly products, can @lsased in a more abstract way here
to describe how environmentalist policy is itsedtbming commodified through the
institutionalization of capitalistic economic gldlmaganizations which primarily focus
on using neoliberal market-based methods to ostlyrestchieve global environmental
sustainability.

But before | enter this discussion, | wish to shiownore detail some of the

specialized organizations the UNEP has developedder to explain the mechanisms
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they use to achieve their environmental goaldsd wish to describe these organizations
in order to show the magnitude of their influenpedfically on climate change, as this is
the relevant issue in this thesis. The United dfetiConvention on Climate Change and

the IPCC are now the topics to which we turn.

THE UNITED NATIONS FRAMEWORK CONVENTION ON CLIMATECHANGE
AND THE IPCC

The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [[P€&ablished in 1988
jointly between the World Meteorological Organizaf¥VMO] and the United Nations
Environment Programme [UNEP], was one of the firs#rnational bodies concerned
with climate change to form. This amalgamationaretp illustrate how Climate Change
was being addressed and recognized as a venhreat to the global environment. The
IPCC has since become one of the figurehead org@mis behind the movement to
mitigate climate change. In its most recent figdirthe IPCC (2007) has declared that
global GHG emissions have increased by 70% betd8&a and 2004. According to the
Climate Change 2007: Synthesis Regt?CC, 2007a), observable trends regardless of
any causes have shown amongst many others that:

Eleven of the last twelve years (1995-2006) rankmgrthe twelve warmest years in the
instrumental record of global surface temperatsiecgé 1850)...Average Arctic
temperatures have increased at almost twice thmbéverage rate in the past 100 years.
Land regions have warmed faster than the oceangedses in sea level are consistent
with warming. Global average sea level rose a\arage rate of 1.8 [1.3 to 2.3]mm per
year over 1961 to 2003 and at an average ratecoft &l [2.4 to 3.8]mm per year from
1993 to 2003...Trends from 1900 to 2005 have beearvbd in precipitation amount in
many large regions. Over this period, precipitatimreased significantly in eastern parts
of North and South America, northern Europe andhson and central Asia whereas
precipitation declined in the Sahel, the Mediteeam southern Africa and parts of
southern Asia. Globally, the area affected by dnbingslikely increased since the

1970s...Average Northern Hemisphere temperaturesgltiie second half of the 20th
century wererery likelyhigher than during any other
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50-year period in the last 500 years #kdly the highest in at least the past 1300
years...The atmospheric concentrations of CO2 and 62805 exceed by far the
natural range over the last 650,000 years (IPCC7&20

Although this is a very brief summary of some @ thain findings the IPCC has
documented, there is also a good discussion inepisrt regarding some of the human
and environmental consequences of these trends:

There isvery high confidengédased on more evidence from a wider range ofiespec
that recent warming is strongly affecting terregthiological systemsncluding such
changes as earlier timing of spring events, sudbadsunfolding, bird migration and egg-
laying; and poleward and upward shifts in ranggslamt and animal species. Based on
satellite observations since the early 1980s, tisdrigh confidence¢hat there has been a
trend in many regions towards earlier ‘greeningvefetation in the spring linked to
longer thermal growing seasons due to recent warmagricultural and forestry
management at Northern Hemisphere higher latitigles) as earlier spring planting of
crops, and alterations in disturbances of foregestd fires and pests...some aspects of
human health, such as excess heat-related moitakliyrope, changes in infectious
disease vectors in parts of Europe, and earliegtasfsand increases in seasonal
production of allergenic pollen in Northern Hemispd high and mid-latitude§PCC,
2007a)

Another report by the IPCC (2007b), titl€imate Change 2007: Impacts,
Adaptation, and Vulnerabilitfpcuses on the impacts on human-related issuesigrad
dramatic climate change may cause. It assess@attieular vulnerabilities and impacts
on various industries, geographic locations, ecaasm@and people of different social
standings. Following these analyses, this docusiemimarizes the capabilities of
different societies towards adapting to climatengea as well as the future options
available for adaptation. Regarding human settteme section in chapter 7 of this
document states:

Climate change is likely to interact with and pbssiexacerbate ongoing environmental
change and environmental pressures in settlemerdaseas such as the Gulf Coast of the
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United States, for example, land subsidence isagddo add to apparent sea-level rise.
For NewYork City, sea-level rise will accelerate ihundation of coastal wetlands,
threaten vital infrastructure and water supplieginaent summertime energy demand,
and affect public health (Rosenzweig and SoledX)12; Knowlton et al., 2004; Kinney
et al., 2006). Significant costs of coastal anéniive flooding are possible in the Boston
metropolitan area (Kirshen et al., 2006). Climdtarge, a city’s building conditions, and
poor sanitation and waste treatment could coaliesa#fect the local quality of life and
economic activity of such cities as Mumbai, RioJdeeiro and Shanghai (Sherbinin et
al., 2006). In addition, for cities that play leagliroles in regional or global economies,
such as NewyYork, effects could be felt at the mati@nd international scales via
disruptions of business activities linked to otpkces (Solecki and Rosenzweig, 2007)
(IPCC, 2007b: p.347).

Furthermore, regarding people of different sodiahdings, nationalities and genders the

IPCC states in this chapter that:

Especially in developing countries, where more t9@% of the deaths related to natural
disasters occur (UNISDR, 2004) and 43% of the ugbams are located (UN-Habitat,
2003),

the poor tend to live in informal settlements, witlegular land tenure and self-built
substandard houses, lacking adequate water, deaarayother public services and often
situated in risk-prone areasEvents such as the December 1999 flash floods and
landslides in Caracas, killing nearly 30,000, @mel2001 severe flooding in Cape Town,
damaging 15,641 informal

dwellings, show us that the poor in these countareshe most likely to be killed or
harmed by extreme weather-related events (Sherbtrah, 2006)..Impacts of climate
change are likely to be felt most acutely not dmnhthe poor, but also by certain
segments of the population, such as the elderyyény young, the powerless,
indigenous people, and recent immigrants,

particularly if they are linguistically isolatedei, those most dependent on public
support. Impacts will also differ according to den This happens particularly in
developing countries,

where gendered cultural expectations, such as wemeéartaking multiple tasks at
home, persist and the ratios of women affectddlied by climate-related disasters to
the total population are already higher than inefilgyed nations (as cited in IPCC,
2007b: p. 373-374)

Just as the different implications for specific coumities are mentioned, the

affects climate change may have on governmentalsoereferred to in this section:
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Government/institutional capacities and resourcoesgdcalso be affected by climate
change. Examples from Mexico City, Tokyo, Los Amgeand Manila include
requirements for public health care, disaster ieslkuction, land-use management, social
services to the elderly, public transportation, emen public security, where climate-
related stresses are associated with

uncoordinated planning, legal barriers, staffingridges and other institutional constrain.
As Hurricane Katrina has shown, it is likely thiathings go wrong people will blame

“the Government” (Sherbinin et al., 2006). To avsigth outcomes, governance systems
are likely to react to perceptions of growing ssessthrough regulation and strengthening
of emergency

management systems (IPCC, 2007b: p. 374)

These reports by the IPCC have been long heldeamtist authoritative and
comprehensive studies regarding the impacts ofatérohange. As shown above,
although there are many natural consequences giitations of climate change, this
environmental problem has a vast amount of affegtsuman settlements, economies,
and policies. This body has in many ways led thmeate change movement through its
extensive and holistic natural and social scietwediss. The research that has taken part
in the IPCC has also become so large in scale aantidy and has been done by such a
large group of experts that it has become widetepted by many in science, politics,
and civil society that climate change is a ‘realpem,’ not just some scientific hoax, or
politically motivated social phenomenon. And agsult it is clear that climate change
has become a commonly cited environmental probitethe contemporary world.

The United Nations Framework Convention on Clim@tange [UNFCCC] was
formed after the Rio Earth Summit in 1992, with tigmate objective as described in
Article 2 (UNFCCC, 2009) to achieve “stabilizatiohgreenhouse gas concentrations in
the atmosphere at a level that would prevent daugeasinthropogenic interference with

the climate system.” Since the creation of bothIPICC and the UNFCCC, these

organizations have become the unofficial autharitie the science behind climate
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change.

Probably the most well known policy the UNFCCC hesated regarding
international climate control is the Kyoto Proto¢dhited Nations [UN], 1998), which
now has over 180 countries as signatories. Howdévisrdocument has taken many
years in order to actually become ratified. Alsiace its creation in 1997, vital members
such as the USA, (while under the direction of @ed¥. Bush) have withdrawn their
signatures from this document even though the WS#so a nation which is documented
to be responsible for approximately 25% of the @srlGHG emissions. Without
signatories such as the USA it is unlikely that Klyeto Protocol will be a sufficient
framework for mitigating long term global climatkange.

Although these organizations have illustrated asisome form of international
concern for climate change, it is still questiomalvhether their suggestions for change
have or will be properly made by many of its sigmi&s. Beyond this issue, | wish to
argue that the very essence of policies such asyb® Protocol fail to provide
environmental goals that will result in long termddarge scale change, primarily
because it is an economically driven policy. Th@® Protocol is an agreement which
sets minimal goals for nations to meet, and alsages on producing a credit system
based on carbon. This credit system is knownrastaod which commodifies carbon,
and attempts to reduce carbon through settingrectiesl targets that all signatories must
meet by a specified date.

In combination with this form of progress, it relso become apparent that these
industries have been guided by policies focusepgromoting individual actors of society

to invest and consume such products, reflecting witeoften considered consumerist,
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and neoliberal ideologies (see Rose, 1999; Sz8€7)2The newly drafted government
and industry policies which target the reductioafbon production, focus much more
on enabling consumers to invest into these buséisaasorder to stimulate large scale
change regarding GHG emissions, rather than eskédj tighter regulations on these
industries to reduce their production of carbomisTrend reflects a modern form of
governance known as neoliberalism which focuseslynos providing individual
citizens within the public sector with policies thgiomote individual freedoms from
government regulation. Most essential to this fofrgovernance is the reduction of
direct governmental regulations on industry, busshand trade.
THE KYOTO PROTOCOL

It was thus the UNFCCC and its most influentialyisoon the Kyoto Protocol
that has had the most noticeable publicity regarthe push for international support for
mitigating climate change. The Kyoto Protocol (998) states that it is "an
international and legally binding agreement to tedgreenhouse gas emissions
worldwide, entered into force on 16 February 2008Bs’major component features
binding targets for 37 industrialized countries #mel European community for reducing
GHG emissions. These reductions amount to a logexi emissions by five percent
against 1990 levels over a five year period betwa&8 and 2012 (UNFCCC, 2009).
This agreement also recognizes "that developedtdesrare principally responsible for
the current high levels of GHG emissions in theaspiere as a result of more than 150
years of industrial activity. As a result, the téxml places a heavier burden on
developed nations under the principle of “commondifferentiated responsibilities”

(UNFCCC, 2009).
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This agreement works to meet these goals througle thhain mechanisms: 1)
emissions trading, or "the carbon market”, 2) ttea@ development mechanism (CDM),
and 3) Joint Implementation (JI). Firstly, emissidrading is based on the restrictions for
tonnes of carbon produced by each country. Thegets are expressed as levels of
allowed emissions, or “assigned amounts,” ove20@8-2012 commitment period. The
allowed emissions are divided into “assigned amaomits” (AAUs) (UNFCCC, 2009).
Emissions trading is outlined in Article 17 of thgreement, and allows countries with
emissions to spare - emissions permitted to themndiuused - to sell these to nations
that are over their limits. The idea is that agylas the targets are used as the basis of the
trading for carbon, world wide carbon reductionlwidcur no matter whether some
nations exceed or fail to meet their reductionétsg In many ways, a new commodity
has been created by this mechanism. Carbon idnacked and traded like any other
commodity.

The CDM works in a similar way. This mechanismu®es on the trading of
responsibility for GHG emissions through the reabgn that certain development
projects promote overall reduced GHG emissionsitemply, a country or business
which takes part in developing something whichersognized as low-carbon, or which
will promote the sequestration of global carborelswvill be allotted an amount of credit
towards carbon production equivalent to what thmrsgects are speculated to reduce.
Typical projects falling under this mechanism migbktthe development of solar panels,
or some other form of renewable energy. Theseept®jre referred to as emissions
reduction projects, or a standardized emissiorsebfhstrument. Joint Implementation is

simply the protocol's recognition that one courtiay develop an emissions reduction
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project in another country, while receiving crddit that project towards their national
emissions targets.

These three components of the Kyoto Protocol hanee $ecome the most
mainstream mechanisms for many other local an@matgovernments to enact carbon
reduction policies. It has become quite appateattgince Kyoto, this market-based
approach to reducing carbon has become the favamednost acceptable method in
both governmental and business related areas aleenaking in many areas of the
West. In general, this agreement has found a wayatke the reduction of GHGs a
marketable and tradable enterprise, therefore ngakencommodity which can be sold
and purchased. It was thus the Earth Summit atiRidaneiro which at first established
the UNFCCC and the subsequent promulgation of §@d<protocol which "cemented a
form of international policymaking process in whialustry and economic growth are
central to the way the environmental protectiondgotiated" (DeSombre, 2006, p.28).
The Kyoto agreement can be seen as the first attenmpake an international
environmental regulation system which focuses eatang economic benefits from the
protection of the environment. It is this approadost generally known as ecological
modernization theory (EMT) which has also beensiligiect of much academic debate
over how governments can engage in a form of swustée development. Despite
opposition by critics, EMT is (especially since t@80s) the most favoured theoretical
approach to environmental management. It is {jg@ach which is most relevant to the
interests of my research on green consumerismisrtiiasis; and a summary of its
academic and political backgrounds is essentiaifpresearch in order to show how

other political ideologies have contributed towislespread use in modern environmental
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policymaking.
THE MODERNIZING APPROACH

Since the ending of the Cold War the majority diores around the world have
been "penetrated by the global processes of tcaepetition and production that reflect
Western values and economic and political dominat®lewers, 1997: p. 845). Instead
of a conflict between two large opposing econonowgxs, we have witnessed the
emergence of one model, that of the internatioapitalist economic system, since the
end of the 1980s. Although it can be argued thiardforms of economic strategies have
retained influence in sections of the world, ott #nery nation has their own version of
capitalistic economics in place, environmental @ns are being addressed by most
countries in a similar fashion on several levdétgological modernization has thus
become the predominant theoretical approach tonacmmlating environmental concerns
in the West. This method reflects many of the valaied ideologies of modern Western
economics particularly since the 1980s. Ecologwatiernization theory, as Blowers
(1997) writes, "holds that while environmental doaimits must be taken fully into
account, they can be accommodated by changesdugiion processes and institutional
adaptation. It is consistent with environmentalemd may be seen as an extension of the
process of modernisation” (p. 847). In this pecsipe the ecological problems of the
world are not problems, but instead opportunit@sridustry to modernize and solve.
Industrial innovation encouraged by the market econand initiated by an enabling
state will achieve the objective of long term sustble development. This is also an
inherent assumption found in this philosophy; adb@Vhich has not been substantiated

by empirical evidence. In this theory there iseasential reliance on industry to lead the
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way towards environmental protection and sustalitpband there is a fundamental
assumption that the environment will be protected comprehensive manner primarily
by relying on private industry and mechanical madetion. Frances Cairncross (1995)
articulates his and many others' appeal to thiepbphy when he writes: "But merely to
oppose growth will achieve little. Instead a wiseategy for environmentalists is to
look for ways in which growth and environmental noypement support each other, and
to study ways to protect the environment at minis@nomic cost.” (p. 4)

Ecological modernization theory contains sevesasibfeatures (Mol, 2002; Mol
and Spaargaren, 2002; Christoff, 1996). First, @thably most importantly, ecological
modernization introduces ecological criteria intaditional production and consumption
processes. It assigns a pivotal role to scienddeshnology in resolving ecological
crises, and focuses on increasingly refining tloelpction process towards cleaner and
more environmentally sustainable methods. Sedbednarket economy is viewed as
the best way to promote flexibility, innovation aedick responsiveness for assuring the
ecological adaptation of industry. The governnay provides enabling regulatory
frameworks which assist the efficiency of the m#&skdndividual consumers are thus the
primary actors who are responsible for the evolutbindustry towards sustainable
development.

This theory, although it tends to be widely usgatbntemporary Western
governments (several case studies will be provid€thapter 2), has several theoretical
and practical weaknesses. As Blowers (1997) suggeselies on both the free markets
and the government to operate. While the stateismove barriers and facilitate free

market business, it is also expected to retaimg¢bponsibilities and costs of education,
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welfare, and infrastructural construction. Thuslevhppealing to business by alleviating
tax burdens, the state is still expected to fatdiother social services in society. In
practicality, social welfare systems suffer greditipough this philosophy, and ideals to
increase ecological regulations do not becomezedlas these also require increased
funding from taxpayers for enforcement. Relyindyan modernization, does not ensure
any sort of precautions against potential disa$ters development, nor does it set out
precedents which must be followed through the adarent process. This approach
relies more on a laissez-faire market system doavalindividual entrepreneurs and
industries to stimulate change. This shows a weski,eEMT's assumption that the free
market and the state can always work compatibiyeet environmental goals.
Nonetheless, this theory has become widely accdptgmvernments, organizations and
agencies around the world which are committed tarenmental protection. As stated
by Blowers in regards to the UN Commissions’ Briemli Report (UNGA, 1997):
The Brundtland Report exudes ecological modermisaiihe UN Commission on
Sustainable Development has imbibed the doctrimel. the UK’ s strategy on
sustainable development pronounces, "Sustainabajament does not mean having
less economic development: on the
contrary, a healthy economy is better able to gerdhe resources to meet people’ s
needs, and new investment and environmental imprewé often go hand in hand.
(HMSO, 1994, p. 7 - as cited in Blowers,1997: p4)35

The Bruntland Report launched an era of sustainddtelopment on the
international stage, but it did so under the pragmeet imperfect philosophy of market
based policies. The economic rationalization ofiemmental problems has since

purveyed international development policies anaetiogly the most dominant

perspective on environmental policy in the laseéhdecades has clearly been an
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economic one. Even the language usage in the I 007b) report associates a tie
between economic development and environmentaisiaility: “It seems likely that if
extreme weather events become more intense andferfrequent with climate change,
GDP growth over time could be adversely affeatalbss investments are made in
adaptation and resilien¢€376-my emphasis).

John Dryzek (2005) states that “this perspedives by different names in
different places: market liberalism, classical tddesm, neoliberalism, and free-market
conservatism. Sometimes it is even personalizedi pacomes Thatcherism in the UK,
Reagonomics in the United States, Salinastroikderico (after President Salinas de
Gotari), or Rogernomics in New Zealand (for finanai@ister Roger Douglas).”
Although this philosophy has many names for it {l use neoliberalism), its main
components rely on a confidence in the efficienicthe markets.

In the current Canadian context, the Ontario GEeeergy Act, which at the
outset announces its commitment to simultaneousignptes economic growth and
ecological sustainability, also exudes EMT. Theuwoent states in its introduction that
"The purpose of this Act is to facilitate the demhent of a sustainable energy economy
that protects the environment while streamlining enproving the environmental and
planning approvals process, mitigates climate ceaeggages communities and builds a
world class greemdustrial sector The Act will enable all Ontarians to participated
benefit from green energy as conservers and gemsyat the lowest cost to consumers”
(OGEA, 2009a, my emphasis). This introductoryestegnt shows a very pronounced
and strong commitment towards connecting indusgievth to ecological sustainability,

which is fundamental to ecological modernizatioaatty.
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Although ecological modernization has become a lyidsed form of
environmental policy, one that coincides with 'ausdble development’ - which is also a
form of environmental rhetoric focused on showing tompatibility of modernization to
environmental sustainability - it is not a theorjigh derived independently from social
and political ideologies, especially in the lasty@&@rs. Industrial modernization is not by
any means a new method for solving environmentadlpms which humanity faces, but
the extent to which industry and economics aredelipon in this theory has also
emerged in a time where political philosophies hew@ved to promote both free market
capitalism and the increase of the production/comion process.

The sovereign state which oversees the practicés @tizens, including
industrialization, is often viewed as archaic bg golitical right in North America.
Accordingly, allowing industries and private actarsself-regulate has become a
predominant practice, throughout many nations ef\estern world. This may be the
result of ideological underpinnings in certain ughtial nations, as well as even
imperialistic motives (Jameson, 1993). Free markehen all actors begin with equal
resources, imply equality, at least in theoryrdality, when deregulation of
governmental policies occurs, some nations begretdonomic game with more power
and influence than others. This ‘freedom’ themnultssin a situation more likely to entalil
appropriation of the weaker parties’ resources.thesweaker parties do not benefit from
systems to protect their resources, the more polveations have easier access to them.
Even if there are pragmatic benefits to market-thasethods of sustaining the
environment, problems with wealth accumulation #Hralescalating prices of

commodities based on supply and demand, provokstiqus about the true motives
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behind the push for these policies. Also, questamse whether the long term
implications of these policies actually suggesti@gical sustainability. Social theorists
have long argued the inherent problems with cagitalbut when regarding the
environment social theorists have begun to shovgithéarities between capitalist
societies and the natural environment. Known as ecneo-Marxists these theorists

have documented many problems with capitalismsti@h to the environment.

ECO — (NEO) MARXISM:

The very basic production-consumption processestwttrrently thrive in the
Western world are important to analyze as a sudnsigiurpose to this thesis. As |
described above, ecological modernization is baseithe premise that capitalism, the
free markets as well as the current industrial@rdmercial production processes which
exist, can be maintained while the environmenbisserved. Thus, the idea is that the
environment can be continuously exploited whileghgironment is being adequately
conserved because technologies will continue toemoze and reduce their
environmental impacts. But eco-Marxists (or alse-socialists, or neo-marxists) such as
James O'Connor (1994; 1998), Peter Dickens (2@0) Schnaiberg et al. (2002) and
John Bellamy Foster (1999;2003) have long heldttiaimost inherent threats to the
environment come from current industrializationqasses themselves. As well,
capitalism and mass consumption are viewed quib@gly as antithetical to
environmentalism.

Schnaiberg et al (2002) have particularly tackled production-consumption

practices of Western capitalism. In the paper ‘theadmill of Production and the
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Environmental State,” a historical analysis of hine production processes have changed
in the second half of the twentieth century is givés they state:

A major change appeared in the impact of produqgpitesses upon ecosystems in the
last half of the 20th century...Ironically, we hawturned to this theoretical dual valence
at the end of the twentieth century. Among envirental sociologists, proponents of
ecological modernization (EM) have postulated thate is a growing independence or
"emancipation” of the ecological sphere from thétigal and economic spheres in state
and industry policy-making (Mol 2002; Mol and Spgenen 2002). Within each of these
spheres there are significant institutional trameftions stimulated by leading firms,
who have been driven by the pressures to reducenvieonmental impacts of their past
production processes. In sharp contrast, our owitigad-economic model argues that
such firms tend to minimize, or even underminegpess on ecological goals, as well as
social ones. Proponents of political economy modetge increased mobilization and
opposition to socially and ecologically oppressaations by major private sector actors
and the state, which often defers to these actémsthis paper, we set out to frame these
two special issues oOrganization & Environmenty outlining the model of the
treadmill as a political-economic context for tleecalledenvironmental stateContrary

to ecological modernization theory, we find thabmamic criteria remain thisundation

of decision making about the design, performanceg ewaluation of production and
consumption, dwarfing any ecological concerns. ltamnt the state also shares this
orientation, despite its varied political interesiad often cedes a great deal of power to
private sector actors. We view this as highly peotatic for creating conditions for
sustainability and ecological responsibility. (P32

Schnaiberg et al. (2002) have identified the tedhat as large industrial firms
have become highly influential in environmental ipgiaking, the private economic
sphere is becoming less regulated by the polispalere. Furthermore, they argue that
these large firms are influencing policies whick assentially detrimental to long term
ecological conservation. They argue that trams#tiin production processes have
occurred due to five axes of change: economic esipan increased consumption,
solving social and ecological problems by speedmghe treadmill, economic expansion
via large firms, and alliances among capital, latamd governments.

In this paper they situate the current productioocess within the context of a

treadmill. They argue that as large industry hasome more profitable and dominant,
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garnished profits rose exponentially, which codldrt be used more to invest in further
development. This has resulted in the highly is¢erand remarkably fast pace of
development primarily since the 1960s. But as comgs have invested more into their
own industries they have also required greaterdséivals from the ecosystem, and the
results have been that the environment is incrghsimsed as “sinks” for toxic wastes,

degrading ecosystems around the world.

The essential arguments that Schnaiberg et al j206#npt to make in this paper
are that the production processes have becomatrelicthe continued exploitation of the
environment, and that the main economic ideals a@pitalism inherently prevent
ecological protection. The present political-ecoio landscape values, above all else,
the continuation of production, and large firmsfdreed to as ‘treadmill’ firms) tend to
oppose regulations at every opportunity. As glagibn has increased, governments
have only made lax efforts to prevent some poligtdrom entering the ecosystem, but
have done very little if anything to regulate th@oaint of resources being extracted.
They argue that governments have settled for atoéidwith large industries, meaning
that they will regulate just enough to retain podit legitimacy but will allow large firms
to exploit to prevent them from undermining goveemtal agencies.

The summit at Rio, as well as the Kyoto protocog also used as examples of
efforts by governments tappearas if they are regulating, whereas in reality thaye
had almost negligible effects on the productiorcpeses of the world. As well, they use
these examples to support their vehement oppodsitidBMT’s theory that ecosystems
have been liberated by the economic sphere, anigvbelkhat current production

processes are in fact inherently detrimental tceth@ronment.
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The main point is that the fundamental barrier ¢hi@ving sustainability is that
the ideals of production, expansion, exploitatiand consumption are actually
‘embedded in the current form of social organizatamd as a result economic criteria is
always the foundation of decisionmaking. The logfiche system itself does not allow
for genuine or effective environmentalism to occiithin this system environmental
protection can only be achieved through a lossagpital, and since accumulation and
goals of expansion are paramount in this system,etivironment will continue to be
exploited. Ecological and economic concerns ares thundamentally incompatible,
within any form of capitalism.

Despite these criticisms, capitalism, in the forih feee markets and trade
liberalization, has become more widely acceptedheninternational stage. Free trade,
embodied by organizations such as the World Tradm@zation and the World Bank,
are illustrations of how desires for worldwide egonc expansion and accumulation
have increased rapidly in the last twenty to thyars. In the next section | wish to show
more directly how economic and ecological policg lecome increasingly deregulated
in the last several decades. | wish to descrilzectienge in order to show how and why
EMT has become the most widely accepted theory iodem environmental
management, despite criticisms. | also wish tcciles some of the implications this
change shows with respect to long term environnhentainability.

THE CONSUMER’S SOCIETY, DEREGULATION AND NEOLIBERAISM

Economically-based theories for managing the emvirent may be both popular
and pragmatic, but the widespread acceptance sé tineories in politics is likely due in

part to increased social acceptance of their intptieologies. The contemporary
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reliance on the consumers to stimulate changespeal to individual freedoms as well
as the backing of mass production and highly effitindustrial processes, has surely
had an impact on the political philosophies useenvironmental management. | argue
that the acceptance of neoliberal, economicalipmatist philosophies in environmental
management have largely gained approval due teatues and culture of Western
societies. Scientific management and the focugroducing as much as possible with
the least amount of labour involved has becomeigoointhe twentieth century in the
West. | find it thus highly improbable that thgsecesses have not in some ways
affected the ways politicians as well as individcifizens perceive environmental
policies. As neoliberialism has and still doesduahce contemporary policies on the
international and national scales, environmentatigs have followed suit. Thus, | find
it relevant to discuss here some of the ways nedllst ideals have influenced modern
environmental management. In short, how has tkergment and the consumer been
affected and interpreted through recent policies?

In order to understand how these changes in enwvieotal policy have come
about, it is necessary to understand the assungpdiot premises that have made these
ideas “thinkable, sayable, and doable” (Miller &4@02008: p. 3). The understanding of
social and political ideologies which have simildgals as ecological modernization
theory, as well as other forms of market-basedrenmental management strategies is
relevant for analysing how environmental managerseembraced by western culture. |
argue that how the environment is protected atlitigad, and economic level does not
escape the prevailing ideologies of the West aigliihportant to understand that these

strategies for saving the environment also opevéten a “particular vocabulary or
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language that circumscribes what can be said arad eam be done in ways which are
meaningful” (Miller & Rose, 2008: p.3). The econpof a certain region is not a single
domain, excluded from the prevailing values, moaaid beliefs of a society. An
economic system, as all other social or politigatsms tends to endorse or exclude
various ideals through its very design. Thus.dgb@nomy can be viewed as a zone
constituted by “certain ways of thinking and actiigliller & Rose, 2008: p.8).
Neoliberalism is largely an economic politicaldmgthat argues that the market
should be allowed to make major social and politieisions, the State should
voluntarily reduce its role in the economy, corpiamres should be given total freedom,
trade unions should be curbed and citizens shaulgiven much less rather than more
social protection from the state (George, 1999)is Torm of political thought reached
mainstream approval most noticeably in the earB0%under the Reagan and Thatcher
regimes of the United States and Britain respelstivA radical change in government
began which saw fast paced deregulation of govemhprecesses. Often seen as
bureaucratic obstacles, governmental regulatiotesyswere reduced, and the direct
influence of the state was diminished. Environrakitealth, educational, and social
services were downsized and diminished under teeeipse that the private sector could
compensate for these losses and ultimately becoone efficient at providing such
services. The main philosophy was that laissee-faiarket based systems were the most
efficient, as well as promoted the most “progredRe€gulations were regarded as
inefficient and clumsy. As stated by a then (1988¢-president of the United States,
George Bush “Call me, I'm in the dereg. businesgdeumented in the filMithe World

According to MonsantqMarie-Monique, 2009).
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Neoliberalist ideals were at this time used asméwork for designing what the
government should and should not be active inGAgham Burchell (1991) has said,
‘Liberalism repudiatesaison d’etatas a rationality of rule in which a sovereign eisss
his totalizing will across a national space” (p.42nder advanced liberal governments
there is a belief that the government cannot gowgtim ultimate authority because it
lacks the appropriate knowledge and capacitie®tsod Ruling a nation must instead be
focused on utilizing the domains of the marketjl@gciety and citizenship with the aim
of ensuring that they function to benefit the natas a whole (Miller & Rose, 2008).
Accordingly, the two poles of “power over life” wdhi Foucault (1977, 1993) termed
disciplines of the body and biopolitics are empbedgiin neolibaralist thought. State
systems such as schools and prisons seek to prdwkicenditions necessary for self-
regulation and self-motivation, as the governmsmtaw responsible for guiding a
collection of ‘free’ individuals (Rose, 1999).

Specifically in regard to environmental polici#ss form of privatization which
is emphasized by neoliberalism is seen more effedtr protecting the environment
than governmental regulations in the form of puplictected lands, or laws which forbid
certain practices. The reliance on self-regulasoemphasized in present environmental
management. In short, the government is gettinggbomanaging the environment.

Those who endorse neoliberalism also endorset @seconomic rationalism.
Because people tend to care more for what theytbamwhat they own in common with
everyone else, privatizing will apparently promatbetter large scale protection of the
environment. If the whole of the environment isn@a privately each individual will

take care of his or her property to result in a g@ns which is collectively protected.
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Economic rationalists of this sort believe theydawlved the well-known problem of the
‘tragedy of the commons’ (see Hardin, 1968). Byidihg the commons into private
properties, the landowners then have personaksitein seeing their lands protected.
This solves the problems associated with ‘freersdand people who do not take steps to
protect publicly owned lands.

Although there has not been a complete privatipatif all lands in North
America and Europe, there has been noticeablessifitelling off public lands to private
investors. Governments have allowed private iroredb use public lands for profit
(Dryzek, 2005). The emerging pattern is that titkvidual, or private owner, is now
emphasized when it comes to environmental manadgensaif-regulation is the ‘way to
go’ in modern times. Centralized organizationschiloversee the use (and often abuses)
of lands are either being downsized, being givéierdint protocols, not being given
political strength or are vanishing altogetheris lincreasingly up to the individual(s) and
owners of certain natural habitats to look aftemnth

However, the implications can be very frighteniniger one thinks of owners of
large scale industries such as those in the o#éstoy, fishing and mining businesses as
responsible for protecting the environment whetr tleenues rely solely on the
appropriation and use of natural resources. Hweugh one can argue, for example, that
the fisheries will have incentives to protect ttecks of fish in order to continue to
prosper, history has shown clearly over the wdrht this has not been the case (see for
example the study by Worm et al, 2006). The eaastcof Canada has seen a once very
lucrative Cod fishing industry completely collagsecause of over fishing. Lack of

guotas, and government enforced regulations allaeatinued overfishing to occur. In
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Lake Ontario the Atlantic Salmon and American Esdries are also on the brink of
collapse (see MacGregor et al, 2009)

History has shown that it is much more likely foe tshort-term profits of a
certain area to take precedence over the longpeofits seen through protection
strategies. As long as another location is stikxistence for an industry to move to
exploit, it will not have a sufficient incentive fwotect resources. An industry may
simply uproot and move to a new location to aga&gitv its extractions. Long-term
foresight of the environmental implications withimustry is not well documented in the
reality of industry, and the economic rationalistipsophies which have reached political
acceptance are therefore in need of moderation.

As the UN General Assemblies of 1997 and 2002 mateonal targets for
environmental sustainability are consistently nreihly met. Free-market liberalism has
not necessarily shown great potential for sustandeévelopment. And although
ecological modernization triumphs the use of theketafor achieving sustainability,
there has not been much empirical evidence to antiate this. Compounding this issue,
the bleak projections by the IPCC and its threekimgr groups regarding climate change
show that the amount of change needed on a gloakd & not simply in the line of
market reforms, but instead in the form of fundatakchanges to the production and
industrial processes we see today.

Neoliberalism has surely influenced these econaational perspectives, and its
economic implications around the world have alsenb@oted since its preeminence (see
for example: Monck, 2003). In 1997, the Inter-Aman Development Bank (IDB)

published an article namé@tin America After a Decade of Refor(ls3B, 1997) and
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wrote thatLatin America’seconomies “present a disturbing and paradoxical
picture...Macroeconomic imbalances have been codecRractices of government
intervention have been dismantled...Neverthelégsetonomic results are
unsatisfactory...Unemployment rates have risen...Incdisteibution remains worse
than in any other region of the world” (p. 31). cadedingly, the pressures made by
Northern countries, such as the US, on South Améadevelop liberalist economic
policies have resulted in a multitude of econonmid acological problems. For example,
at the end of 2001 Argentina experienced a draregboomic collapse. This has been
touted as a concrete failure of the Internationahbtary Fund’s neoliberalist policies in
regard to long term economic security for develgmations (Monck, 2003). Argentina
inevitably was forced to default on its foreignigaand its peso devalued to
approximately 3.5:1 US dollar by the end of 20@& Ronaldo Monck describes:
Joseph Stiglitz, renegade ex-World Bank chief ecaaty blamed the IMF for forcing an
austerity programme on Argentina in the middle of@ssion. The pro ‘free market’
magazind~orbes more surprisingly, declared that the new goveminreArgentina
should sue the IMF for ‘malpractice and negligemmitide’. For mainstream economist
Paul Krugman, ‘Argentina’s crisis is a US failurEor others, on the left, the case of
Argentina simply proves, once and for all, theusel of IMF policies to establish the
basis for long-term economic growth in low-inconweictries (McEwan, 2002-as cited in
Monck, 2003).

As the economic and social consequences of nealisiepolicies have shown
negative economic consequences such as those sihmwe, the ecological implications
are often just as bleak. As the Bruntland reproyvn above) in 1997 states,
globalization and the increased development ofifinaeket policies and fast paced
industrial development intensified since the 193timg at Rio de Janeiro while

environmental degradation on the global level matdgased. This makes one wonder

whether the proclaimed efficiency of ‘self-regutditenarkets actually do imply positive
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effects for the environment, or if there is an irdm contradiction between de-regulation
and environmental sustainability. There seemsetorly an increasing volume of
evidence that free-market neoliberalist policiesxdonecessarily result in more
worldwide prosperity, or environmental sustainaili

Although the implications of neoliberalist policies developing nations has not
necessarily brought signs of improvement, | alad that there is a connection between
the appeals to neoliberalism, and the desire enbthe economy and culture of these
states around a ‘culture of consumerism.” It ss¢bncept of consumer culture which |
wish to focus on in the next chapter. Focusing@vious studies of consumer culture
and attaching some of these ideas to particula@scaisgreen consumerism will hopefully
show the connections | wish to illustrate in thiedis that a market-based, neoliberalist

society is now ‘consuming’ environmental probletm®tigh a Western cultural logic.

CHAPTER 2: RISK, CONSUMER CULTURE, AND CLIMATE CHAGE

“bottled water sells for more than gasoline?!”

It is indeed true that bottled water now costsenmer litre than gasoline. Upon
frequenting the local variety store while | wasit@ka break from this research, | noticed
that the cost of a one litre bottle of water wasgat at $1.39. The gas price at that day
was, comparatively, at a bargain price of $0.964lipre. Although one can argue that
the packaging of the bottled water adds to itseppier litre, one must still wonder how
even that small amount of plastic used in the éaiin make up the difference between
what oil and water costs to the average consuntigprices were solely based on supply
and demand this price would seem to be a rip-afbiztering that 70.78% of the world is

covered with water (although most of this is nesfr water). Despite these facts, water
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is indeed a popular commodity, and according toranwdSzasz (2007) “Today, bottled
water is the nation’s (USA’s) second best-selliegdrage. It outsells coffee, milk, and
beer. Only carbonated soft-drinks still sell bét(@07).

The immediate question that comes to mind is “HoW®w can water, a resource
which seems to be so plentiful in the world, beca@npeoduct which is now costing more
than oil, a resource which requires extensive ansooflabour, industrial development,
and extraction processes before reaching the puvidater now seems like a product one
can simply place in a bottle and sell for a marked+alue with no clear reason or
justification. The price of oil is affected by aversity of factors; water on the other hand
requires little-to-no refinement before it is pldan store shelves.

Although there is likely an argument that the wilagy market system now works,
the price of water is inflated because of markeéing packaging costs, | still wonder
how this has become the current state of thingairmmarketplace. As this chapter will
explore, | am interested in understanding how theue of the West has indeed become
a culture of consumption. And more specificallgnh interested in understanding how
‘green consumerism’ has gained massive appealmiitig culture.

According to Statistics Canada (see Statistics @an2008) bottled water is a
product which the privileged sections of Canadiaciety enjoy most often. Water,
which is a necessary component of any person’ssiietw a commodity of the elite
when found in a plastic bottle. However, therals an interesting correlation between
education levels and bottled water consumptiortisitss Canada found that bottled
water consumption increased progressively betweesetwho identified as ‘less than

highschool’ education to those who identified asrie post-secondary’ education (the
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group that consumes the most). However, thosehakie completed university
education consume the lowest amount of bottled meateof all of the categories.
Whereas high income households often share chastict® with those with high
education, according to Statistics Canada, (2008hKing bottled water is not one of
them” (p. 3).

According to this conclusion by Statistics Canasléh@ consumption ofbottled
water has increased, it has done so mostly witigihen income groups. As | stated in
the previous chapter regarding the use of libgtratiarketing systems for creating
sustainable development, as environmentally focpseducts and ideals are marketized
and made into commodities, they become productstwiniany cannot afford. The
reliance on individuals to purchase their way talgassustainability fails to account for
those with low incomes. Furthermore, as the Bamttlreport suggests, worldwide
disparities of income have only increased sinc&1%89us many cannot financially
afford to ‘save’ the environment.

Although bottled water is not a product which isrkeded to save the
environment, it is still marketed with environmdittanfluenced ideas. It is by no means
a ‘green’ product, but it shares similar markestigitegies with those products which are
seemingly ‘green’: environmental risks are usedaiadate the use and purchase of the
product. Environmental concerns in the case dfdibtvater are used as motivators in
order to convince consumers they need to purchaser wather than use their taps as a
supplier. Thus | wish to use this case as an ggdtnthe contemporary case of green
consumerism in light of climate change.

Consumers are being convinced that they are hetverded with water by
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private companies rather than public systems. &prently the ability for one to choose
from a selection of sources of water appeals nmredny individuals today than
obtaining water through a public source. This dda¢ an example of what Andrew
Szasz callinverted quarantineand | will discuss this phenomenon and its impiarag

in the next section.

‘PURIFIED’ CONSUMPTION:

In the example of bottled water, | am interestelow environmentalism (or at
least many of its ideas) is used by businessesetieca new form of consumerism (ie. an
environmentally-motivated consumerism). Furthemndam interested in how
consumers are embracing products based on envirdalsé concerns, as well as the
product’s own symbolic associations to these isslreshort, what is the overall
implication of a consumerist culture embracing emwvinentalist values? As
Featherstone (1991) states, there is a sort of gygnibthat works within the act of
consumption: “Symbolism is not only evident in thesign and imagery of the
production and marketing processes, the symbatiocaations of goods may be utilized
and renegotiated to emphasize differences in yifesthich demarcate social
relationships” (p.16). | thus ask the questionsatiare the driving forces behind this
wide appeal for products such as bottled water vamat are the implications of this
event? Also, is the main driving force perceivesiksi or are there also other elements
which have assisted in the success of this product?

According to Andrew Szasz (2007), the public’s eancover water quality is not
always without informed reason. Szasz (2007) desusthat the USGS (Kolpin et al,

2002) “took samples from 139 rivers in thirty stagend tested for pharmaceuticals,
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hormones, and other postconsumer contaminantsielsesd for ninety-five different
substances and found eighty-two of them, a vagésgntibiotics, several types of
steroids, reproductive hormones, prescription dfagslgesics, blood pressure
medicines, antidepressants), nonprescription diaggtaminophen, ibuprofen),
deodorizers, fragrance, plasticizers, detergentsnparobial disinfectant, and fire
retardant” (p.114-115). Szasz (2007) explainsahesults: “Water pollution is the daily,
ongoing, inevitable, normal consequence of the wayive in our cities, how we grow
our food, and how industry produces things thatamsume. Water pollution is
inscribed in our way of life” (p.116). But regaedk of these findings, the Environmental
Protection Agency (US. EPA) of the United Statdsdstclares that 87% of rivers and
streams, and 82% of lakes designated as sourcdsriking water meet legal standards
(US. EPA 2000 - as cited in Szasz, 2007, p.116).

Although the EPA asserts that most of the US’skilnigp waters are safe, public
confidence in this agency’s competence for ensisaig tap water seems to be low. The
consumption of bottled water has increased dramiltim the last twenty years, and this
is evidence that us consumers (ie. individuals)rasteed concerned about their water
supplies. According to the International Coun¢iBottled Water Associations
(ICBWA, 2003), bottled water consumption (per-capit the US increased from 67
litres to 90 between 2000 and 2003. Comparativ@@nada almost doubled from 26 to
46 liters per-capita consumption a year and Wedterope increased from 93 to 112
liters. Production value worldwide during this &#frame also went from a staggering
$30,819,000,000 to $45,772,000,000. Somethingbaginced consumers worldwide to

purchase water, water that is ‘natural,” ‘cleafrgsh,” or “The taste of purity” as claimed
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on the website for Aquafina (2009). The long stagd@ppeal of bottled water has
created the fastest growing consumption rates ypbhanerage. Only very recently in
2008 has the consumption of bottled water shownségry of decline (-1.8% annual US
consumption per-capita) since 1997 (see InternaltiBottled Water Association

[IBWA], 2008). And according to the IBWA reasors this decline may have been due
to exceptionally cold and damp weather in the sumthe weak economy, as well as
environmental campaigns targeting bottled water.

It is evident that bottled water appeals to mod®Eimsumers, but it is questionable
as to whether the average consumer is fully infarofehe facts on water quality while
making their decisions. The Water Quality Assacia{\WQA) (2001 — as cited in Szasz,
2007) found that 75 percent to more than 80 peraeAmericans tell polisters that they
are concerned about tap water. This is found ite g the U.S. EPA’s statements that
most of the US’s drinking water sources are ‘saithough the EPA’s standards may be
lax, non-comprehensive, and not designed effegtifgde Szasz, 2007), the EPA is the
government body which oversees water quality. 8aseconsumption trends it seems
that the consumer has more faith in the claim#efaottled water industry than that of
their own government. On another note, it is cthat the fears of environmental
contaminations have won over the consumer, andeciesitly a social phenomenon is
occurring in North America as well as many othexcgk in the world, which involves
individuals reacting to and addressing these threftheir own accord.

Szasz (2007) believes that this trend has resuitaccontemporary US society
that reacts to environmental threats such as conged water in what he names

inverted quarantine.Inverted Quarantine is a concept similagt@rantine but different
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in that it is a process undertaken by a colleatibimdividuals, and based on individual
decision-making. Traditionguarantineinvolves a public confident that the overall
collective environment is safe and healthy and tis&toriginates from a discreet source,
such as a diseased person. Consequently, the adtgyraats together to isolate that
individual to ensure the public remains healthyerted quarantings, on the other
hand, a social phenomenon which begins with thenaggon that the overall
environment is already contaminated and full ofithedsks. Individuals are considered
healthy vessels who must avoid being contaminayetidir surroundings. Risk is not
discreet, it is everywhere. As a result, the oy individuals can protect themselves is
through isolation from the risks by creating bagibetween themselves and the
contaminants. And in contemporary US society, 8aagues that individuals have
turned towards investing in technologies or proslwdtich assure them of their
protection from these hazards.

How then does the bottled water phenomenon contpambat is now occurring
with regard to climate change? Is there a sintylan how technologies and products are
being marketed to consumers? It is my argumetitignsection that this trend for
contemporary individuals to perform inverted quaranin light of risks is well-known
by both governments and businesses. Both of thaedies are aware of contemporary
individuals’ appeal to take personal steps towardsecting themselves. Accordingly,
governments and businesses are endorsing polities focus responsibility on
individuals to invest in technologies to avoid enmmental risks. And as both
consumers and governments are performing these aotrdingly, a culture of

consumption is reaffirmed and the production tredldereinforced. EMT as described
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in chapter 1 is a policy reflective of this trenthis inverted quarantine response is
provoked by certain institutions in order to estbkh new and potentially lucrative
market: the ‘green industry.” These organizatiaresaware of these perspectives of
consumers, and they market their products in aecme with peoples’ fears. In the next
chapter | will use the marketing of GM’s restruatgrplan as an example of how
governments and businesses are addressing thesamenist tendencies, as well as how
they are reinforcing the values of a consumer caliioi order to promote economic
progress.

But before | enter this discussion, | wish to désespecificallyhow | view
consumer culture. | ask: what drives consumptiterothan risk? What other factors
can be taken into account in light of mass consionpt The next section attempts to
describe another possible phenomenon in relatigngen consumerism.

BEYOND RISK:

Although there is a specific tendency for indivibu perform inverted
guarantine it is possible to analyze the commadlifor of environmental problems on a
more abstract level. With the example abovefs&h, | wish to argue that the mass
consumption of bottled water (and as | will estsibliater, other ‘green’ products) is also
occurring because the consumption of bottled weasrbecome normalized within
Western culture. Although risk associated withtaaninated public water provoked this
habit, | believe there are many who consume iigh lquantities also because it has
become a social norm to do so. | believe thatamyrcases individuals who are
purchasing products such as bottled water arearsatously doing so because of their

fears, but now because of the habits and other imgsattached to this behaviour. The
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original meaning for purchasing bottled water (thiathe fear of contaminated public
supplies) | argue may no longer be the only (angh@aven no longer the main)
influence behind the decision to purchase suclodymt. | believe this is largely because
of the very culture of Western society which cortaapizes change mainly through the
production and consumption process.

Authors such as Fredric Jameson have argued thatybarly since the 1950s
and 60s, a postmodern culture has developed iWHst. What he often terms
‘postmodernism’ is also referred to as a ‘depthlessschizophrennic’ society, where
“depth is replaced by surface, or by multiple scef (Jameson, 1993, p.318).
Meanings and associations between objects are apw<of copies of which no original
actually existed. In this perspective bottled waenot enshrined with the meaning of
‘avoiding contamination’ but instead carries megsiwhich are mostly subjective to
each individual. One might buy bottled water beeait tastes good, or because it is
convenient, or even simply because they can. Twwitkethe disposable income to do so
may not have any grand meaning behind their decisipurchase this product other
than that they are thirsty at the time and canrdffo purchase it. To Jameson, chains of
meanings are now broken and fragmented, and musbotéty now views objects with
only surface meanings. This is due to mass conwations, and the spread of mass
consumption in light of advanced capitalism. Asoaunication and transportation
technologies are quickening the interactions ofgllodal society, the structure of
meanings and symbols is becoming much less s@a@hsequently, an advanced form of
capitalistic logic has begun to pervade the thiglpatterns of much of the world.

| find that this interpretation of the effectsaminsumerism on the culture of the
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West describes issues which are relevant to théieakhips between consumers and
green products. Commodities are not given fixedmregs which remain entrenched in
Western culture instead they exemplify how meancagsbe subjective. The
commodity never means just one thing. Insteach@anings are often derived
independently from consumer to consumer. But &iggity that does exist in this
process is the ‘cult of the commodity,’ or the perated habit of consumption. |
describe this as an inherent desire typical of ¥fastulture, to appropriate and consume
as much merchandise as is feasible to their owatsins. Those with the income to do
so therefore satisfy their cultural role primaily the consumer.

How then does a consumer relate to their produittenathis mass inflow of
meanings? In the age of the internet, mass meeligphones, high speed travel and
global markets, is it likely for a cultural habit tarry the same meanings from person to
person, or generation to generation? As Stualt(fli®84) has suggested, meanings are
constantly encoded and decoded through a circathsacial process. Thus, is bottled
water still perceived by the average individuahmarily as a way to avoid contamination,
or is the consumption of it also related to its gnather meanings which have been
socially constructed since it has taken such alaote in society? Much like many other
products such as cigarettes, energy drinks, dist@nplements and alcoholic beverages
which have reached high levels of acceptance iregodottled water has likely also
benefitted from this normalization as well. Produshich may seem arbitrary at the
outset, can very likely reach a level of acceptaxeore consumers purchase these
products. Szasz (2007) writes that many consumerxhase water for health reasons,

convenience and taste. Thus we cannot (and Seesgnizes this as well) conclude that
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only fear of risk has ensured the incredible grointthe bottled water industry. | argue
that risk, although it may often begin a phaseosfstimption, does not always remain the
primary cause once the trend has been set in molioisk alone causes consumption at
this rate then with the amount of other environraktitreats in the world, it seems
bottled water would not be the only environmentatigtivated product to see such
widespread sales.

| therefore wish to put forward the argument tratsumption of products has
become a fundamental way of life in the West, d&edprocess of doing so reinforces the
cultural expectations that all individuals mustaakdependent responsibility when
solving their problems, and they also must satisér primary roles as the consumer. As
Bauman (2005) has argued, in the age of consuménsmvealthiest individuals are the
most powerful consumers. Being the most powedascamer is now equated with being
high in social standing. Furthermore, | believe tha neoliberalist policies and capitalist
systems which have gained increasing strengtheitatt twenty or so years are a major
influence on this phenomenon. In other words | &sk:possible that there is an inherent
logic now pervading contemporary Western cultureictv frames the thinking patterns
of modern consumers to purchase their way outesfelproblems which is also
influenced by something other than their fearghésconsumer’s appeal for purchasing
bottled water, hybrid cars, renewable energiesagtly. due to perceived risks, or is there
another element at play? How has this idea fortorpeirchase water from a selection of
names and brands at inflated prices become magedb than acquiring it simply
through the home faucet? Are there power relatidmsh construct a form of knowledge

within this consumerist culture and which subsedtjyenfluence one to accept their role
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primarily as the consumer? As Foucault (1993) atated, “Indeed, it is in discourse
that power and knowledge are joined together...we motsimagine a world of
discourse divided between accepted discourse atdd®d discourse, or between the
dominant discourse and the dominated one; buthaslt#plicity of discursive elements
that can come into play in various strategies”’4p)3 Thus | find there has been a
multiplicity of discourses and knowledge construetsch have helped develop
consumerism as a fundamental aspect of Westemreuklthough the fear of
contamination is without doubt a contributing faadb this consumption of bottled water,
| feel that in the present state of affairs, theralso a very strong influence from the very
culture in which this is occurring which can alsodnalyzed. The answer to the
guestion: how has the individual also become idiedtas the ‘problem solver,’ or the
one with the ‘responsibility,” can shed light omstphenomenon.

In the next section | will review some perspectisasconsumer culture and
compare them to some particular examples of ‘greemenvironmentally-influenced
consumption patterns. | thus wish to identify blothw green consumerism operates
within an apparent ‘logic’ of consumer culture retWest, as well as describe a
particular implication green consumerism holdsegards to long-term
environmentalism. In short, what are the impligasi for environmentalist ideas and
values when they become embraced by the postmodasumer?

CULTURE OF CONSUMPTION

Much literature has been written on ‘consumer calt(see for example

Baudrillard, 1983; Baudrillard, 1993; Featherstat#83; Featherstone, 1987,

Featherstone, 1991; Jameson, 1993). Accordingtyetare many perspectives and
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analyses of this ‘consumer culture’ as its causelsedfects are described in diversity.
Michael Featherstone (1991) categorizes perspaatimeonsumerism into three main
groups:

First is the perspective that consumer cultureeésnised upon the expansion of capitalist
commodity production which has given rise to a \estumulation of material culture in
the form of consumer goods and sites for purchadecansumption...Second, there is
the more strictly sociological view, that the stattsion derived from goods relates to
their socially structured access in a zero sum gamdiich satisfaction and status
depend upon displaying and sustaining differenadsmconditions of inflation. The
focus here is upon the different ways in which peqse goods in order to create social
bonds or distinctions. Third, there is the questbthe emotional pleasures of
consumption, the dreams and desires which becolaleraged in consumer cultural
imagery and particular sites of consumption whiahausly generate direct bodily
excitement and aesthetic pleasures (p. 13).

Out of these perspectives | find that the first ez urately describes the main
cause for the emergence of consumerism in the Wesd. with regard to green
consumerism, | find that all three perspectivesral@vant to this thesis. As I, as well as
eco-Marxists have argued, there seems to be artepdier environmentalist concerns,
values, and ideas, to be enmeshed within a seapfalistic ‘logic.” As | wish to
establish here, consumer culture carries with gssential form of logic that shapes its
solutions to environmental problems in a predieabhanner. In this regard, solving
environmental problems must be done so throughuropson practices. Individuals
satisfy their role as consumer before anything, éhserder to protect themselves from
environmental problems. Technological and politatenges must first be stimulated by
the interests of individuals. Thus, in regard to E& described in chapter 1, Western
culture likely endorses this method of environmkeptdicy because it matches its already

established values (ie. Rugged individualism, gméeeurialism, laissez-faire

economics, egoism, free trade etc.). And withsiiead of capitalist economics since
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the end of the Cold War, | argue that a culturdt sias also occurred which situates the
individual in more areas of the west primarily lag tconsumer.’ This is not to suggest a
society entirely led by consumerist logic, butestdt one much more so led by this logic
than what was witnessed before the mill-2éntury. | argue that to a large extent many
people now accept and embrace their role primaslthe ‘consumer’ in modern Western
society and this is strongly related to the congisteulture that has been progressively
developing since the end of the second world Wdre strength of neoliberalist policy
and capitalist systems throughout the internatipodtical systems as described in
Chapter 1 have strongly influenced what | wishrigua is a consumerist culture which
has spread across the West and has reshapedtiimaldolgic of more of the
international community.

Similar to the ideals of neoliberalism, in consuroeiture the individual is the
‘free’ and ‘autonomous’ vessel, who can chooset@hoose not to participate, invest, or
cooperate with different social and economic atéisi The wide appeal of both
neoliberal policy and this social identificationintlividuals foremost as consumers are
heavily influenced by the dominance of capitalstreomics throughout the West.
Fredric Jameson (1984) once wrote that “this wigtdbal, yet American postmodern
culture is the internal and superstructural expoassf a whole new wave of American
military and economic domination throughout the Moin this sense, as throughout
class history, the underside of culture is bloodute, death, and terror” (p. 316).
Furthermore, Jameson argued that what is refeorad tpostmodernism’ is actually in its
most essential processes, a more pure form of @@pit To Jameson, postmodernism is

a departure from the ‘older modernism,” which viemikings such as political and social
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defiance, and sexually explicit material as offeasiThe ‘politics of aesthetics’ takes
precedence in this postmodern culture, and as Bemdr(1993) argues, there then forms
a culture where meaning is found in a ‘hyperealitya ‘simulacrum.” Meaning now
‘floats’ within an artificial landscape where sifjar and signified are no longer
structured. The signified (in Saussure’s use)rftas lost its essential meaning, and the
signifiers now float about in this hypereality (brough mass media and the internet for
example) to be used and discarded as needed wydundlis. As Jameson (1993) states
“Meaning on the new view is generated by the movdrfrem signifier to signifier”
(p.324). Jameson considers this a state of seclaizophrennia’ where the hermeneutic
link between signified and signifier no longer égim any comprehensible mode.

With regard to the act of consumption, | find ttiase theoretical positions relate
well to the processes involved in consuming graedycts. With the consumption of
green merchandise, there is the need for the perdgue reinforce and create reasons for
the consumers as to why they should purchase predects. Their products must be
attached to some sort of meaning that they wilb lleé environment. But the chances
that these original meanings will remain consisterde sent into the public landscape
are slim. Therefore | argue that in the conterapoworld, which communicates
instantly, travels at great speeds and consumestlkessly, the original meaning of any
social habit that may develop has very little lorige Clearly the longevity of meanings
are not easily obtained in a present world withsr@smmunications, incredibly fast
paced marketplaces, international flows of infolioraaind cultural mixings that have
never been seen before. | suggest that althowgbaiisumption of a product such as

bottled water may have begun with the goal of asking the fear of contamination, it
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has now in many cases lost its original meaningpimemporary society. | argue that in
the case of bottled water, the mass consumptignnas stimulated by a fear but has
since likely lost much of its original meaning, amalv many are habitually purchasing
this product without always being consciously awartheir original motivations. 1 feel
this is likely because of the extent to which kamttivater is the only food or beverage
product which claims to protect consumers from emmental contaminants which has
reached such staggering success. The amount cditemtuon the use of pesticides and
herbicides in foods, as well as the modificatiogefes in many crops have reached
mainstream media, yet foods which claim to protectsumers of these dangers have not
gained fractions of the sales water has. Althdughlikely also more than just habit
which has produced the sales figures of bottleckyabelieve it is a large reason for
these high rates of consumption.

| am skeptical that the fear of contamination albas brought people to
purchase water more than almost any other bevémnage world. 1 find that although
this likely ignited the habit of purchasing it,Ita feel that once water became a
commodity, the consumer became habituated to psiredpavater, and that the marketing
agencies behind this product have ensured a caatidavelopment of this habit among
consumers.

Bottled water has not just achieved great saleausscof everyone’s fears of
contaminated water, it has become normalized thrasgzery commonality. As this
normalization has occurred it has only benefittedana snowball effect has taken place
so that purchasing water is no longer just a wagnture health, it is just simply normal

to drink it.
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What then is the implication of this type of pheraman? If the original (and
indeed environmentally motivated) reason why onelpases a product becomes
forgotten, what happens to the likelihood of loegat environmentalism in the masses?
As Andrew Szasz (2007) argues, when people movarttsunverted quarantine a
phenomenon he calflitical anesthesi@ccurs. Szasz argues that if all individuals
begin to shun the outside environment and insteggthlio produce barriers around
themselves to avoid environmental risks, they redbeir capacity to begin collective
environmentalism: “Tens of millions of citizens lesle they have successfully insulated
themselves from the problems of the public wat@psubecause they drink bottled
water or because they filter the water coming thr homes. They continue to care
about water quality, but is there any real motmateft to do anything more about it?”
(p.201). | agree with Szasz’s analysis here, anédboye argument that people have also
forgotten about the original environmental probletiegether can strengthen aspects of
this theory. | am also not hesitant to argue frthat consumers often lose the urge to
be active about environmental problems througlr freioccupation with consuming
their ways to safety. Simply by purchasing theaywowards a ‘safe zone’ consumers
reach a point where they no longer worry aboutremvnental problems. Why worry
about terrible water quality or global climate charf ‘you are responsible for change’
and you have done what you can? Simply, | argaethie entire process of consuming
‘green’ products separates the consumers fromdhmlahreats. Too indirect of a
process to instill social dissent, green consunmreds a solution to environmental
problems results in ‘political anesthesia,” notediive ‘environmental activism.” Thus

when a consumerist culture embraces these envintaiigt perspectives, the original
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meanings are lost and the act of consumption takes The consumer becomes too
busy purchasing products which seem to signifylidesanings, but in the process the
original intent of saving the environment becontes.| | wish to call thisonsumer
amnesia.

I will now focus this theoretical position withihe relevant context of climate
change and show how thamnesiaexists in the political and business incentivesikh
green consumerism. Renewable energies and hydmsdooth show a pattern: marketing
through risk, relying on consumers to invest anctipase, and then relying on
establishing widespread production and consumptidimd this to be a pattern which in
itself results in long term environmental amnesiarough the very processes we use to
solve environmental problems, | find that econoguoeals override those which are
ecological, to the extent that they are almostdtam. In the next chapter, | wish to
analyze how certain carbon clean energies havéedaa dramatic level of acceptance in
business and governments and show how environngodigd have been lost as well as
the implications of unregulated approaches to srga&nvironmentally benign energies.
| will then describe how General Motors and thea#f Canadian governments have
been pushing for the ‘modernization’ of the autdustry within the logic of

consumerism, and neoliberalist policies as anatkample of this problem.

CHAPTER 3: GREEN ENERGIES AND THE AUTO INDUSTRY

Consumerism does not promote an environmentabsuosked primarily on the
environment, especially when endorsed by governsnefss | wish to outline in this
section, the increased establishment of renewaldrgees and the promotion of

modernized automobiles do not reflect genuine enwrentalism, instead, they reflect a
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Western culture’s interpretation of environmenkeieits and consequently express this
culture’s ideal methods for ameliorating its peveel problems. Hydroelectric, solar,
wind, tidal, geothermal, and bio-energies havegaithed approval by governments and
businesses in recent times due to their use ofdgwable’ and ‘perpetual’ energy sources.
As climate change has become the ‘problem of tieéthg energy industry has felt the
critiques of a surge of concerned citizens accgiginThe burning of fossil fuels as the
world’s primary source of energy has now becomddbé of debate in light of the
findings concerning climate change. As | presemedhapter 1, many international
organizations have been formed strictly in reactmthis growing global threat. And
these political responses to climate change agelladue to the mounting scientific
research which has concluded that the causesnodtdichange are mostly
anthropogenic. The IPCC’s continued research hawrs a consistently high likelihood
that there will be severe and long-term consequgeateur current consumption and
burning of fossil fuels. As shown in chapter ¥ tRCC concludes that there are many
likely specific consequences regarding the naemalronment, as well as human
settlements in regard to climate change. Thuggeswhich are not derived from fossil
fuels have gained incredible amounts of suppotherinternational scale as well as the
national level. For example, as | introduced iaptler 1 the Ontario government of
Canada has been in the process of drafting a newhach ensures streamlined
development of renewable energy systems. Name@ukerio Green Energy Act
(OGEA, 2009b), this proposed statute will enabléCentarians to participate and benefit
from green energy as conservers and generatdhge Biwest cost to consumers” (p.3).

This Act is, in theory, supposed to enable a qaiult largely unregulated establishment
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of a ‘green energy’ business in Ontario. As rerideanergies are deemed to be green
because of their low impact on climate change,Alsisseeks to provide legislation
which allows private investors as much autonomgassible in order to enable a quick
and streamlined process of developing this industty well, the consumer is situated
within this Act as the highlighted actor who walkie on the most responsibility for
revamping the province’s energy supply. Policiésch focus on ensuring that a transfer
to green energy is economically viable to consuraeggeiterated throughout this Act.
Furthermore, individuals who qualify as ‘vulnerabtnsumers’ will be allotted further
help from the government for them to modernizerttlemestic energy systems (ie.
heating, and cooling systems). Thus, instead @figding tighter regulations on existing
energy industries, this Act reflects the neolibstdbrm of governance | outlined in
chapter 1.

Accordingly, there is an assumption in this Adttlgreen’ energies are those
which are essentially ‘carbon clean.’” But thera [goblem with this interpretation, as
many of these contemporary forms of renewable ée®an and have had negative
effects on the environment, especially when theynat developed with proper
precautions. Ultimately, a particular issue whactses from an ‘environmental’ Act
such as this can be found in the present envirotahproblems that have accumulated
from hydroelectric dams in Ontario. The neoliber@thods used in environmental
management ask the government to make take dcgchan the industries which
actually cause damage to the environment. Instggackrnments take ‘arms length’
approaches, which focus instead on providing lageh which enables individuals to be

the origin of industrial change. Direct governmienblvement is seen as a last resort to
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other methods. The development of environmentadhjidn industries must first be
motivated through a consumer’s demand for thisstigu But as this chapter will
illustrate through actual cases, there are fundéh@aws with this direction of

management.

HYDROELECTRIC DAMS AND MARINE LIFE

Hydroelectric dams are considered to be a greerggréthin the Ontario Green
Energy Act. As the proposed statute (OGEA, 20@%ues, “Green Energyeans
conservation, renewable sources of energy and distiibuted energy” (p.1). Since
hydroelectric dams are carbon clean and are admenewable energy, the act
concludes that they are essentially green techredaghich will both assist in
ameliorating the climate change problem while alsating a source of energy that will
be overall beneficial to the province of Ontari®ut as | wish to show in this section,
these dams can be quite damaging to the environasenell.

Studies by MacGregor et al (2009) have documermeditmense amount of
damage hydroelectric dams have caused to popusatiomigratory fish in Lake Ontario,
the Ottawa and St. Laurence rivers and the Nortlerdgan Coastline of the Atlantic
Ocean. On the Coast of the USA, from Maine toiBilgrat least 15,115 dams restrict or
prevent fish passage, leaving up to 84% of Atlaotiast river and stream habitat
inaccessible (Busch et al. 1998). The mortalitgsaf fish, particularly the Atlantic
salmon and the American Eel have been large dtietomigratory lifecycles.
MacGregor et al. (2009) documents the historic nredent scope of mortality rate3He
New York Time€1906) reported that eels had become so abund#m iConnecticut

River at a “local electric light plant” that thelogged the wheels and eventually stopped
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them...As recently as the 1970s, eel mortalities due tioities were so highly visible in
the St. Lawrence River that Ontario Hydro annuhihed contractors to pick up and
dispose of metric tons of eel carcasses below titar® side of Moses-Saunders Dam”
(p.723). Major hydroelectric dam construction &egn the early 1900s and appears to
have peaked in the 1950s-1960s in Canada and ti{MBSSregor et al. 2009). As the
construction of these dams have occurred the nitgrtates of migratory fish have
increased cumulatively. Present day statisticgierpopulation levels of the American
Eel in Lake Ontario show a 90% drop from populaterels at the turn of the twentieth
century.

Although hydroelectric dams are not the sole cadiglee loss of these fish, they
have had a major impact. In combination with isldries in Ontario and the US, these
migratory fish have become decimated and are ptlgsextirpated from many inland
ecosystems. Since this issue has been documeletestes over the appropriate
strategies for possibly replenishing these poputathave arisen. A particular
complexity to reaching solutions lies in the veature of the species’ life cycle: they are
migratory species which travel through more thapu2Sdictions throughout their lives.
Thus, as with many other environmental issues,ptublem is not situated within one
political jurisdiction. And as with many other eronmental problems, management has
failed to foresee cumulative effects industry caméhon the environment. The lack of
large scale consensus and bi-national agreememsw@iopment protocols has resulted
in fragmented management of this problem.

The context of environmental problems is often thsbugh the actual

management strategies used in present day govexnahyroelectric dams have
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historically been evaluated on a case by case basisa period of several decades;
environmental impacts were only reviewed in siteesfic contexts. But these
approaches neglected to take into account the xisndéthe species’ populations.
Similarly, fisheries across North America are ea#dd across numerous jurisdictions,
with little considerations of overall populatioddcGregor et al. 2009).

It is evident in this case that what is considecede a ‘green’ energy in the
Ontario Green Energy Act is in fact not entirelyetr Although hydroelectricity has great
potential to help mitigate climate change, conceensain with how this technology is
used (also see Fujikura, 2009). The designatiahthis energy is inherently green fails
to take into account the decimation of two speoidssh in North America (not to
mention the many other species which are affecyetidse same technologies the world
over).

What | wish to pull from this example is the potahtor certain products to be
marketed as environmentally friendly to the pubhbjle there may be many negative
consequences from their use. The Ontario Greergifet markets itself as an Act
which will “facilitate the development of a sustabte energy economy which would
protect the environment while streamlining and iayimg the environmental and
planning approvals process” (OGEA: Proposed Grawrdy Act, 2009b). The Act
proposes that all energy systems which are coreidgneen be streamlined for approval
by the government. This implies that systems sischydroelectric dams will be pushed
through formal environmental assessment stagesiar to grant developers of these
technologies quicker approvals to begin constructibhe concern here is that the

government has not taken into account the amouatabgical damage that may occur
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if these projects are not adequately assessedebedonmencing construction. This
seems to be a reflection of the haste for govermsrterimplement alternative energies at
any cost. But with documented proof of the dramlérm these technologies can and
have caused it is very disconcerting that the gawent is increasingly lax with
regulations on these industries.

| find that this scenario reflects the lack of atien given to the original motives
to change the energy infrastructures. Climate gaamd overall environmental
conservation are apparently the goals of this But,it seems that there is more of a
focus on the economic benefits of green energys Abt is supposed to contribute to
environmental conservation, but upon actually negdne various components of this
policy, it is clear that economic motivations am®sger than those which are ecological
in origin.

For example, in this document’s Procurement Or@& KA, 2009b), there is a
short summary of what the Ontario government mustnpte in order of priority upon
the introduction of this policy: 1) all economicnservation, 2) all economic renewable
generation, 3) all economic waste heat recovenydgrall economic, dispersed, high
efficiency generation. This procurement order ifigs1 a very intense emphasis for
addressing economic interests directly throughréipeated articulation of the word
“economic.” This could be analyzed as a specifethrad of legitimizing this Act within
a primarily capitalistic society, by ensuring tloae cannot miss this policy’s strong
commitment to Ontario’s economic wellbeing. Conseuly, this is again a reminder of
market-oriented, neoliberal and capitalistic mativathin the document, and further

evidence of the predominant values of Western riltu
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Even more interesting in this policy is that onkotout of the seventeen sections
in this document (sections 15 and 16) are dirdottysed on issues related to
environmental conservation, and neither of thesgé@e mention anything of the
potential harms green energy can produce, noeig thny mention of precautionary
approaches that will be taken to ensure conservatieen developing these industries.
Instead, these sections discuss only how thisyulit make it as efficient and easy as
possible to implement these technologies. Ingedb, “Protecting the Environment”
only a few mentions of placing regulations on whéese technologies may be placed
are found: “the Lieutenant Governor in Council nmagke regulations that: contain
clear, prescriptive provincial standards for thangiof green energy projects (eg. “no go”
areas, setback requirements, etc.). and thatndieteiareas in need of protection.
Restrictions should be area specific and baseégitimhate and peer-reviewed scientific
data.” Although this signifies some recognitioattprojects cannot be performed
anywhere, this Act only ensures that the Lieutet@mternoraymake such regulations.
There is no articulation of the exact protocolsiwy mention of how these “no go” areas
will be decided upon. Also, there have always begulations under the Environmental
Assessment Act of Ontario which have been in placgears, but have rarely been
enforced. As MacGregor et al. (2009) document,afrtbe main causes for the
decimation of the Atlantic Salmon and American Bdlake Ontario is that the dams
constructed did not provide adequate bypassesdsetfish. These bypasses (also
known as fish ladders) could have been constrdotedery little extra cost to Ontario
Hydro, and there were also regulations in placeréguired these to be made. But the

lack of enforcement of these regulations allowexs¢hdams to be built outside of the
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legal requirements.

Moreover, this Act suggests in the “Protecting Bmyironment” section (16) that
the Lieutenant in Council may make regulationse¥eribing shorter timeframes eg. Six
months, and clearer deadlines for the completiadh@planning/review process under
approved Environmental Assessments.” The irorthisfsection is that it is titled
“Protecting the Environment” while at the same tiitne endorses protocols that allow
for streamlining environmental assessments andap|s for industry. Shortening this
process, and streamlining assessments, promotdssaress rather than ‘protection.’
Long has it been known that the introduction ohtesdogies to the environment without
proper precautions, assessments and researchshiéieden disastrous consequences.
DDT, Agent Orange, PCBs, Nuclear Energy (especfaligrnobyl) as well as
hydroelectric dams have played serious roles irotteeall environmental degradation of
our environment. As this Act is mostly concernathwtreamlining projects rather than
establishing clear protocols to follow when cregtihese industries, | argue that this is a
further sign that environmental motivations are thetgoals of the government, and
never were to begin with.

Whereas consumers may not always remember theakigpals behind their
decisionmaking, government often fails to remaimpuotted to environmental goals
because of large responsibilities in promoting eooic progress, and this problem is
emphasized within neoliberals governance. Econdipiftcused management decisions
often prevent genuine environmentalism to be prgateld through statutes. This
tendency is the result of market based politicatays absorbing environmentalism and

consequently reshaping the original meanings bethi@se movements to fit the
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motivations of economic interests. In short, egadal issues become assimilated to
economic issues, and this has negative consequetessthe actual environmental
issues at hand lose attention and become smeartéeé legonomic shortsightedness
which pervades Western Capitalism. Thus, what @agpo environmentalism when it is
introduced to Consumerism and Capitalism? It bexomodified and molded in the
melting pot of Western Consumer Capitalism. Enwnentalism essentially becomes
consumed by consumerism.

Although this Green Energy Act attempts to showodivation to mitigate
climate change, when one reads its contents ie& that this motivation is only a
subsidiary goal to the promotion of economic progpelt is suggestive that climate
change is used by this policy as a motivator ttata the growth in a new market, and
with the lack of clear protocols to ensure thes@nelogies will actually promote
environmental protection, it is clear that climekange is not the main motivator, and
this is clearly because the focus on promoting eomion in our current political and
economic climate must trump any potential inter@stonservation.

It seems that climate change has reached sucleloesoncern that any
technologies which have the potential to ameliotiadeatmosphere are automatically
considered ‘green.’ In a time when the consumérgely relied upon to invest in
change, it is important that consumers are alsbinfermed when making their
decisions. Whereas the Ontario Green Energy Aubjsng to promote a large scale
change in the energy infrastructures of Ontarig, itnportant that those who might
invest in such changes are aware of the poterifedte their decisions may have on the

environment. This illustrates a flaw in relying consumerism and market systems to
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initiate change. Consumers are not always condesitt, or well informed about the
environmental problems they face. Market systeshysan the consumption of products
which consumers desire. But what guarantee i ttiat the most popular ‘green’
products consumers will invest in are actuallyriest effective at establishing
environmentally benign change? Consumers mayprdgehydroelectricity as inherently
green in the face of climate change, and as atrémssiimay become a desired alternative
to fossil fuels, but if there is not a large awasof the potential damages these
technologies can cause, what guarantee is theréhtee technologies will not simply
solve one environmental crises in exchange forhar@t Also, if technologies such as
these become widely popular, is it possible thatatonomic profits from these
technologies will overlap the original environmdntetivations? As | argued in Chapter
2, the reliance on the market system and consutménstill change will necessarily
result in a loss of the original purpose of anyt sbenergy conversion that may occur.
The Ontario Green Energy Act refers throughoutethie document to its commitment
to ensuring economic progress and throughout tibardent green technology is
consistently connected to projections of creatolgsj economic growth, financial
security for Ontario and the protection of conswsnéiVhat is disconcerting about this is
that the purpose of this Act, whiglasto ensure an energy system that can mitigate
climate change “at the lowest cost to consumeeehs to, in reality, commit to
legitimating itself through its potentiality to sathe economy, not the climate. Thisis a
consequence of using market based strategies ievaakcological goals. As | argued
earlier, there is an inherent logic within thisteys, and fundamentally, saving the

environment purely for the environment’s sake dwasfollow this logic. The only way
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the environment can be saved within this line afkimg is if profit can be made out of
its protection. The result of reshaping environtakgoals within this logic is that the
original purposes for any policies become lost. eévéhas this Act is shows an intent to
mitigate climate change, it is clear that econoimit@rests have overridden these
interests to the point where it not only matchesltiyic of consumerism, but also
prevents conservation from becoming feasible. ‘Maisis clearly a strategy for
achieving economic growth and there is little cetempolicy which describes exactly
how it will mitigate climate change. But the vdagt that this ostensibly ‘green’ Act
drips with the logic of consumption shows more ewick of the manner in which
environmentalist goals may become absorbed intemorental policies really only
motivated to instill industrial change. The whdélet derives from the assumption that
‘clean’ technologies are ‘green’ and that simpliabishing more of these systems will
mitigate climate change. But since this Act wdrksn this assumption, it gives little
concrete information on how these technologiesateally inherently beneficial to the
environment, and also does not establish what sissgs strategies will be used to
ensure the proper construction of these systenstedd, this Act consistently ensures the
reader that the government is intent on strengtigetiie economy.

In the next section | will describe how General bfsthas been formulating its
own ‘green revolution,” and | will articulate holwis company in cooperation with the
US, Canadian, and Ontarian goverments are illusgrébhe aforementioned dynamics of
modern neoliberalist environmentalism. | wishr@nfie this next section within the
concept ofCorporate Environmentalismyhich is a term | use to define the way

businesses modify environmentalism in their manggtiSince | have analyzed the
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various roles of the international community’s, dto®sumer’s, and the government’s
roles in green consumerism, | find it fitting toneplete this analysis with a contemporary
example of how large corporations are becomingrgree

MODERNIZING THE AUTO INDUSTRY.

The appeal of automobiles which run on alternate$oof energy has resulted in
a noticeably increased rate of sales in recensyeaccording to J.D. Power and
Associates (2007), sales of hybrid cars in the &% mpproximately 35% between 2006
and 2007, as the numbers sold rose from 256,08ppgmximately 345,000 respectively.
Among the sales of these cars, the Toyota Pritieifiighest selling hybrid car on the
market. Of all the hybrid cars sold in 2007, apiorately 50.6% of them were the
Toyota Prius. This has resulted in a relativelgipee image for Toyota in the eyes of
many environmentally motivated consumers (J.D. P@md Associates, 2008).

A study by J.D Power and Associates in 2008 focusedompiling online
discussions of consumers. The number of positwensents for each brand of cars as
well as the amount of total posts overall regaradiagh brand was compiled. Based on
the findings, J.D. Power and Associates dividedwanufactures into four groups. The
groups were: pacesetters (having higher-than-ageralyme and higher—than-average
positive sentiment); contenders (lower-than-averagjeme but higher positive
sentiment); emerging (higher-than-average voluntddwer positive sentiment); or
challenged (lower-than-average volume and low p@sgentiment). Toyota topped the
list for pacesetterbut was also followed closely by General Motorkhdugh this study
is not perfect in interpreting the actual persp@adiof automotive consumers, it presents

a broad illustration of which brands of automalaesviewed as the most progressive in
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terms of environmental sustainability. And it goarent in this study that GM has
become considered one of the more progressive aetouérs in recent times.

But this positive sentiment has not necessarg8ylted in increased overall profit
for GM. As | began to describe in the introductafrthis thesis, General Motors has
been in the process of a very major restructuriragegy throughout 2009. GM filed for
chapter 11 bankruptcy protection in the first geladf 2009, and has since been largely
bought out by the US Treasury Department, as vgetha Canadian and Ontarian
governments (see introduction for exact percenjagejections for the success of GM
after this bankruptcy are not good when considettiai 90% of companies that enter this
form of bankruptcy fail within three to five year$hroughout this whole restructuring
plan, it has been clear that the governments wkie kapported this company are
motivated to redirect the focus of GM towards a enanodernized’ and ‘eco-friendly’
business. In fact, the loans that these goverrsrtente provided GM are attached to
some stringent environmental requirements whichgbbuld ultimately meet as a
condition of the use of this money.

Barack Obama announced on Jufie2D09 “ | am calling Congress to pass fleet
modernization legislation, that will provide a citedd consumers who turn in their old
cars and purchase cleaner and more fuel efficemst §MSNBC, 2009). This legislation
developed what is known as the “cash for clunkpregram (see UAW, 2009). This
legislation was passed to not only increase thentice of consumers to purchase newer
vehicles, but also to purchase vehicles which areerfuel efficient. It was pushed
mainly as an economic stimulus strategy, but it elaarly backed with environmental

ideals. According to this plan, if a new vehicleghased is at least 4 (only 1-2 if a
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commercial truck) miles per gallon more efficieman the old one, the consumer will get
a $3500 credit. If the vehicle is 10 or more mjpes gallon more efficient the credit is
$4500. This program did become popular througtfmeisummer of 2009, and may have
had some small impact on the fuel efficiency of tl&s automobiles, but it was clearly
motivated more by the need for increased consumgtfiésM and Chrysler’s cars.
Nonetheless, this program is a clear example of ¢lomate change is being used to
promote the consumption of greener products, ahdwdh it may have actually
improved overall fuel efficiency, | am hesitantagree that any sort of improvement a
program like this might make to the atmosphereasenthan negligible in the context of
climate change. Simply by looking at the almosnhthl requirements for improving fuel
efficiency (for example one only needed to purchassrk truck of 1 or 2 mile per

gallon better to get the $3500 or $4500 creditjas clear that this program was a purely
economically motivated one. Although this prognaas not necessarily intended to be
primarily focused on environmentalism, the relevaatexplaining it here is that fuel
efficiency was used and connected to economicastsithrough legislation. This
signifies, even if only slightly, the influence dimate change on government incentives.
But what is even more interesting is how environtakideas are used to actually
promote more consumption, which in itself has detntal effects on the environment.
This program promoted scrapping vehicles as nematels made in 2001. One must
ask at this point: do the ecological benefits aichasing a vehicle with at least four more
miles per gallon fuel efficiency outweigh the eaptal benefits of stopping the
continued production of automobiles? Also, dolibaefits of scrapping an old vehicle

outweigh the environmental benefits of reducinglténge amount of scrap metal and

75



76

waste that these vehicles produce? One must askrumlr carbon was released into the
air to make the new vehicles. Although the neveticle will use four less gallons per
mile, the cumulative amount of carbon their old @ad the new car’s production released
is probably not negligible. The idea that soci@tyst continue to consume and scrap
continuously does not seem to have direct and ealdbng term consequences.
Although this program was endorsing a sort of esinental interest (reducing
emissions), it is doubtful that a program like thés any positive effects on the
environment as a whole.

TheTreadmill of Productior{2002), which was written by Allan Schnaiberg,
David N. Pellow, and Adam Weinberg explains theiemmental consequences of
capitalist consumption. They situate the econ@system of the West within the context
of a treadmill, and describe how primarily sinc&d9the economy has changed to
endorse economic growth primarily through incregsediuction. In order to continue
the increased production, profits needed to beredshrough increased wealth in
consumers. Low interest loans became much morencomand unions also developed
to ensure the increased wages of employees. Tdssalvachieved in order to increase
the profitability of large firms. Schnaiberg et @002) also argue that in any times of
economic disparity, the treadmill is used to sahese crises.

This analyses (see chapter 1 for more completaigéen) are applicable to what
is being witnessed in the GM restructuring. Insezhproduction and consumption is
being promoted as the primary way towards prospéviit interestingly ecological
concerns with fuel efficiency are also being usedromote this consumption. The irony

therefore is that ecological concerns are useddmpte mass consumption. Thus,
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environmentalism is being used to promote non-emwvirentalist behaviours. This
discrepancy is hard to understand if one looketmiogical motivations to explain it, but
economic incentives can effectively solve this appaparadox. The restructuring of
GM, with the use of climate change as a motivatiopurchase newer more ‘fuel
efficient’ vehicles seems to be used more as atwagnvince consumers to help speed
up the treadmill again. | argue that this is ackxample of how environmentalism is
assimilated to endorse consumerism. The “casbrémpers” program is a clear example
of the ‘treadmill of production’ as Schnaiberg et(2002) outline. But this program
does not show the entirety of the use of climasnge to justify consumption. This
company has been going through much downsizingnaoakrnization, and it has been
using fuel efficiency relentlessly as a rhetorgtahtegy to convince consumers to invest
in GM’s products.

GM’s entire restructuring plan is embellished wgttals of improving the
environment, reducing carbon emissions, and helpitigglobal climate change.
Advertisements clearly represent these goals tlirtlugy emphasis of hybrid technology.
Take a recent advertisement for the 2008 Chevi@hoe (see GM Hybrid, 2008) for
example. This is a transcript of part of the ad:
This is America’s first full size hybrid SUV, then@vy Tahoe. Up to 50% better city fuel
economy than the non-hybrid Tahoe. And is it gig& (crowd response: “yes!”).
Brilliant?! Yes! And can it do jobs teency weertgybrids can’t do? YES! That's why
they make it...
Chevy, from gas friendly, to gas free. That’'s anelizan Revolution.

Looking more closely at the advertisement, if ogeds the small print at the

bottom of the screen, it is stated “Tahoe Hybrid2With EPA est. MPG 21 city.” This

new fuel efficient “gigantic” SUV boasts and EPAiesmted 21 MPG. But the
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advertisement instead chose to say it is 50% muareefficient than the non-hybrid,
rather than simply state its actual rating. Thipriobably because 21 MPG overall is not
by any means a good rating for fuel efficiencyHgbrids, especially when considering
other hybrids (although much smaller) such as thia Prius which boast EPA
estimated 51MPG. Regardless, this ad shows angaarhhybrid technology being
advertised. Also surprising about this add is ti@leasis on how it is a huge, but yet
economical the vehicle. But it is advertised ameenical only because of its fuel
mileage, and this is a good example of how fuekoamption has become strongly
connected with climate change. The fuel mileageptaad with its “gigantic” size is
marketed here as ideal, and | believe this aldeatsfthe appeal for big consumption, as |
had argued in the last chapter. But on a broschde, this add is also marketing a
product which really does not have good fuel edinciy overall. The concluding lines of
this advertisement state “Chevy, from gas frienttygas free,” but it is hard to picture
how they are going to achieve gas free as longesdre producing large SUVs
altogether. 1 find it somewhat of an oxymoronigieg to declare an SUV as gas
friendly, as | would be more inclined to think tlggtting rid of SUVs altogether is gas
friendly. Nonetheless, evidence of using hybrzht®logy to legitimate large vehicles
that are still overall fuel inefficient is anoth#ustration of how environmental goals
have again become lost within the production amemption processes. This add here
reflects such an irony that | would argue fuel exog is being used clearly as a sort of
green approval stamp on products to make consuearanore secure in purchasing
vehicles that still consume large amounts of fuSlo whereas an individual would feel

bad about buying a large SUV, they can now comifitytaurchase a hybrid SUV with no
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worries because they have done their part. Butadiveven if this vehicle does use less
fuel than other SUVs, it still has very poor fuebaomy compared to cars which are
boasting 50 MPG. Thus if GM is committed to a “f@&=” world, one would think that
this product would disappear entirely.

However, this advertisement alone does not embtdigat GM is doing.
As | began to explain in the introduction, GM’strasturing plan has resulted in many
drastic changes to GM. First, GM has committedawowing production to ‘four core
brands,’ consisting of only: Chevrolet, Buick, Qkati, and GMC. Production of the
brands Pontiac, Hummer, Saturn and Saab have betmlze completely ‘axed’ by
2010. This has resulted in a much more thin compiaan what GM was before. Along
with these cuts, there are clear signs from GMithatmotivated to create energy
efficient vehicles. The website for GM CanadaegdiVhile a lot is changing at our
company today, one thing is not: our commitmentdo, our customers. As we eagerly
get down to the business of reinventing to builkttier company, our dedication to
guality and innovation has never been greater.réelt will be a leaner, greener and
stronger GM Canada. We're reinventing GM Cana@&1(Can. 2009). But although
these statements reflect a strong motivation toerode and create a leaner company,
recent figures have suggested that this compangtisut of the woods in terms of debt.
After coming out of bankruptcy protection, GM hasaunced that it has still lost over
$1.2 billion in the last quarter of 2009 (see CT¥w¢, 2009). But GM has announced
this loss positively as this loss is substantikdgs than what it was losing before it filed
for chapter 11 bankruptcy.

While this company may be in dire straits in relgaio money, this company
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markets its dedication to fuel economy, conservadiod mitigating climate change more
than perhaps any other company at present. GMd2a2809) has announced its
development of the first ever commercial vehiclaohitcan travel 40 miles (65km)
without needing the use of any gasoline. GM stthitasapproximately 75% of North
Americans drive less than 70km a day, and as & tegy claim that this vehicle has the
potential to allow 75% of North Americans to drieeeryday “without a single drop of
gas.” The Chevy Volt is scheduled to be release2Dil 0, and the orders for this vehicle
have exceeded the expected supply at the timdezfse This illustrates the strong
desire for alternative fuel cars in the modern ratplace, and it further reflects the
increased desire of consumers to take part iniatieg climate change. Thus according
to J.D. Power and Associates’ findings and GM’daled sales figures, green cars seem
to be gaining appeal. Since climate change hahegbasuch a high level of publicity this
potential hazard has sparked these sales trends.

GM'’s website (see GM, 2009) is littered with infation on fuel efficiency,
environmentalism, conservation, climate changeségi education and so on. All of
these pages not only provide consumers informatmut what the company is doing for
the environment, it reflects the very way GM idrigyto persuade consumers to purchase
their vehicles. It is a way the company is legitimg itself in the context of climate
change. This also reflects the way GM perceivesat\ahto consumers want in a vehicle.
Clearly fuel efficiency is a desired attribute iretmodern marketplace, and GM is
marketing its commitment to achieving these ends/aty opportunity. For example, the
home page for GM (see GM, 2009) shows three vehicied up on a grassy field in

front of a multitude of large windmills. This sywlix image captures ecological
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modernization in one picture. New vehicles surgmaby alternative energies and lush
environments, seems to be an attempt to connemtnabiiles with environmentalism.

The webpage also has a section devoted to technolaghis page GM describes the
various forms of efficiency advancements and aétive energies they are researching to
use in future vehicles. These include: active fnahagement, bio-fuels, electricity, and
hydrogen fuel-cells. The company then explains kash of these technological
advancements will assist in conserving the envim@mm

On another page, GM discusses its corporate redpdgs

At GM, our commitment to the environment extendalt@spects of our business - from
production practices and the materials we usdydwehicles we put on the road. With a
healthy respect for the environment, we're workingreate a fleet of vehicles that can
utilize multiple sources of energy — like biofuedgctricity and hydrogen. We're focused
on creating more sustainable transportation optionsur customers which means
greater fuel efficiency and fewer emissions. Arglnbt just about how our vehicles
perform on the road. We’'re also employing greenanufacturing practices and using
recycled and bio-based materials in our vehiclesef\our vehicles have reached the end
of their useful lives, we’ve also designed thenbéaat least 85% recyclable so those
parts and materials can go back into new vehictdsother new products. (GM, 2009)

Moreover, GM states its principles for corporatgpensibility:

As a responsible corporate citizen, General Maoedicated to protecting human
health, natural resources and the global envirotniéns dedication reaches further than
compliance with the law to encompass the integnaticssound environmental practices
into our business decisions. GM’s Environmentatéiples: We are committed to
actions to restore and preserve the environmerd.ak& committed to reducing waste
and pollutants, conserving resources, and recyadhatgrials at every stage of the product
life cycle. We will continue to participate actiyen educating the public regarding
environmental conservation. We will continue togue vigorously the development and
implementation of technologies for minimizing padat emissions. We will continue to
work with all governmental entities for the devetognt of technically sound and
financially responsible environmental laws and taions. We will continually assess
the impact of our plants and products on the envirent and the communities in which
we live and operate with a goal of continuous impraent (GM, 2009).

81



82

These stated responsibilities and principles aranti® be guidelines GM
commits to following through its business practicésstress on pushing for renewable
energies, educating the public, and reducing wsestens to be a pretty comprehensive
list of responsibilities GM is committing too. Atugh these may be high goals, and the
extents to which GM actually carries out these gjoah be suspect, these do reflect a
company which is very adamantly marketing its cotnmant to environmental
conservation. The important aspect here is howi§&Mgitimizing its own viability
through its commitment to environmentalism.

GM’s ‘environmental commitment’ is very easy todim its advertisements and
website, and this is a definitive example of a ooagion which is endorsing
environmental values as a method for achieving @mansuccess. As Schnaiberg et al.
(2002) have discussed, environmental regulatiodscanservation strategies do not run
parallel with the goals of a ‘treadmill’ companin this context GM is a company which
is really primarily interested with increased saes production. Its commitments to
environmentalism may seem quite convincing, ardtaally is taking reasonable steps
to moderate its impacts on the environment, bistalso quite clear that these corporate
responsibilities are also reflecting what they tbel average consumer will respect; and
respect is believed to increase sales. GM isdrtonncrease its reputation on the
marketplace. Its poor reputation for fuel effiggrhas been argued to be one of the
primary reasons why this company has been seestgfswancial difficulties of late.
Companies like Toyota, which have been increasiagbcessful, have also been leaders
in fuel efficiency. With the Toyota Prius beingttop selling fuel efficient car, it is clear

that GM is trying to respond to increased demamnados of this caliber. GM (along
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with the other large US automakers) have long la@ensed of being behind in regard to
fuel efficiency, and this renewed commitment toéhgironment is a technique not only
to assist in mitigating climate change, but to eassM remains economically viable on
the marketplace.

What | find most interesting about this phenomeisdmow environmentalism has
actually become used by businesses and governtoemigrket certain industries and
products to the public. Consumers are convincatlttie environment is in danger, and
then convinced that purchasing certain productsbeileffective resolutions to these
problems. As the consumer becomes more convimtegurchasing these products new
industries, jobs, and products take a larger platiee economy. The establishment of
renewable energies, although slow, has been inogeasd climate change has made
these transitions very favourable in the eyes okgament and much of the public. But
what are the overall implications for environmeistal? | wish to conclude with a
discussion of the long term implications of the plapity of ecological modernization

and green consumerism in the context of environatisnt as a whole.

CHAPTER 4: THE FUTURE OF ENVIRONMENTALISM IN THE MRKETPLACE:

Through this thesis | have attempted to descrilve ¢dionate change and
environmentalism has assisted in the evolutiomt&rhational policymaking,
environmental regulations, consumer habits, as agetlorporate environmental
responsibilities. | have tried to tie these eviolg within the concept of green
consumerism to show how the marketplace is beied as the primary instrument to
solve climate change. But my overall questionlieen: what is the long term

implication of these changes in regards to enviremadism as a whole? As our society
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is increasingly focused on consuming its way owtrofironmental hazards, it is unlikely
that we are to ever escape these issues.

The international community has shown large strideshowing at least their
interest in resolving climate change. The Eartm®it in Rio, the Kyoto Protocol, the
formation of the United Nations Framework Council@imate Change, and the United
Nations Environmental Programme are all clear exesnpf international and political
responses to climate change and other environmgrthlems. But these organizations
have not effectively prevented the continued degfrad of the global environment. In
reality, large industries have continuously expahaied exploited the environment
regardless of any political attempts to regulaane and time again leaders from nations
over the world meet and conclude that targets hav&een met, and that the increased
speed of globalization is only making these goatsawlifficult to meet.

In December 8, 2009 leaders from over 170 nations will meet agai
Copenhagen Denmark at the United Nations Conferenc&imate Change. Whether
any new targets will be made or whether old targatsee been met will be decided at this
conference, but again, it will be very interestingsee what these leaders conclude with
regard to the global status on climate change atibg. Whatever is found, history has
shown that international agreements have been oessitl at actually motivating
individual states to respond to our crises.

The IPCC's studies continually stress the likehitidhat climate change will bring
severe changes to our weather as well as the waygtually carry out our lives.

Human settlements, especially those of low incorag be devastated by increased rates

of hurricanes, tornadoes or rising sea levels.heligates of drought in regions around
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the equator are expected and consequently theguolp small scale farmers to lose
their livelihoods is likely. These warnings comenh studies which although fallible, are
agreed upon by many to be quite reliable projestidBut with these many warnings, it is
increasingly agreed upon that technologies wemnveild to promote are not affordable to
a large majority of developing nations. Moderngzour way to alleviate this hazard will
cost tremendous amounts of money, and with mangtdes already in tremendous debt,
the economical viability of investing in renewakleergies is not realistic. There is an
irony that the international community is promotstgategies to modernize and update
technologies around the world, when many natione Im@ither the money nor the
infrastructures to even consider these developmantkthis is a problem which will
need to be addressed if the market system is tofnuously relied upon to instill
change.

Ecological modernization, although it may seengpratic at the present time,
does not show great potential to assist developougptries. The only way for
developing countries to become sustainable ishamtto take out more loans by wealthy
nations, and this does not bode well for their allexconomic prosperity any time soon,
and thus may reduce their actual inclination toobee environmentally focused
altogether. Moreover, there is not much evideheg the world’s rich countries are
willing to provide such funds that would be necegsahus, when looking at
sustainability from a primarily economic prospeetithere does not seem to be a
comprehensive solution. The ecological probler@lohate change is not an
environmental hazard with one culprit. Althougk teveloped countries may have had

an overall larger contribution to this problem, dieping nations also contribute greatly.
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This reality means that simply using the marketesys to alleviate climate change will
not work. There will be a need for wealthy natitmgjive rather than loan, but in the
midst of another global recession, this is probalalylikely.

Consumers are also greatly relied upon by goventsrte assist in these changes.
Private sector investors must purchase and stismakay environmentally benign
products to make them more economical in the futiégth this market based system, it
is apparent that the government is no longer istetenor has the willpower to set
stricter regulations on the private sectors. Irsies relying on the private sector to
design and market green products to be more désii@bthe consumer to purchase. But
the negative implications of allowing technologicabnge to be stimulated by the
consumer are that there is no guarantee that doipts which become successful are
actually environmentally benign. As the case \bitiitled water showed, consumers are
likely to purchase products with terrible enviromta# consequences out of the fear of
environmental hazards. When consumers are markéted green products such as
renewable energies, or hybrid cars with environadmzards as the catalyst, consumers
will not always choose the most environmentallgridly products. They may invest in
them with little knowledge of what their benefitst@ally are. Furthermore, industry is
now so reliant on maintaining consumers there imotivation within the entire
economic system to design products which are dgtrealewable. Consumption is a
fundamental need in the present political-econdamnidscape. And as was shown in
Chapter 3, even some renewable energies such eselgeiric dams are not entirely

green, and can be potentially hazardous.
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By attempting to achieve environmental targeteuggh the market system, there
is an essential reliance on individuals to creadtinge. But this market system approach
is concerned primarily with economic prosperityt acological conservation, and when
environmentalism is introduced into this systenbgitomes assimilated. As fuel
efficiency becomes equated with lowering carbomsconers fixate on fuel efficiency
rather than climate change. As a result, whatbegaa solution to climate change
becomes instead a new strategy for companies togarssumption: Essentially
increasing fuel efficiency by minimal amounts tgitamate creating a renewed market
place for ‘green’ automobiles.

Consumers may invest in certain green productsusectiney value the
environment or they are afraid of the consequeantast investing, but the likelihood
that this strategy will bring collective changelsak. As Andrew Szasz (2007) argued,
individualism in regards to environmentalism resitt people not being politically
concerned with environmental activism. Changesntdronmental management require
collective dissent, and if individual consumer gem making is the strategy relied upon
it is unlikely that any fundamental changes wiltoc Individualism is actually a cause
of the diminutive strength environmentalism actp&ks politically. If climate change is
actually to be tackled, there needs to be moredaegtion taken against it. Relying on
the flexible, yet inconsistent market place toilhdtese changes will not necessarily
result in long term and drastic changes. Enviramalesm, when it is used in the market
system loses its actual meaning, and becomes coifietblike everything else.

Environmentalism, in the market place changes saddsbetrays itself.
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As GM is now reflecting, large corporations areuatly using environmentalism
to promote consumption. Consumers are relied ingoa to purchase green and
modernized vehicles, but the overall goal is netiremmental conservation, but instead
economic progress. This would not be a probleemifironmental conservation
definitively followed economic progress, but itnst so. And as Neo-Marxists have
argued, capitalistic production-consumption proessgecessarily exploit the
environment. A treadmill of production (see Scheag, 1980; Schnaiberg et al, 2002)
only continues to speed up as the modernizatioogsoccurs. Production and
consumption does not allow genuine environmentalgm be achieved as
environmentalism necessarily becomes assimilateatbhgumerism. Buying and selling
towards sustainability, does not allow reliable anedictable improvements, and has
historically been disastrous to the environmens. gleen consumption continues to be
the preferred strategy towards achieving envirortateargets, it will remain likely that
environmental degradation will increase, and atvrg least will continue as it is.
Consumption necessarily relies on exploitatiorhefénvironment, and as long as
industries necessarily rely on producing extraagdiramounts of products to maintain
themselves there will always be a reliance on coess to consume. With this system,
the logic of producing products which last and viahgdo not eventually have to be thrown
away, does not match. A consumer culture prommstpkitation of natural resources,
consumption and disposal, and as the treadmileas®s in speed to solve climate
change, it becomes very unlikely that a few moadyahnovative products will solve

our problems.
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Genuine environmentalism cannot work within a masgystem, and in order for
targets to be met effectively, it will be necessarygovernments to begin to set policies
which are not simply economically based, and wieicforce environmental goals despite
potential economic fallouts. The production-conption logic of our society diverts the
consumer from actual issues at hand, and will @sudlt in a global society which is more
sustainable. Individuals are separated from th@ahproblems we face, by being
trapped within this economic sphere. If the onbyior them to instill change is to
purchase their ways out of their problems the emvirent will be guaranteed
exploitation. Fundamental changes to the way wéotspolve ecological problems need
to be made, and economic interests must not allvaydtached to these solutions.

We will need to make decisions in the future whach economically bad, but
ecologically good. Green products may allow fansaslight changes, but the likelihood
that consistent and fast pace change will occunigkely by relying solely on the
consumer. Corporations may be motivated to assiabdernization, but by their
necessity to remain economically viable, they nmgke decisions which are not always
ecologically motivated. Thus, in order for longntechange to occur, a system which
does not rely solely on economic rationality wil beeded to ensure ecological
sustainability. An ecological rationalism will @ decisions to be made which may be
economically bad but environmentally good.

| have tried to show how environmental values beetost in the logic of
consumerism, and | have attempted to show how gavents and businesses have been
using environmentalism to promulgate certain stjiaketo endorse this. As these

organizations use environmentalism, | have fourad tthey use these ideas only in

89



90

particular senses which allow other goals to be n&M's financial difficulties are
without doubt the primary issue for that compaByt when viewing its websites and by
watching its press releases, it is apparent that@rmentalism is also high on its
agenda. But the disconcerting element is that &Nking environmental values to push
consumers into purchasing products which are inldad for the environment. As the
Cash for Crappers program illustrated, purchasingvavehicle with almost negligible
increases in fuel efficiency provided incentivesgeople to trash their older vehicles.
This was clearly not a program looking to help ¢éneironment, but instead to get the
treadmill of production going again. Vehicles asvras 2001 were being scrapped for
vehicles with only 4 (only 1-2 for commercial tr&kmiles per gallon more fuel

(LINT}

efficiency. As long as consumers are pushed mudar@ore to “buy new” “scrap old”
environmental conservation is not likely. And spang fuel guzzling vehicles such as
the hybrid Chevy Tahoe as fuel efficient only aggtas this situation.

Although much of these arguments are theoretit¢aye presented data which |
believe supports many of my arguments. But bectusés such a large issue, there is
much need for future research. Accordingly, mesearch should be done on the actual
global effectiveness of some of these productsey twere hypothetically invested in by
a large community. Also, studies could be donectvimnonitor the consistency of
consumer decision making to get a better ideabuf likely large scale change could be
if relied on primarily by individuals. | also fetlat more research on the actual policies
pushed forth by governments should be done, andhisashould continue to be done in

order to ensure an informed society. As well, medfert could be put into analyzing the

influence the oil industry has on this matter,tas clear that less reliance on
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consumption and more reliance on renewability dalinage that industry quite
extensively.

As this theses argued, the use of consumerismable changes in environmental
management will not necessarily guarantee thedruf any comprehensive solutions to
our environmental crises. Furthermore, it is pritgdhe discourses, ideologies and
knowledge frameworks of our contemporary societyclare creating the continuance
of this method for change. | believe that thisdagf consumption matched by our
desires for self-regulations, individual ‘freedorasid economic prosperity prevents the
capability for conservation to be more directlyaak The institutionalization of free-
market capitalism and the use of consumerism tdliosr desired ends fundamentally
prevents ecological goals to be met effectively pratlictably. As long as we operate
through a linear system of consumption, no mattefintents, it becomes very unlikely
that our environmental problems will be solved bbefib is too late. But the use of this
logic is ultimately a choice as it is inherentliiaman form of logic. And although
thinking outside this logic is not logical, it witle very difficult to create an economy and
system which is much more connected and benignrtglobal ecosystem. However, if
those with the interest and dedication to educadkiacrease the accessibility of alternate
forms of thinking about our economy, there is asguibty that long term change could
be met. | would recommend the further researcitefnate economies, as well as the
improvement of education on our environmental hdsat would also strongly
recommend that literature which concisely illustgathe inherent flaws of our current
economic systems be brought to the mainstream@sblas to give more individuals the

opportunity to look at how we solve environmentaligems from perspectives which
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work outside the logic of consumerism. Hopefullygresenting optimistic and unique
ideas on how to alter our economy towards a mostaswable one, the mainstream

public will become more interested in seeing tiiange actually occur.
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