CHAPTER 11: THE DENIAL OF POWER


1. During the discussion with Dr. Rieder, he mentioned that, effectively, nothing mattered. That we can make as many modification as we want, and the effect is as insignificant as a tear in the ocean. He even applied that to Tay Tay and her private jet flights. In the chapter’s intro, MS lays out some of the hypocrisy we have discussed. Do you think life changes in the name of climate are important? Do you think the behavior of those at the event in Sicily matters? In the past, who did you listen to with regard to climate? Has that changed at all? Do you agree with MS or with Rieder? Do you think it’s possible that Rieder’s argument is a subconscious effort to justify life-style behaviors (expensive homes, large TV’s, multiple cars, living far from work, etc.)? Do you ever do this (I know I do!)? Can you give examples?
2. On page 230, MS quotes a philosopher and mathematician who, in a secular way, state that “humans were special through our unique capacity to reason.” Do you think so?



MALTHUS

3. Take some time to think about the chapter holistically. From the discussion of hypocrisy, changes in FF funding from the UN, to Malthus, and modern-day Environmentalists. Tidbits of this information has been sprinkled throughout previous chapters, but this one is really making the argument I discussed previously. Namely that modern NGOs and governments don’t want developing nations to develop and don’t want their own populations to have access to cheap, abundant, and clean energy. I want to know your honest take now that these pieces have been put together in a single chapter. This is a lot to process, but likely the most important thing to discuss all semester.
4. The first half of page 231 is important. Read it a couple times. What is the argument? Does any of this sound familiar? Can you see policies today that align with this perspective?
5. On page 235, MS argues that while Ransom and Malthusians were initially conservative (think the birth control discussion), the sides switched after WW2 (page 235). What do you think of the link MS makes between modern environmental organizations and Malthusianism? What do you think about lifeboat ethics?
6. Chapter 11 describes many failed environmental predictions (see page 235+). These center around overpopulation and food production limits. IMO, they are the same type of argument that people make regarding the structure and function of ecosystems. Namely, ecosystems are a beautifully balanced web of interactions. Take a piece out and the system collapses. What do you think of this sentiment? What do you think of all these population predictions in the chapter?
7. In the middle of page 240 is a prediction about the world in 2000. Namely that we will be vulnerable to disruption and the world will be poorer in many ways. Did these come true. Google some stats on global poverty.




SUSTAINABILITY

8. Near the bottom of page 224 has an interesting paragraph. It states “True, per capita energy…” explain this paragraph and the next. What does this have to do with GHG emissions in the US and elsewhere?
9. Explain sustainable development (pg 226). What is it? How is it implemented? What are the consequences? Should we continue trying to implement this? If yes, why and how? If no, why and what should be in its place?
10. At the bottom of page 228, MS states that “most environmentalists in developed nations believe it is unethical for rich nations to deprive poor ones of the technologies responsible for their prosperity.” IMO, this is exactly what is happening, and I think MS lays out the evidence for that in this chapter. Do you think this is true and if so why isn’t it happening?
11. On page 238, MS quotes physicist Amory Lovins (who said industrialization was harmful) in that “in an electrical world, your lifeline comes not from an understandable neighborhood technology run by people who you know who are at your own social level, but rather from an alien, remote, and perhaps humiliatingly uncontrollable technology run by faraway, bureaucratized, technical elite who have probably never heard of you.” What does this mean? Do you agree with this statement? Are they wrong?
12. At the top of page 241 is a statement regarding the causes of famines. What are these causes outlined in the book, and do you think this is correct? Look up some examples and causes of famines across time.
13. The chapter ends with MS calling energy leapfrogging and sustainable development an “experiment on the most vulnerable people in the world.” Do you think it is?
