CHAPTER 6: GREED SAVED THE WHALES, NOT GREENPEACE

GREENPEACE

1. Would you risk your life to be in the zodiac? Have you ever done anything similar? What did you think of Greenpeace’s campaign against whalers before reading the chapter? After?
2. Look up some statistics with regard to the number of whales harvested per year and the overall population numbers for those species during the 1900’s. Is MS correct that whaling was on a dramatic decline in the 70’s and 80’s, even before the moratorium? How are whale populations rebounding? Find some stats to confirm or refute this.
3. MS argues that economic developments actually saved the whales, not Greenpeace. But don’t you think Greenpeace had an impact? Do you think that impact drives public sentiment? In what way? Is this important? Why or why not? 
4. On page 111, MS states that “we need not wait for inferior products, environmentally or otherwise, to run out before replacing them.” What does this mean and what does it have to do with whales?
5. Is it surprising that countries without a stake in whaling would vocalize opposition the most loudly? The idea of greenwashing keeps coming up. Does this relate?
6. MS argues that rising prosperity and wealth created the demand for substitutes that saved the whales (pg 113 & again 125). Do you agree? What other factors play a role? How does this relate to the idea of plastics from previous chapters? Was it wealth and prosperity that saved the elephant?
7. At the bottom of page 113, MS states that “economies can outgrow severe environmental exploitation.” Can you think of other examples other than whales and ivory? Under what conditions will this occur? Will the Congo?






ENERGY

8. ON page 115, MS quotes Cesare Marchetti who says “the whole destiny of an energy sources seems to be completely predetermined in the first childhood.” What does this mean? Why is this important from an environmental benefit standpoint? Why does this matter in terms of economic development?
9. What does the chemistry talk on page 116 have to do with carbon emissions? What does this have to do with our declining carbon emissions? 
10. Have you seen Gasland? What do you think of fracking? What do you think of the director omitting information on the cases discussed by MS? 
11. Why do some environmentalists, such as Bill McKibben (page 118) push against natural gas and for coal? This seems highly counterproductive. What does the short time-frame of climate change that McKibben is using have to do with the costs of these approaches?
12. What is the difference in terms of climate changing chemicals from the waste product of burning coal vs burning natural gas (methane)? What about the raw materials themselves? This isn’t in the book, you’ll have to look things up.
13. What do you think about the environmental costs of obtaining natural gas vs coal, as discussed in the chapter (pg 119)? Do you think there are other costs not discussed by MS? Do some reading and report your findings.
14. Why did the war on fracking fail in the US?
15. MS states that “opposition to the new fuel usually comes from the wealthy.” – page 123. If this is true, why might this be the case? Do you agree?
16. Explain the relationship that MS believes exists between politics and environmental progress. Do you agree that there is a relationship? Why? Assuming it does exist, why do you think this is the case? It would seem highly counterproductive?




GMO’s

17. Genetically modified organisms (GMOs) have been a hot topic for more than 20 years. People have strong opinions. What are your opinions? What trade-offs exists between genetically modifying organisms and, say, pesticide use or antibiotic use (pg 121)? What do you think of the AquaAdvantage salmon? Would you eat it? Why do you think retailers aren’t providing the salmon but will readily sell many other GMO organisms?


