
Pathways to an ecological mode of production? 
  
For years and at shrinking intervals, one message of ecological disaster has been 
chasing the next, each telling of the exhaustion of living conditions on earth and of 
the extinction of companion species – in the words of Donna Haraway.  
 
Meanwhile, the consequences of overexploitation, “robbing the soil” (K.Marx, Capital, 
Vol. I, London 1976, p. 638), are increasingly turning into causes that have systemic 
effects which exponentially accelerate the degradation process. As one link in such 
chains of effects, the greenhouse gases that escape when energy is generated from 
coal and oil cause the oceans to warm up, which in turn release the carbon dioxide 
stored in them. And what are the effects of slash-and-burn operations in the “green 
lung of the planet” compared to the earth-systemic consequences of truly hellish 
forest fires occurring around the globe! The fires potentiate the disappearance of 
moisture reserves, making reforestation a Sisyphean task, just as torrential flooding, 
their counter-extreme, destroys harvests.  
 
Finally, Thunberg's How dare you!, directed at the politicians for not listening to the 
scientists, got under the establishment’s skin, and a movement of school children 
spread to the universities and did its part to open the eyes of the older generations 
giving new courage to the resigned among them. Although the message of "climate 
emergency" has been received, its practical consequences however have not been 
accepted in the necessary depth.  
 
In this situation, we face the question of pathways to an ecologically sustainable 
mode of production. Possible answers to this question necessitate putting the overall 
tissue of social life and its reproduction in interaction with its ‘inner’ and ‘outer’ natural 
conditions under scrutiny. What is called for is ‘politics’. But its exponents are 
confronted with the smouldering crisis of the political sphere marked by a gradual 
shift of hegemonic relations to the right. 
 
This makes the analysis of the interrelation between the two main sources of this 
political desintegration into a prerequisite for any progressive solution. Because 
capitalism does “not only […] live by exploiting wage labor, it also free-rides on 
nature, public goods, and the unwaged work that reproduces human beings and 
communities.” (C.Arruzza, T.Bhattacharya, N.Fraser, Feminism for the 99%. A 
Manifesto, London 2019, p. 16 et sq.)  
 



The “world-ecology” approach goes furthest in this direction. Applied to high-tech 
capitalism, it brings into focus the fact that high-tech capitalism with its leading 
productive force, electronic and, possibly in the not too distant future, quantic data 
processing, has introduced into the world of social practice in one go a new type of 
work and a new nature: work, by forcing it through the eye of the needle of computer 
science or mechatronic qualification; nature, by advancing into previously 
unattainable dimensions and imposing value form to their use, apart from the new 
stress that the old nature is exposed to through the resource requirements of even a 
technology presented as “green” such as e-mobility. 
 
Hence, there are two tragedies up for discussion in their interrelation: that of “history 
[...] [as] the tragedy of labor” (A.Labriola, Socialism and Philosophy, Chicago 1912, p. 
109), and that of the habitat that we humans share with millions of other species.  
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(Extract from the Impulse Theses for the InkriT annual conference 2020, translated 
by Kolja Swingle) 

 
 
 
 


