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Introduction: Proclaiming the Need to Share

They hang the man and flog the woman
that steal the goose from off the Common,
But let the greater villain loose
that steals the common from the goose.
(English poem about 1764)

Our planet and its inhabitants are in trouble, and misplaced power has
much to do with it. The current world order is becoming dysfunctional to all
who observe the signs of our times. Often we are distracted by domestic and
local issues; we fail to consider global implications of our actions. At the same
time, we are a wired generation with computers and cell phones; we are
acquainted with the misfortunes besetting people in distant lands. We know
about the ill effects of pollution and resource waste, climate change and its
human causes, threatened and endangered plant and animal species, and the
overdevelopment and deforestation of our planet's "lungs." Through ease in
modern communications we can experience or learn about dysfunctions in the
social and economic order: local safety issues, illegal drug traffic, millions with
little possibility of gainful employment, refugee camps housing millions, the
one billion hungry and two billion without adequate housing in slums and
refugee camps, and countless people without adequate medicines and access
to health care. These ills are punctuated by radical terrorists and their bombs.

The other side of the picture contains the relative comfort and social
status of those who have wealth -- the superrich and those aspiring to be. If
this were mere degrees of comfort among all people, the case would rest and
this reflection would be unneeded. Not so. Wealth offers the allurement of
luxuries, which tax the world's resources. The wealthy have economic power,
and with this comes access to political power, and with access comes influence
on the legal system that legitimizes their claims to uncontrolled use of natural
resources. Part of the pitch of the rich is that everyone is "free" to enter their
inner circle, and thus must accept the system and work within it. A culture of
consumption is nurtured, and to the degree others partly affirm this culture
through spending and indebtedness, the current environmental crisis deepens.

In order to legitimize the present order, many of the wealthy profess a
"prosperity gospel," wherein their material privileges and wealth result from
their favor with God. It is their privilege as stewards of resources to distribute
their largess as they see fit. They court legislators through contributions to
continue the status quo; they fashion their influence so as to maximize profits
and to employ a few more talented associates as investors within their system;
they wax heavy on greed and light on need. They overlook hundreds of



millions of the hungry, thirsty, homeless, and ill crying out from various parts
of this beleaguered world. They seek to suppress horror stories of accumulated
wealth by the small number of the ruling class. They make greed a sought-
after virtue.

Current economic statistics tell incredible stories of gross irresponsibility.
The wealthiest 1% of the world's people control over half of the financial
resources; bankers get bonuses while the banks get taxpayer bailout funds;
the head of a major American bank retires after a write-off of $8 billion, and is
awarded a $160 million parachute; Lehman Brothers collapses after its CEO
obtained "legal" perks worth hundreds of millions of dollars; Ponzi schemes of
all sorts a rise; unemployment hovers at 10% and even higher in other
nations; infrastructure is unattended; and resources are sequestered in tax
havens.

These stories are not limited to richer and older industrialized countries.
Emerging nations refuse to make concrete commitments to safeguard against
climate change (as happened at the December, 2009, Copenhagen Conference
on climate change). Instead of declining pollution rates, as in Europe, there is
an increase of one new (slightly less polluting) coal-powered plant in China
each week with only a slight pause during the recent global recession. Coal is
the fuel of choice for emerging nations of Asia and emissions; despite the signs
of impending climate change, the amount of pollution continues to climb.
Private free-market capitalism of the West has become an ally of China's state
capitalism, but this will not last. Unemployment rises.

Change must come, but one wonders what route it will take. Will it be
through tweaking of the current unfair system, or violent revolution to
overthrow the system, or by the emergence of a new and just order through
non-violent means? The last is possible, but the task ahead is utterly
daunting. Those of us experiencing a deep disquiet in the turn of events since
the 2008 economic meltdown and the failed Copenhagen Climate Conference
of late 2009, grope for answers. If we give up and say "nothing can save our
planet," then our despair will lead to inevitable ruin. If we think Earth will be
saved by magic, then presumption prevails, and ruin will be as spiritually
devastating as despair itself. An alternative possibility is a sense of hope that
Earth can be saved if we seek to answer our problems by drawing from the
wellspring of theological reflections and the manifesto found in the Magnificat.*

The moment we become one family and affirm that all can create
something new together, we will feel a surge of new energy, and know that
justice is at work. The feeling of powerlessness will give way to a surging
power found in solidarity with those who suffer patiently. Suffering brings
together those who experience similar circumstances, and in their enthusiasm,



the divine is manifested. We cannot stay silent; we cannot continue to allow
injustice to oppress our brothers and sisters.

Modern technology -- through Internet, television, radio, postal mail,
phones, cars, rail, ships, and airplanes -- has transcended distances and
brought us together. We are a global family whose home is being disturbed by
a privileged plutocratic minority that grows ever more powerful through
inappropriate use of the same technologies that have the power to unite us.
We remember those who suffer; that includes all who lack the means to
provide for the basics of life: those terrorized by lack of food, those held
helpless by unemployment, those suffering from illness and disease, even the
affluent haunted by the ultimate question on Judgment Day, "When did we fail
to feed you Lord when you were hungry?"

How can we bring together the suffering human multitudes, while caring
for the threatened and endangered flora and fauna on our troubled planet? We
step back and look within; individually we have our weaknesses and
limitations, but can discover spiritual strength when in solidarity with the poor.
Energy swells up within when we practice self-control through patient
endurance. We see and observe; we hear and listen. We find the courage to
say "enough" to the wealthy and "we are one with you" to the destitute. We
affirm the existence of economic and social classes: the "haves," who are
focused on acquiring, maintaining, and securing their possessions against
thieves, terrorists, and tax collectors; the "have nots" who find the quest for
essentials of life a daily struggle. Between the "haves" who are surrounded by
overabundance and the destitute "have-nots" who lack essentials is a broad
middle spectrum, which enjoys an adequate quality of life. Instead of being
energized by greed, we must seek a spiritual sharing, bringing all into the
great middle.?

While we are aware of divisions in the social fabric, we are puzzled
regarding how to act. We may opt to live more simply and thus move from
merely seeing the poor to working with them, taking a further step on the road
to humility by becoming one with the poor. This path has some potential as a
model for achieving solidarity with the poor. However, with the urgency of
many of our problems, are such individual heroic actions sufficient? We can
influence our immediate neighbors; we can help change the local community,
but as citizens we must do more; we are committed to furthering a global
future that will benefit all people. How can we work together for a common
goal? How can we check and reverse the rampant privatization of public
resources and regain essential resources for the needy? How can we tap into
the discontent of the millions of hungry and unemployed? Will we encourage
even the poor to peep into the gated communities of the wealthy and call for
profound change?



Urgency demands practical decisions. We are unable to foretell the
future, but the best we can do within a prophetic framework is to say, "Based
on past experience here is where we are heading, unless...." This reflection
makes no predictions, but can, at best, explore ways to direct and encourage a
hope-filled future. Even our future must become a commons to reclaim
through both word and deed -- even if the final results are not successful in
our lifetimes. We find satisfaction by taking the long view.

Personal, individual salvation drives some to focus on overcoming their
own imperfections -- and rightly so. However, all of us need to look both
within and outside of ourselves. We need to be deeply disturbed by the
vicissitudes of the current social and economic situation that oppresses our
brothers and sisters. We must prepare ourselves all the more to help those
unjustly treated. In helping them, we seek to overcome our imperfections,
which hold us back. We are the parents of our future, and all the poor are part
of one family moving together in this spiritual quest. We learn quite soon that
material affluence leads to insensitivity that deadens the spirit, stifles rational
discourse, and allows cynicism to go unchallenged. Materialism reigns as god.
We search for a spiritual energy to move forward.

As we become aware of our impoverishment and marginal condition, we
cast about for resources. We are willing to listen to experts for techniques to
effect change, provided they are not against us. Indeed, those gifted with
intellectual acumen, technical expertise, and artistic creativity could be at the
service of all, especially the lowly of this Earth. This service role is becoming
apparent as the environmental crisis deepens and persists. The task is far
more complex than we envisioned four decades ago in the heady days
following the first Earth Day in 1970. Then, it seemed that easily-passed
legislation and well-placed, clean technologies could solve environmental
problems quickly. However, with time we discovered that problems are more
complex. The onus has shifted from considering the sheer numbers of Earth's
people as a problem to a smaller number of unscrupulous consumers with
esoteric tastes and demands. Recent scientific evidence indicates that strong
consumer demands are leading to the global warming/climate change
phenomenon; this is truly human-caused and not so easily tackled. Consumer
and ecological demands clash, tempers flare, and solutions allude us.

The challenge deepens because emerging middle-class consumers in
developing nations want similar autos, appliances, and spacious housing that
Western consumers possess. This fact heightens demands and increases
resource use and associated pollutants, thus the environmental crisis
continues. The efforts of "greens" make a difference -- but it is more than
counterbalanced by the power of commercial interests propagandizing an
anxious world to consume more and more. Emerging nations are reluctant to
change their path; current industries, powerplants, and homes are using more



coal, natural gas and petroleum as fuel in making electricity than ever before
and (amid all the hype about global warming), a rise in total emissions has
occurred during the twenty-first century's first decade. Mere knowledge about
dangers is not sufficient; the will to act responsibly is lacking.

However, hope springs eternal. The first step is to see our misdeeds in
their full social dimension. Many consumers in democratic societies have been
propagandized and regard cooperative measures as "socialistic." By branding
this process as socialism even the major recipients of Medicare and Social
Security are drawn into defending a dysfunctional economic system that does
not truly benefit them in the long run, but actually causes them to go deeper
into economic servitude.

The older "middle" class is experiencing a downward spiral, even as they
try to fight back; housing foreclosures, expanding personal debt, bankruptcies,
and loss of jobs are rude awakenings. Large numbers seek handouts for the
first time, and are discovering what it is to be "have-nots." Perhaps a few
questions are surfacing: Why should the wealthy class have unfair low rates of
taxes and dodge responsibility through legal or illegal tax havens at home and
abroad? Why give special treatment to those "too big to fail"? Why does a
controlled media give constant market reports that have little regard for the
lower-income population? Why are the privileged superrich allowed to bask in
their privileges? 1Is this really a "free market" economy? Why not encourage
the downwardly mobile to join the poor of the world, for these groups form the
vast majority. The discontent of the have-not class is palpable.

Addressing unfairness while retaining rational discourse is a challenge.
Change is not a theoretical exercise for a distant place but something that is
beginning to be demanded by our poor neighbors throughout the world.
Change is necessary here and now, for we can ill afford to retreat to fiction and
fantasized worlds. We must be the change agents, the reclaimers of what
ought to be held in common. So we learn from ecology that "Everything is
connected with everything else."*> Our social connectedness is emphasized
through a global neighborhood compressed by rapid transportation and instant
communication. Our backyard neighborhood includes Haiti and sub-Saharan
Africa as well as parts of our country -- and is the HERE of our lives. One
billion hungry people need food NOW; two billion need better health protection
NOW; refugees need housing NOW. Problems from health care to climate
change require solutions. Well, now is the favorable time,; this is the day of
salvation. (II Corinthians 6:2)

Knowing the problems here and now is child's play compared to the third
component of needed global change: solidarity with others to bring about
change -- the WE. It takes elders along with middle-aged and youth, those
from all nations. Dreams of a designated "just" leader with others in rote-step
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are unrealistic. Establishing global justice and reclaiming of the commons
demands the participation of all who are affected, from the lowly to those in
high places, the haves and the have-nots. All people must work together in
order to help reclaim resources needed for change. We join the "common"
folks who are not beholden to particular financial interests; these people
struggle to make ends meet in a world of rising essential food and fuel costs.
A global participative dialog is called for, since all who share the commons are
affected.

How can all people be incorporated into the change process? The
challenge grows and tempts us to withdraw and accept a sense of
powerlessness. However, prophets emerge who point out the dangers of a
failure to act and they warn of the dire consequences of human-induced
climate change. Answers are not simplistic; they involve all of us in some
way. A critical review of current economic and social practices must occur as
well. Globalized capitalism must be confronted to prevent blatant consumer
practices from spreading to the emerging middle class, resulting in resource
depletion and unchecked pollution. A principle of cooperation and resource
sharing is sought:

The Principle of Sharing Resources

We need to share resources so that we can regain our common
inheritance for the sake of the entire human family many of whom are in grave
need of essentials. Our immediate task is to regulate the distribution of
resources to the degree that they are needed to assist all of us (including
future generations) to live worthwhile lives and to renew the face of our
wounded Earth herself. We are to refrain from overusing or misusing these
resources, for misuse leads to greed, insensitivity and selfishness by the
privileged few.?

The Common Good® or the individual good is the issue; social justice or
individual self-satisfaction; non-profit motivation versus material profit
motivation; the public interest and private interest. A win-win situation is
possible when we find satisfaction as individuals and when the Common Good
of all is embraced, and we are aware of contributing to it. Indeed, the good of
all results in our benefit. However, this situation does not come automatically.
Sharing is a community-learned experience and is contrary to capitalistic
culture, which is characterized by severe competition and pressure for
individuals to get ahead, and a sense of the primacy of self-worth at the
expense of the commons.

Sharing means All must benefit and participate. Don't "all" people

include infants and the infirm, prisoners and the homeless? In order to share,
creativity is needed because the outcome is in doubt, mutual support is weak,
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and barriers seem overwhelming. One practical problem is that a system of
total inclusiveness runs contrary to the possessive tendencies of those who
hold tightly to natural resources. Because the privileged control so many of
the mass media outlets, our democratic process, which ought to promote
sharing, is hampered.

Plainly speaking, reclaiming the commons involves meeting and
overcoming the barriers which discourage sharing of resources. In fact, the
vast majority, the lowly, the voiceless, and those who suffer are starting to stir
-- in North Africa, in the Middle East, and in China. Awareness breeds
discontent. Modern communication media have threatened a condition of
isolation, and most people are conscious of inequalities in the distribution of
goods and services. The disparity of resources is evident, and counseling
patience until the goods and services trickle down is beginning to wear thin.
Discontent rises with escalating food prices, and persistent unemployment; the
lowly hear that the superrich have become richer, and the poor and middle
class are left behind. The lowly feel that something could be better when
inequality tolerance is challenged openly and directly.

The "right to life" is at the heart of the issue. Most people of good will
affirm the oneness of the human family, and that includes some sense of
equality among all people. The groundswell of discontent is found in the lack
of access by some to the essentials of life (food, potable water, housing, etc.).
Sharing includes a principle of social equality; those who do not have essential
goods and services have a prior right to resources over those who have more
than enough by which to live. Change involves making this principle
operative, and that means defending the right to life in all its forms, not only
for those close to us but for all people in this world.

If some have and others do not have, how can we bring about an
equality that is more than words? Are we willing and able to redefine the way
we allocate resources: to those in power? the first to arrive? those of noble
birth by blood or by wealth? to entitled owners? to non-migrants? Today, the
privileged swim in luxury while others drown in destitution. A reclaimed
commons finds no place for extremes, for both extreme wealth and poverty
endanger the social order. Why allow one thousand billionaires to own so
much, and the one billion poor to own virtually nothing? Something is wrong,
and those who seek to maintain the status-quo search mightily for ways to
hold tight to their privileges. Isn't such a situation tinder for a conflagration?
To allow three thousand children to die from hunger and malnutrition each day
is a crime against humanity. Is outmoded privilege to be tolerated? Why be
silent?

Why begin with the unprivileged? They are motivated for obtaining
change; certainly, the privileged do not have that motivation. The lowly have
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been purified through suffering and a lack of justice -- and this energizes their
action. The need to find essentials of life leads to a more practical mindset,
one that can overcome barriers more easily and looks to spiritual resources
from deep within -- enthusiasm, "the God within." This enthusiasm is
contagious within a community of the lowly, and inspires all to overcome a
cynicism that says: "Be practical; we would ALL like to be millionaires." The
counter response is, "Be realistic, all deserve the essentials of life."
Enthusiasm opens new possibilities, fortifies a sense of self-worth, and
overcomes inevitable barriers.

Granted, poor folks lack thinktanks, high salaries, and a covey of
consultants. However, the poor are free enough not to be beholden to wealth
for their continued operations. Through spiritual resources they discover a
growing belief in a future that energizes one to work hard, to coalesce, and to
reclaim all the elements of the commons that have been usurped by the
privileged. All practical steps must be undertaken,® and those most versed in
practicality are the lowly. The desire to act involves all people of good will.

However, the lowly need not wait for the wealthy to act, for the time is
now. Funding sources are in short supply and yet access to modern rapid
transportation (e.g,. Interstates) and communication networks (e.g., Internet)
allows for more ease in joining forces for common causes and emerging
solidarity. People can travel with relative ease, and information can be
disseminated at relatively low cost. One need not have access to a printing
press in order to get word to an eager world.

Add to practicality and accessibility a willingness by the lowly to take
risks. The lowly have less infrastructure; fewer systems to maintain; less
concern about tenure, reputation, and peer expectations; and less need for
protection of treasures. Simply put, the lowly have less to lose and, thus,
greater mobility and freedom to be daring. Preservationists of the current
order will not dare to take extravagant steps. Migrant hordes of Huns,
Vandals, Mongols, and Somali refugees have much in common -- little to lose
by their moves. Historically, the lowly of the world share the sense that "all is
gain, nothing is loss."

On the other hand, the privileged, status-quo seekers lack any
enthusiasm to reclaim or share what they already have. Those, who merely
tinker with reform of the current economic system, support a basic routine:
propose to do research or make changes that will improve what is present;
convince financial powers that this is a good project; dutifully expend time and
resources needed to carry out the project; report results to the funding
sources, and continue business as usual. However, the system itself is never
called into question, and its limitations are confronted by slight modifications
that take a lifetime to implement.
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Reclaimers of the Commons must strive to be in solidarity with the lowly.
Watching from an ivory tower is insufficient. Granting the need to work with
limited resources, reclaimers must become one with all who desire to bring
about meaningful change. The method is as follows: propose to make
necessary changes that will improve what is present; invite all to participate in
the movement; and work within the limits of existing resources. Those with
limited material resources will find support in spiritual resources. Change
agents must be part of the body of reclaimers, not people set apart. They
cannot deny the urgency of the present situation by some form of affluent
insensitivity; they cannot excuse themselves while they wait for a learned
expert to rise to the occasion; they cannot escape the responsibility that bears
down upon them to join forces and act here and now.

Change agents must arise and act. Our planet's resources have been
misused -- leading to pollution and the degradation of our Earth. Squandering
and misuse have resulted in a global crisis, a condition with which no previous
generation has had to contend. A major problem is poor regulatory measures
by governing bodies who have allowed a privileged few to capture and
sequester resources for their own personal or corporate gain. It is not
necessary to reinvent "good government," but an alerted citizenry is needed to
see that priorities are set, good regulations are enacted, and
through permissiveness or self-interest agencies fulfill their mandates for the
benefit of all the people.

Globalization, from an economic stance, includes the movement of
goods, capital, and jobs across national boundaries.” From a broader social-
justice perspective, globalization indicates a growing awareness of the
brotherhood and sisterhood of all human beings and of our collective
responsibility to see that all will enjoy a good life. Both the economic and
social justice perspectives benefit from the availability of modern global
communications and transportation networks, which allow information to travel
easily, commerce to flow freely, money to be exchanged instantly, jobs to
move to underdeveloped areas, injustice to be detected, and justice to be
actualized. Globalization is the awareness that the lowly must call for their fair
share of resources and must help "liberate" the wealthy from their excesses.

Economic globalization is both a peril and a promise. The peril is that
such a process leads to a concentration of wealth in the hands of a powerful
and privileged few; the promise is that this process can be regulated and
controlled. Through the media, the lowly are aware that others have a far
higher standard of living and access to many fascinating consumer products.
They want some of these good things -- a share in the materialism of the
broader culture. They realize that the privileged, undertaxed individuals and
corporations are able to control access to material resources and foster a
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contagion of selfishness that impoverishes the soul and blinds one to the needs
of others. The leadership of North America, Western Europe, the oil-rich
Middle East, and certain Pacific Rim countries have hastened globalization's
rise -- and the rest strive to follow suit.

Along with economic globalization we observe the emergence of a
globalization of social justice, a new consciousness of the shrinking global
neighborhood and a sense that we are all one family who must care for each
other. Material-profit motivation is questioned when the priority becomes
satisfying the basic needs of food, housing, education and health -- sharing is a
motivating force which maximizes the good for all people and thus creates a
spiritual "capital" in which "profit" is defined in peace and security. This
globalization of social justice refutes a possessive mindset which results in a
failure to feed the hungry (Matthew 25). A germinal or actual social
globalization is embedded in most religious traditions. The only major
exception is "prosperity gospel" churches with their capitalistic theology.

True democracy demands proper sharing of resources at all levels of
governance: individual, local, regional, national, international, and global or
planetary. Globalization goes beyond limited international undertakings (e.g.,
trade agreements among nations). As part of the human family (a globalized
concept) we share this planet: Antarctica and unclaimed regions, oceans, outer
space, natural resources (air, water, wildlife, forests, cultural sites), the store
of information for our benefit (general knowledge, health, research findings),
and the means of reaching a higher quality of life (communications and
transportation means). Some private property pertains to the personal needs
of individuals and is to be retained for their use.

The opposite of sharing is sequestering, taking for one's private use what
others understand belongs also to them as part of their own claim to basic
living. Forms of sequestering, enclosing and privatization, have been carried
out by powerful elements throughout human history. One may note the
process of colonizing the Western Hemisphere, from Columbus, the Spanish
and Portuguese, the French, the English, the Swedish, the Russian, the Dutch,
and the Danish. The luster of gold blinded them to the values of natives.
Companies sanctioned by their respective national sponsors were involved in
searching for cod, or growing tobacco, or trapping for furs. Resources held in
common by native peoples were seized and utilized under threat of arms.

The roots of this exploitation are found in ancient and medieval colonies
(agricultural colonization of North Africa by Rome and exploitation of Black Sea
regions by Grecian states and of the Baltic region by Teutonic peoples).
Through more sophisticated technology (sailing ships, compasses, etc.) and the
long arm of military might (gun powder, cannon, etc.) infringement on the

15

15



commons became global in the last five hundred years. Infringement
continues today in urbanization, multinational banks and other commercial
interests, exploitation of resources for consumer goods, and large-scale
commercial media outlets.

All creatures are interdependent and generally interact with others to
obtain the basics of life in order to survive: food, water, shelter and protective
cover, health, basic education and even recreational time and space. In order
to ensure access to these needs, resources are given by a generous Creator to
be shared in a rational manner for the good of all. Proper government must
ensure that all working together address the problem of lack of adequate
resources and basic needs. Our responsibility grows with our awareness of the
dangers of infringement and how it harms others as well as ourselves.

As we see the need to hasten global sharing we realize that we are both
protectors of the rights of others and the change agents to ensure these rights.
Through the process of reclaiming the commons we reaffirm these inalienable
rights. As democratic citizens we must be vigilant so that these rights are not
violated by autocratic forces. The struggles of the past century by autocratic
forces have made us aware that individual rights must be protected -- not
abrogated -- by the state. Silence and inaction is never an excuse. Indeed,
basic neighborliness is at the heart of mutual sharing. Just as our misdeeds
damage the entire human neighborhood or social structure, so do our good
deeds build up social structural relationships. Individual rights are part of our
collective commons: we do not have a license to infringe on others' rights,
neither are they permitted to do the same to us. The protection of individual
rights is a common concern.

A reform of the global system of governance is necessary, but this
cannot be achieved unless all are mindful of the Common Good. Social justice
calls for the establishment of a system to ensure that basic needs always
preempt special financial interests. As a superpower, America has wielded
widespread influence in everything from language to fashion and lifestyle (and
the devastating effects of over-consumption).®.  The same influence that has
led to overuse of consumer goods must now be turned to the promotion of the
Common Good.

The following nine chapters explore the human rights that are violated
by infringements upon the commons. These infringements include: exclusion
of portions of the population from essential goods (food, fuel, water, building
materials) and services (access to health facilities, education, and
communications); those who fence and enclose common land or wilderness
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through some form of "legitimation;" those who degrade resources through
unregulated actions (air, outer space, silent space, water sources); and those
who retain or keep from general circulation advances meant for the benefit of
all (intellectual and cultural commons).

Reclaiming the Commons is a process that requires practices, agencies
and regulations at all levels of governance -- individual, domestic, local,
regional, national, and global. We will treat the following aspects of the
commons: air includes outer space; water involves potable sources and the
vast oceans; land includes wilderness, forests, cultivated landscape and
greenspace; cultural commons includes preserving historic sites and accepting
the diversity of attitudes by various cultures; access to health facilities includes
the practical aspects of funding such facilities; intellectual achievements
include the educational process of enhancing an involved citizenry;
communication includes the rights to free speech and the need to guard silent
space so that all can speak more meaningfully; trade and commerce must both
be promoted and controlled at all levels for the Common Good; and the free
movement of people (migrants, refugees, and tourists).

Commons HERE

Chapter One deals with natural beauty and the damage done by those
who sequester common resources. Air pollution is the first level of
environmental pollution awareness. Programs are required to curb fossil fuel
consumption, recognize the human causes of climate change, and initiate
processes such as renewable energy applications that minimize harm to our
planet.

Chapter Two reflects on the water commons ranging from potable
water sources to the vast oceans. Here we touch on the concept of who
"owns" this resource. Recurring water shortages lead us to confront legitimate
demands for the thirsty to take what is rightly theirs in contrast to allowing
private water holders to give as they deem fit. The dangers of the laissez-faire
approach by the haves, who are reluctant to surrender power and privilege, is
exposed. However, global resources belong to all of us and not just the
privileged few.® Take the water but do so non-violently.

Chapter Three considers the nagging problem of the ownership of land.
Wilderness, wildlife habitat, Antarctica and fragile lands are discussed. We
discuss land commons and its enclosure,’® with emphasis on American
attitudes and land tenure practices.

A more refined global land commons is emerging.
Commons NOW

Chapter Four deals with cultures, those that are predominant and
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expanding today, and those that are threatened and endangered for various
reasons. Attitudinal differences as to the worth of various cultures, especially
those of primitive people are discussed. Disparity of wealth threatens poorer
sub-cultures and this condition must be addressed.

Chapter Five makes us face the unhealthy circumstances of so many of
our brothers and sisters throughout the world. If we cannot address current
"universal" health needs in our country, how can we do this on a global level?
Funding for such a global basic health facility access is difficult, but must be
examined in the light of global security, existing military spending, and the
need for fair taxation.

Chapter Six brings us to the changes in attitudes that are required for a
shared world and a direct confrontation with barriers existing today. Access to
educational facilities and communication tools and media must always be
safeguarded.

WE the Commoners

Chapter Seven considers the silent space needed for reflection and
action along with ways to confront and reduce noise pollution.
Household and community compromises on areas and times of silence and of
various sounds are considered.

Chapter Eight is where we come head-to-head with powerful
commercial interests. Here we will address the question: Can we solve global
environmental problems without addressing the inherent shortcomings of the
global free-market system?

Chapter Nine describes the characteristics of people in transition with a
special emphasis on becoming change agents. The free movement of people
includes safeguards for travelers and residents, for those seeking work, and
those needing to find their mission in life.

The Conclusion moves toward a solution that considers all of these nine
areas. A proper redistribution of resources emerges as a just way to address
essential needs; this points to a new and ideal political/economic order with
several key elements. What emerges is a profound need to start with an
individual change of heart, and to move rapidly to an integration of these
insights at broader social levels.

Chapter One: Air Commons

See the rainbow and praise its maker, so superbly beautiful is its
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splendour. Across the sky it forms a glorious arc drawn by the hands of the
Most High. (Sirach 43:11-13)!

We begin our reflections on "Reclaiming the Commons" with life as an
act of sharing. Our Creator's goodness is shared and is wonderful to behold;
we creatures are the benefactors, and in utter gratitude we are moved to share
with others. Yes, we could begin by admitting to living on a harmed planet
with its denuded hills and polluted rivers. Some concerned citizens take that
approach, but often gratitude for gifts-given is pushed aside. Overemphasis on
the spoiled does not do justice to the present moment, and on a hope-filled
future world that we must both design and parent.

As we mature, we realize that our lives are short and our mortal time
span shrinks with each passing day. How can we mortals be the most efficient
instruments for healing our troubled Earth and bring about rebirth? How can
we use our fleeting moments well? Saving our Earth challenges us to be
balanced in judgments, calm during crises, and innovative in needed
responses. Natural beauty, though increasingly sparse and difficult to observe,
has a calming effect and allows us to see beyond immediate troubles. This
beauty reflects the One we seek to imitate in godly ways.

a) Infringement on Air Commons

I look up at your heavens, made by your fingers, at the moon and stars
you set in place -- (Psalm 8:3)

Our right to life includes the right to fresh air. Air, this most elementary
of commons, is necessary for all breathing creatures, for the oxygen mantle
that covers our Earth is one of the precious essential ingredients (along with
water) that make this a liveable planet. Because air is essential, no one has a
right to contaminate this life-giving commons, which must remain available to
all breathing creatures. Corporations or individuals have no more "right to
pollute" than the right to kill, for to deprive another of fresh air is to pronounce
a death sentence. Presuming that "dilution is the solution to pollution" is
deceptive and risky to others' health especially with regards to air.

Polluted air is the most elementary form of environmental assault that
can be easily observed. Even infants know fairly early that their room has a
strange odor caused by something they have done. Since air is needed by all
breathing creatures, no one has a right to contaminate it and endanger others.
With the advent of the industrial age, air-polluting sources became more
frequent, first from coal-burning industry, and later from powerplants and
motor vehicles. In due time, industrial air pollutants from particulates to
nitrogen and sulfur oxides have been major air contaminants. With the advent
of coal-fueled, steam-driven pumps and engines, and metal smelters emitting

19

19



sulfur oxides, modern industry has caused pollution. The 1800s belching
smokestacks were badges of community pride -- representing full employment.

However, community opinion shifted after disasters such as occurred at
Donora, Pennsylvania in October, 1948, when during a five-day period weather
conditions resulted in a temperature inversion that trapped coal smoke within
the river valley. Over half of the 14,000 residents became ill and about two
dozen died; air pollution became more than an inconvenience -- it was a public
health problem. Other victims of polluted air started to be identified, such as
those suffering with asthma, emphysema, and other respiratory diseases. For
many of them, breathing became a challenge, as it had been for centuries in
domestic environments requiring fuel for cooking and heating. The poor have
to cook with fuels at hand, because transporting fuel is beyond their means.
Space heating is often non-existent and space cooling unthinkable; residents
dress for the seasons.

Smokers may contaminate a domestic atmosphere where infants and
elderly spend much time, and they must be held accountable. The
contamination of air through domestic cooking in inefficient stoves using wood,
dung, or other forms of cheap biomass is a global problem.> These devices are
used by between two-and-a-half and three million people; they generate
smoke that causes respiratory and eye problems for cooks and other residents,
especially the very young and very old. Good ventilation and exhaust systems
are often lacking. The WHO reports that 1.6 million premature deaths (half of
them children) occur each year due to the use of these defective devices,
resulting in increased incidence of cataracts, pneumonia and even tuberculosis.
Efficient stoves and solar cookers have promising possibilities for millions of
homes needing fresh air.

Outdoor air pollution can occur through natural causes from volcanoes to
sandstorms; however, in recent centuries human causes have become
increasingly important. Victims gasp for breath and require oxygen tanks in
order to stay alive -- and no one makes the air polluters pay for the oxygen
tanks or the costly treatments. Only gradually with time has the impact of the
polluting sources been recognized along with all the associated health costs.

China, India, and other nations have not learned well enough from
earlier industrialized nations; rather, they stoke their emerging economies by
cheap coal with resulting pollution that affects their own people. Their
emerging middle-class clamor for petroleum-fueled vehicles, which add ozone,
carbon monoxide and other major contaminants to the already-polluted air.
Emission control devices have reduced pollution considerably, but delaying
strict energy efficiency standards has exacerbated problems by allowing
emission volumes to increase.
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Acid rain, resulting from air laden with oxides of sulfur and nitrogen,
corrodes structures, contaminates rain water, harms vegetation, and causes
respiratory damage to many breathing creatures. The effect of this acid rain
compounds problems such as collecting rainwater in drought-prone areas.
Excessive carbon dioxide, a greenhouse gas, adds to climate change along with
others gases such as methane -- 23 times more destructive than the carbon
dioxide when allowed to escape into the atmosphere. Keeping air "fresh" is a
global challenge.

Is space beyond our immediate atmosphere a res nullius also? Truly, it
extends millions of light-years, far beyond anything we can imagine. What we
appreciate on a star-lit night is a vast cosmic expanse that envelops our planet
and our solar system, and is measured by light years (the distance light will
travel in a single year or 5,880,000,000,000 miles). Space, as part of the
atmospheric commons, needs to be shared by all, and thus no one person or
group has a right to damage it. This vast area beyond the mantle of our
atmosphere can be damaged through space junk such as small paint chips,
gloves or exploded satellites that can damage space vehicles. Furthermore,
private commercial travel and commerce could begin to divide that spatial
commons among the superrich (see Chapter Nine). Also, the rights to solar
energy access is an emerging area of concern.

The Sputnik challenge of the 1950s gave the highly technological space
program its greatest boost; billions of dollars went into competing space
programs. Japan and the European Union (EU) entered the fray with less
fanfare, but also with utter determination. Today the younger EU program has
projects involving missions to two planets and a comet. China and India are
launching weather and communications satellites, and the list of space-faring
nations will grow in the coming decades. Space exploration and scientific
research at the International Space Station have their good qualities, provided
the resources used to maintain such programs are not too extensive.
International communications satellites are strategically placed to help with
global exchange of information. Militarization of outer space in "star-wars"
scenarios is hopefully fiction -- but is it?

The air we breathe and the heavenly view we enjoy are aspects of a
single commons experienced with delight by primitive and modern people
alike. Our knowledge of photosynthesis, respiration and fermentation shows
the role of air in our lives; our astronomical knowledge renders a fascination
with the immense distances and diversity of the macrocosm. Every time we
exert ourselves by taking deep breaths of fresh air, we appreciate our own life;
the brightness, color and changing patterns of stars turn our minds to the
Creator of all. Many in industrialized areas do not have that fresh air and must
stay indoors; many in congested urban areas suffer in a lesser degree from the
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modern phenomenon of light pollution (inability to see the night stars). Health
experts tell us how polluted air can shorten the lives of countless numbers of
people. Astronomers figure precisely when a comet will return, the
composition of a star or planet, the approximate number of galaxies in the
Milky Way, and the complexities of the cosmos. By the testimony of health
experts, we must have unpolluted air for our physical health; by further
testimony we must have access to the wonders of the heavens for our
enhanced quality of life.

b) Actions to Reclaim Air Commons

Pride of the heights, shining vault,
so in a glorious spectacle, the sky appears,
The sun, as he emerges, proclaims at his rising,
'a thing of wonder is the work of the Most High!'
(Sirach 43:1)

Quite often, environmental action means taking steps to reduce the use
of non-renewable fossil fuels and to substitute for such fuels by use of
renewable energy sources. Both conservation of energy and the substituting of
solar, wind, geothermal, hydro, some biofuels and other renewable energy
sources are primary ways to initiate a process of reclaiming -- but they are not
the sole ways, and thus this book develops beyond this first chapter.

1. Individual and Domestic Actions -- Clean indoor and outdoor air are
needed for a high quality of life and for preserving our own health. In
centuries before the industrial revolution, clean air was taken for granted.
Certainly smoke-filled indoor air did exist, but most humble structures were
airy enough to dissipate smoke resulting from inefficient cooking and heating
devices. Insulated modern homes retain heated air in winter and cooled air in
summer. Infants and the elderly spend more time indoors and are more
vulnerable to indoor pollution. Today, governmental regulation of domestic
indoor atmosphere (in contrast to work places) is virtually non-existent -- thus
toxic gas formation can go unmonitored and uncontested.

Domestic energy conservation measures include replacing incandescent
bulbs with compact fluorescent and LED electric light bulbs, maintaining
consistent indoor temperature, downsizing living space, drying clothes
outdoors, and installing additional insulation. Second only to energy
conservation is substituting renewable energy applications such as using solar
or wind energy for space heating, lighting and cooking, cooling naturally with
shade trees, and considering geothermal energy applications. Transportation
conservation measures that save on non-renewable energy sources include
doing more biking and walking, patronizing public rather than private travel
modes and choosing trains instead of planes for long distance travel. For auto
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choice, drive energy efficient and electric vehicles.

The choice of cooking stove is more than a domestic and local issue;
since about 40% of the world's population uses inefficient stoves, it is urgent
that these polluting stoves be replaced by solar ovens or more efficient
conventional biomass ones.®> Governmental agencies must become involved;
overworked domestic cooks need information, advice and assistance in
implementing a change in their age-old habits and practices; the need is for
better stove designs as well as better ventilation systems, since human health
is at stake. More efficient cooking stoves are recommended: where a more
intense heating device is needed to cook foods acceptable to the culture;
where the solar potential is not sufficient to cook the foods quickly; or where
cooks are away at daytime employment and must cook food at night.

Such cooking programs can be ideal assistance projects by United States
(U.S.) Peace Corps volunteers and similar groups. The background expertise
for training and implementation requires some technical education by trainers
(preferably local people); sensitivity to the local culture that uses inefficient
stoves is crucial; persuading cooks to change practices may prove problematic;
working locally with individual homemakers is more successful; and results
(less fuel-gathering time, less indoor smoke, etc.) can be realized. With
adequate training and information, cooks are able to pass the new expertise on
through a dramatic multiplier effect.

Solar cooker funding ($2 billion for materials, installation and
instruction) for furnishing 10 million cooking units per year for a decade could
be available from potential Global Development Funds (GDF).* See Appendix
One. Globally, solar cookers and efficient biomass cookers are needed by tens
of millions of households. Efficient biomass cooking stove information and
installment programs could receive an annual expenditure of $2 billion from
GDF money.

2. Air and Light Pollution Controls -- Air pollution affects certain regions
more than others. Coal-burning powerplants, heavy industry, and congested
traffic are not evenly distributed on this planet. Particulate matter, nitrogen
oxides, ozone, sulfur oxides, and other pollutants vary from negligible levels to
hazardous conditions depending on proximity to sources. In 1990, the U.S.
Congress established a "cap-and-trade" policy for sulfur dioxide emission,
which has a declining cap over the years but free-of-charge tradeable rights to
emit the pollutant; if companies emit at lower rates they can sell "rights to
pollute" to other polluters.

The morality of cap-and-trade schemes for toxic emissions or for
climate-changing carbon dioxide is open for discussion. Polluters should pay
penalties for not reaching acceptable cap levels; even better, fossil-fuel users
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should be required to install air pollution controls, with stiff fines for violation.
Local regulations often forbid outdoor burning. In more recent years some
people seeking fewer air-pollution regulations have argued that these are "job-
killers." However, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) argued in
2011 that two new proposed rules would create 1.5 million jobs or about
300,000 on an annual average over a five-year period.

Other forms of air pollution exist: light, odor, and noise (see Chapter
Seven). Light pollution hinders an appreciation of the night sky in urban areas.
The natural celestial night is shrouded from our vision, a fact we confirm when
traveling by plane at night and observing distant city lights. The urbanized
half of the world's inhabitants is unable to gaze upon a beautiful night sky.
The problem reaches beyond individual citizen actions to community regulation
of light pollution, including street lights and vehicles. Tucson, Arizona, near
where a major academic observatory is located, has taken steps to reduce light
pollution. Recall (or read about) the famous blackouts during the Second
World War, when drivers drove about with dimmed lights, street lighting was
curbed, and windows were covered with black shades after dark. Peacetime
solutions are difficult; reflection shields could direct lighting downward where
the pedestrian and driver could benefit. Additional municipal lights are meant
for safety in higher crime areas. In essence the night sky belongs to all to
enjoy; and reclaiming it proves problematic.

Odors are recurring annoyances and can range from pleasant to highly
irritating. In some cases smoke or dust can also be unhealthy; in others such
as a sickening smell of pulp mills or livestock yards, the odor may not be
harmful in itself but does lower the quality of life in our commons. It is often
quite difficult to take remedial steps to remove odors without paying high sums
of money that cut into profits of offending parties or curtail operations that
furnish jobs to the local labor force.

3. Fuel Efficiency Programs -- Conservationists and others agree that
every effort must be made to improve energy conservation. This is the
cheapest and most efficient way to meet increased energy demands as the
world climbs out of the Great Recession. Coal, natural gas, and oil production
are booming, and renewable energy alternatives are being installed in many
parts of the world. However, still greater attention ought to be given to
efficiency, for the monetary advantage of cutting demand far exceeds that of
developing new energy sources. Curbing energy use reduces the need for
expanding the entire energy supply network, namely, more powerplants and
increased energy extraction, processing and transportation, plus overcoming
transmission and generation losses from electricity production.

Attention must focus primarily on energy conservation -- on green
building materials, smart grids and transmission systems, electronic devices,
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and efficient cars, trucks and planes. Higher energy efficiency standards for
vehicles, lighting, powerplants and appliances would go a long way to reducing
energy needs. A global effort to boost energy efficiency with existing
technologies could cut more than 20% of world energy demand by 2020. The
United Nations International Energy Agency (IEA) has made this conservation
approach a top priority.

Vehicle manufacturers are currently undergoing painful adjustments to
get efficiency averages to 45-, 60-, 75-, or even 100-miles-per-gallon. Other
nations and even the state of California are insisting on fuel conserving devices
of ever greater efficiency. Mass production of more efficient vehicles was
slowed by the Great Recession and has accelerated through higher fuel prices.
Electric vehicles powered by solar energy could cut motorized vehicles loose
from the umbilical cord of petroleum fuel. Energy efficiency in all its forms is a
win-win situation, and this is the best course to stave off the harsh effects of
climate change. While slow to catch hold, the economies resulting from energy
conservation are catching the eye of policymakers and the general public as
well. By 2011, more and more auto buyers have been turning to energy-
efficient vehicles.

4. Renewable Energy Programs -- Renewable energy includes solar,
wind, hydropower, geothermal and some biofuels. These are clean and
virtually environmentally benign fuels; their installment costs are going down
with new technical improvements and economies of scale. Today, in California
and elsewhere, solar photovoltaic (PV) developers believe they can soon
deliver solar energy at competitive prices. In 2011, the cost of generating
wind power in choice areas of Europe and elsewhere has fallen below $69 per
megawatt-hour; this compares favorably with $67 for coal-fired powerplants
and $56 with combined-cycle plants using natural gas.’

Renewable energy sources certainly have great advantages over nuclear
power,® and fossil fuels that never paid their total environmental costs.
"Some" biofuels means that distinctions have to be made; use of productive
agricultural lands to grow corn for ethanol biofuels (verging on one-quarter of
the American corn crop as of this writing) is wrongheaded, and subsidies for
such practices need to be removed.” Other biofuels encourage placing
wildscape into cellulosic fiber production to the detriment of wildlife habitat.
When biofuels are made from waste products (wood or agricultural wastes)
there are economies resulting from their conversion to fuels.

The good news is that potentially by 2030 the world could be on a totally
renewable energy economy, if there is a will to bring this about. A recent
study in the journal, Energy Policy, projects that total global energy use could
be renewable by satisfying the following goals: 4 million 5-MW wind turbines;
1.3 billion 3-kW roof-mounted solar PV systems; 90,000 300-MW solar
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powerplants (including PV and concentrated solar); and a smattering of
geothermal, wave and tidal powerplants. This study left out biomass because
of pollution and land use issues, as well as nuclear energy. However, this
could be amended to include hydropower facilities as well as geothermal
operations and omit many centralized solar powerplants.

A more realistic report by the World Wildlife Foundation International in
February, 2011 set a goal of 95% renewable energy by the year 2050.® In
2050, total energy demand could be 15% lower than in 2005; heating needs of
buildings could be cut by 60% through energy efficiency, the use of solar
power and geothermal heat. Suggestions included: upgrade electricity grids;
install smart grids; halve meat consumption in wealthier nations; and
encourage people to cycle, walk, use more public transportation, and replace
airplanes by trains.

Renewable energy sources are now receiving support from governmental
agencies, principally at the state and national levels. However, curtailment of
subsidies due to financial troubles could slow conversion to renewable energy
sources. Renewable energy sources, coupled with energy conservation, soften
or delay catastrophic climate-change conditions facing our planet; these result
from the use of carbonaceous fuels (petroleum, coal, natural gas, tar sands).
By utilizing safe and environmentally benign energy sources, pollution from
extraction, processing, conversion to electricity, combustion, or disposal of
waste materials could be reduced and eventually eliminated. Unfortunately,
emerging nations are now adding many marginally- efficient but polluting coal
powerplants.

Renewable energy sources may be tied into the entire energy grid
through net-metering programs with traditional electricity- delivery systems.
Large-scale, national "Apollo-type" (from U.S. space efforts) renewable energy
programs should be created in various advanced countries such as the EU,
Japan, India, Israel and others as well as in the U.S. New available solar
products can be integrated into building roofs. Wind power is the fastest
growing renewable source. Use of geothermal sources as well as utilization of
agricultural wastes as biofuels is part of a sane renewable energy mix. Status-
quo seekers have big money and propaganda machinery to cast doubt on
future climate-change projections for several decades, as did the highly
successful tobacco corporations' history of casting doubt for decades on
smoking as the cause of cancer and other health problems. Decentralized
renewable energy programs that do not favor Big Oil and Big Coal are
promising.

Funding: Upgrading transmission lines and delivery systems along with

wind generators and solar equipment in developing nations could receive $3
billion annually from GDF plus national and private investments.
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5. "Climate Change Treaty Convention" -- "Global warming" is a major
Earth-threatening phenomenon that needs global attention and has been
recognized as a human-made problem by leading scientists for two decades.
The 2007 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Report involved
4,000 scientists from 150 countries. However, widespread awareness is not
sufficient to check climate change effects from actually accelerating. The
Arctic Ocean is opening and summer sea ice will completely disappear between
2013 and 2040, some thirty years ahead of the prediction made in 2007. The
predicted sea level rise by the end of the century will more than double the
maximum estimate in 2007 of 0.59 meters. Urgency calls for a new round of
climate-change negotiations to succeed the Kyoto Treaty that omitted certain
emerging industrialized countries, which are now major air polluters. China
has replaced the U.S. as leading polluter; it has increased carbon dioxide
emissions at 10% per year during the first decade of this century.

Some of the European Union nations (Italy, Spain and Denmark) have
not met early benchmarks for emission reductions, and the 20%-reduction
target from the 1990 agreement level for the total 27 members were overly
ambitious. In fact, European cars were 12% cleaner in 2004 than in 1995; the
problem has been that the number of vehicles rose by 21% during that period;
cars are heavier and more powerful; and cars travel at rapid speeds on that
continent.  Furthermore, aviation and maritime transportation were not
covered by treaty goals, and these have proved to be major contributors to air
pollution. All parties need to come on board. Regional and national air
pollution control programs come at a cost.® One of the fairest (but unpopular)
ways to pay for these is through an extraction or carbon tax on CO, emissions
(see Chapter Five).

c) Glory of Creation

I call heaven and earth to witness against you today; I set before you life
or death, blessing or curse. Choose life, then, so that you and your
descendants may live in the love of Yhwh, your God,.... (Deuteronomy 30:19)

Natural beauty is uplifting, is shared, is widely appreciated among
diverse cultures, is given as a gift, and is in need of protection. We Americans
speak of "purple mountain's majesty" and "fruited plains." People of all
cultural backgrounds, and especially primitive folks who live close to nature
have much in common: they admire the natural beauty of an undisturbed or
well-managed landscape -- a beauty in the eyes of all beholders of good will,
but somewhat hidden to those more materially inclined.

Such admiration is uplifting and raises the soul to new heights. This
natural treasure extends to mountains, rivers, seashores, and forests. All
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creation has charm and grace that only the hand of the Creator can give -- and
natural scenes, whether physically visited or observed virtually, bestow on us
immense peace of soul. Nature's beauty is the gateway to ever deeper respect
for all being. In fact, the unmarred, resplendent earthly beauty is our primary
Commons.

Marred beauty stands in utter contrast to natural beauty and most
observers come in contact with eroded land, unreclaimed strip mines, loss of
wildlife and polluted air and water. If everything is connected to everything
else (Barry Commoner's First Law of Ecology), then all parts of this world and
all activities have some impact on other parts. Some lovers of Earth want to
hold tightly to the purity of natural, untouched beauty, but that is wishful
thinking at best. The free acts of individuals make a difference in society;
good acts benefit all -- and bad ones harm all. Thus we have a given beauty in
the world around us, but this is one that can be damaged by misdeeds either
by me, by us, or by others.

Enhanced beauty energizes us to go beyond admiration; we perceive
danger and we can choose to protect and to beautify what has been damaged.
Thus mere appreciation of natural beauty untouched by human beings is not
sufficient. Could beauty be reintroduced? Re-established? Returned? Could
we repair what has been spoiled in some way? This added treasure of
cultivated and well-managed fields, gardens, and forests is a product of human
sweat mingled with creative genius.

In a 1971 lecture made before the American Association for the
Advancement of Science in Washington, DC, Rene Dubos stressed that human
ingenuity can enhance the environment and is not always a negative factor
when involved with natural resources. He noted the progress of northern
France where he grew up, and said the draining of the marsh lands for
cultivated fields was really an enhancement of nature -- and the result was a
beautiful landscape that could be appreciated by all who were residing or
visiting.'® Human beings are the natural improvers of the nature around them,
and thus through acting they become part of nature.

Natural beauty enlivens; marred beauty frightens, and enhanced beauty
challenges us to every broader possibilities. We may be tempted to tiptoe
through the tulips, focus on nature all around us and deny that harm is being
done. We may look out and see the damage and still excuse ourselves
because we lack expertise to respond. We may seek to escape into the
fictitious worlds that we create or into allurements that entice us. Enchanting
beauty of nature can lead to overlooking damage. Marred beauty can lead to a
sense of false humility, and to excuse ourselves as not being directly to blame
or expert enough to change the situation. Enhanced beauty may be too great
and thus we must escape to other pursuits or allurements. As we strive to
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reclaim the commons we realize that our approach to nature calls for a
balanced spirituality in which we admire, observe and resolve to work for
protecting and improving our threatened Earth.™

First of all, a creation-centered spirituality affirms beauty for its own
sake. We enter a world of beauty already present when we arrive, and through
our respect, ought to remain after we are gone. This beauty may be in the
eyes of the beholder, but a community of beholders can discover a common
beauty that reflects that primary commons of Earth as gift. Our sense of
gratitude for the gift of creation, and the added gift of being able to live within
creation at this time makes us doubly grateful. Being part of creation is
exciting; being called to protect and enhance creation is doubly exciting.
Simply to focus on immersion into the wonderful panorama of creation
elevates the spirit and inspires poetry and song. However, to bask in the
remnants of an ever-vanishing natural beauty is unreal.

One answer has been to accept that exploitation of nature has occurred,
and call attention to the deficient notion of subjection of creation to our own
benefit. This exploitation has caused untold damage by seeking to conquer
nature, to use it for our own benefit, and to fail to see the family of all beings
of which we are a companion and partner. This critique says we are not
masters of or exploiters over other creatures, but rather in being among the
community of all beings. Thus our intellectual overview must change; we
must commit ourselves to companionship and not hurt our friends in the plant
and animal worlds in any fashion. This approach attracts idealistic and
numerous spiritually-inclined people. However the challenge is limited to
personal attitudinal change whether by the enlightened or by those who will be
persuaded. In this view social change is not in the forefront.

A second spirituality emerges. Being observant participants in the
natural world impels us to discover marred beauty. Misdeeds have occurred.
Do we act like those frightened and running away when coming upon a horrible
accident? Do we approach cautiously realizing our own limited abilities to be a
Good Samaritan? Should we sort through our mixed emotions with anger
swelling and assuming that it is enough to assign blame to culprits? No, and
so change again is necessary, for we are the stewards of our Earth -- and we
are partly to blame for damage done. We are willing to confront ourselves and
maybe, if bold enough, our immediate neighbor. To as much as I am/(we are)
to blame, I/(we) can make a change and strive for redemption. Furthermore, I
look into the causes of misdeeds by others and avoid them. Insight allows us
to see that others devalue nature (such as occurs in resource-exploited
Appalachia) and belittle non-resource values ultimately for their individual
benefit and greed.

Selfishness emerges as a social disease that is reinforced by our popular
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culture of individualism. We could become so angered with the damage
caused by human misdeeds that we focus on the weaknesses of ourselves
only, or on prosecuting the culprits whose blame we determine has caused
misdeeds. Retribution is a possibility, so spiritual energy is directed to
repairing individual lives or exacting restitution for damages done. Adam and
Eve's failure has become a commons for us all and we thus share an original
fall. Just overcoming this fall with God's help is a lifetime journey to perfection
and the focus of a redemptive spirituality.

A third type of spirituality does not deny attitudinal change, individual
spiritual growth, or direct confrontation of culprits through legal approaches.
However, neither admiration of natural beauty nor placing blame for marred
beauty are sufficient. We must go further; we must rally political, economic
and social resources to strengthen agencies vested with remedial actions?
With original beauty as a template, we seek to acquire a parent's sense of duty
and tough love. Recognizing beauty (whether natural or enhanced), opens us
to move beyond the stage of personal admiration and blame. We could deny
misdeeds or excuse ourselves from the major ones that we perceive. We
enjoy mutual admiration; we acknowledge that we are not perfect and desire
to do better as individuals; but we need to take an enhancing approach that is
not an escape to various distractions. Attention is thus focused beyond
personal attitude and culprit reform. We must have a new way of perceiving
nature in which the damage is halted and meaningful reclamation will occur.
Reclaiming the commons includes this third type of shared commons: social
responsibility.

Social responsibility includes preserving natural beauty, realizing and
halting our misdeeds, and repairing damage done. We live on a two-way
street as social beings and so we appreciate beauty and together seek to
protect it. This goes beyond our personal responsibilities. True, some extreme
capitalists hold that "the only social responsibility is to make a profit."
Moderates champion corporate social responsibilities that include decisions on
how and by whom investments are placed, the conduct of corporate managers,
labor relations, and duties to local communities through voting and civic
participation. "Lord, when did we see you hungry?" Is the reply -- "When you
allowed one thousand billionaires to go uncontrolled and one billion people to
go hungry, you did it to me?"

A key rests in our role as citizens in a participative democracy. We are
drawn through civic duty to recognize the collective responsibility for
environmental protection and enhancement. If we share beauty together with
others, we realize that our efforts are best shared in order to do something
constructive for the planet. We need to address social irresponsibility. We
share beauty; we both take and share blame.** A further temptation emerges,
to escape through cooperative action to minor corrections, to tweak the
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system. Food is good but too much is not; medicine may heal, but overuse
can also be harmful; life is wonderful, but mortal life has its dying moment;
natural beauty can be easily marred even when we are attempting to enhance
it. Good intentions are not enough. Our need is constantly to return to a sense
of Mystery in order to direct our actions more perfectly. This means we need
the innocent and expressive ways of a toddling and exploring infant -- and that
deepens as we learn to walk, run, skip, and journey through life, and stagger
and stumble in older age. We must constantly return to the Mystery that
directs our actions.

The sense of Mystery must grow within us, a growing enthusiasm -- the
God within. In others words, we must constantly remain in contact with the
Most High as ones who follow a compass. Beauty stands before us at the heart
of Mystery. Depending on our temperament, some of us are drawn to the
macrocosm; we gaze out at the stars. Some of us are drawn to the
microcosm; we stop to observe the phenomena beneath our feet. We stand
before nature, the macro and micro worlds of glory. We are frightened by
damage observed. Quo Vadis? Will we stand in awe and avoid marred
beauty? Will we beat our breasts and excuse ourselves from the difficult tasks
ahead? Will we seek a place to which to escape, or will we accept the present
condition and move on? To act or not to act! To act this way or that! To act
in a socially responsible manner!

Blessing another is the most elementary way in which we can be
socially responsible. We are moved, out of human solidarity and love of all
beauty to extend what is given us to others. To bless is to extend ourselves to
others and to share our blessings with them. We acknowledge the commons in
which we all share. We give blessing to all and do so freely -- even to
butterflies, mushrooms, lichens, evergreens, berries, birds, and amphibians.
We bless a land teeming with all types of flora and fauna; we bless the entire
blue-green planet that is tarnished by wanton exploitation; we even bless the
Creator of all things. Natural beauty leads to respect, and respect to blessing -
- the first step in a corrective healing process.

We bless the change agents, those who protect resources and heal
Earth's wounds, those willing to confront misdeeds and the ones who commit
them. Our blessings return to us and empower us. Even the damage we now
observe amid fading natural beauty makes us aware of original blessings, deep
down and yet wrapped around with the paradox of fragility. Blessings return to
us in damaged land that triggers action, now, today. We care because we
believe in what is here and what we can share. Awareness of our mortality
impels us to extend blessings to others -- and they to others as well -- a
concatenation of good will. Beauty is perceived not as mine or yours, but as
"ours." We bless together, for blessing is the acknowledgment of togetherness.
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If at this moment of intimate sharing someone says, "Get off my land,"
we are disturbed, for beauty resides even though restricted from our personal
enjoyment. To whom does this beauty belong? Actually the stark reality of
possessiveness strikes us at the moment when raw beauty floods our soul.
Some may depart; others get angry; still others resist and confront the
supposed owners. As though awakening from a dream, we face the reality that
the beauty of the commons has been privatized, at least through some legal
mechanism. And this is a form of marred beauty, for it cannot be appreciated
by everyone. This triggers searching questions: How can we manifest our
common sharing of natural and enhanced beauty with all people of good will?
How can we take blame and still act responsibly? How can we reclaim our
commons?

At the moment of blessing we find a curse hidden deep down in the
world that we regard as commons. The curse is uttered by "No-Trespassing"
signs and the legality of possessions that are luxuries to some and yet are
essentials to others. Those who bless perceive an unspoken curse in other's
selfishness and greed. To reclaim the commons means that we must act -- not
merely admire, not merely cast blame. Natural beauty is a blessing; our action
to enhance it is a double blessing. However, we must face reality; curses are
out there, and they must be addressed. Those who curse place "monetary"
and commercial value on nature, seeing it as a commodity to be bought, sold,
or used up and wasted at will. Beauty is stripped of its commonality and
seized by a legally justified privileged individual or corporation. In enclosing
the commons, the commodity-maker or air or space polluter denigrates our
common democratic values. In awe, champions of natural beauty see the
forest as having aesthetic value in itself; in greed, exploiters see forests as
timber and logs; in concern, healers see work ahead, namely a resurrection-
centered spirituality.

d) Catastrophe

There will be signs in the sun and moon and stars; on earth nations in
agony, bewildered by the clamor of the ocean and its waves; people dying of
fear as they await what menaces the world, for the powers of heaven will be
shaken. (Luke 21:25-26)

Experts hold that historic changes are often triggered just after major
disasters or dramatic transformations have occurred. The floods of the Noah
epic have been narrated by many primitive cultures; severe droughts have led
to migrations of peoples to better areas. These stories are truly fascinating
and worth learning.”> Certainly those of us attending the First Earth Day in
1970 were naive in thinking that addressing global environmental damage
would be quite short-lived: a few simple steps accepted by all, and the
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problems would be solved. It soon became apparent that academic discussion
and popular demonstration were not sufficient to trigger needed corrections;
problems were more complete and far deeper, and solutions would have to
involve the cooperative efforts of multiple parties in various ways. Yes,
democratic process takes time.

In the environmental crisis social dimensions began to emerge, and
social justice and eco-justice became interlinked. Toxic pollutants affect poor
people who live in closer proximity to the points of emissions; contaminated
water causes cholera and other water-borne diseases; people live on
undesirable flood plains; others experience the destruction of their forests and
their native wildlife disappearing. Suddenly, within the second half of the
twentieth century, documentation of an impending catastrophe started to
appear in the popular media and scientific journals. Polluted rivers in India,
landscapes barren from deforestation in Indonesia, and choking air in major
urban areas, announced that an environmental crisis was global. Long-term
ecological changes were occurring at a quickening pace, with effects similar to
the asteroid-induced extinction of the dinosaur that occurred sixty-five million
years ago. In fact, this current stage of disaster is virtually instantaneous in
comparison to previous geological catastrophes.

Global levels of the greenhouse gas, carbon dioxide CO,, have increased
since the advent of the fossil-fueled industrial/ electrical/automotive
revolution. While essential to the life cycle of plants, excess CO, is now
considered a pollutant. What was stored for countless centuries in coal seams,
forests, and petroleum deposits is "liberated" through the excessive human
consumption practices of burning fossil fuels. Forest cover that acts as a CO,
sink has been reduced through deforestation. Meanwhile our Earth's
atmosphere, a "blanket," has become a greenhouse cover retaining light rays-
converted-to-heat. The scientific community is nearly unanimous in saying
that human causation is resulting in climatic changes in the last two decades,
with more drastic effects likely to come quite soon. The quibble is not over the
causes, so much as over the speed and degree of the effects.

These observed and predicted changes spell trouble for the world's poor.
In 2007, the United Nation's Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC)** cited four vulnerable areas:

#% The Arctic, where temperatures are rising and ice caps are melting at an
unexpectedly rapid rate;

#% Sub-Saharan Africa, where dryer conditions are forecast;

#% Small islands (principally in the Pacific and Indian Oceans), that may be
inundated by rising ocean levels. The president of the Republic of Maldives says
that, if ocean levels rise as predicted, half of his nation (with an average height of
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four to six feet above sea level) will be under water by the end of this twenty-first
century; and

#% Asian mega-deltas (especially in Bangladesh), where hundreds of millions of
people will be at increased risk of flooding and coastal inundation, will lose the age-
old natural, fresh-water cycles due to glacier formation and melting.

The Arctic polar region is already experiencing rapid climate changes,
with ice cover shrinking in summer months making a long- hoped-for
Northwest Passage transport route between Europe and Asia possible. Arctic
regions are thinly populated -- though these thousands of people are deeply
affected by climate changes. The very existence of small oceanic-island
nations is threatened. Both Arctic and Oceanic groups could be moved to more
favorable locations through relatively minor adjustments of world resources.
However, this is not the case in Bangladesh, where, in 2050, some 220 million
inhabitants could see "a good chunk of its current land mass... permanently
underwater."*®

The IPCC Report also indicated that in Africa, food production is predicted
to be curtailed as early as 2020, and that reduced water resources could affect
75-250 million people. Asia will suffer reductions in meltwater runoff from the
receding mountain glaciers in the Himalayas, with negative effects on more
than one billion people, by 2050. (Note that the speed of some glacier melting
had been subsequently contested). Australia will experience restricted water
availability, although it has suffered severe flooding in early 2011. Latin
America will see declines in harvest; North America may experience extremes
in weather; and Europe, perhaps the least negatively-affected continent, can
still expect coastal erosion and climate-related natural catastrophes.

Kevin Anderson of the Tyndall Centre for Climate Change Research at
Manchester University reports that in the first eight years of this century
carbon emissions have risen much faster than expected, and that current CO,
levels (380ppm) are rising 2ppm per year and could surpass 650ppm by 2050
-- causing "a catastrophic" 4°C average temperature rise. Anderson adds that
even this bleak future could only be achieved if rich nations adopted
"draconian emission reductions within a decade."’® Many scientists say a 2°C
rise is a lost cause. The ability of the Southern Ocean (a major greenhouse
sink) to absorb CO, has weakened by 15% since 1980.

Natural disasters seriously affect the poor, as verified by Hurricane
Katrina in New Orleans in 2005. Victims with few resources are less able to
relocate or to start rebuilding their lives very quickly. The more affluent can
move from dangers but the poor are often not able to do so. Flood walls to
hold back rising seas are expensive; every inch of increase in the height of the
levees along the Sacramento River in California will cost at least $15 million.
With an impending climate change situation, the world has only limited time to
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supplement potable water reservoirs, food distribution networks, and health
centers for people who suffer from increased malnutrition and diarrhoeal,
cardio-respiratory and infectious diseases. Climate change will have immense
global impacts that some estimate will affect hundreds of millions of people.’
Health experts project that warmer temperate zones will accelerate the spread
of tropical diseases. Others ask whether all flora and fauna will be endangered
by being unable to adjust to rapid climate changes.

The catastrophe that is emerging will be compounded by the failure of
policymakers to create alternatives to the current situation. If the status quo
is continued, our wounded Earth is in very deep trouble. Through denial of the
seriousness of our current situation, legislators ignore the needed legislation to
control the level of emissions, especially those resulting from fossil fuels. Coal
is abundant and "cheap" (provided many hidden costs are ignored), with U.S.
coal reserves at 245 years, and Russia with less total tonnage has a 527-year
supply at current mining operations. The status quo is ensuring that coal
remains a fuel of electricity-generating choice for the foreseeable future.
Furthermore, the new giant coal-exporter to fuel-hungry China and India is
Australia with a 186-year remaining supply at 2009 levels.’® Some say that
these long-term estimates are optimistic.

Coal will most likely not be replaced by easier-transported natural gas,
because supposed environmental advantages of large quantities found recently
in shale strata are regarded by USEPA reports as overstated. Consumption of
natural gas obtained from fracturing of shale deposits in many lands makes
this fossil fuel competitive with more environmentally-benign renewable
sources (solar, wind, geothermal, hydro and some biofuels). The reports state
that escaping methane (far more potent as a greenhouse gas than carbon
dioxide) from leaking pipes and from fracturing operations are sufficient to
equal the polluting effects of coal.

The International Energy Agency (IEA) warns that continued use of fossil
fuels at current and anticipated levels makes the 2020 goal of slashing
greenhouse gas emissions impossible to attain. American coal appetite is
unrelenting, and Chinese and Indian consumption demands are exploding.
Yes, coal is dirty, but coal is cheap and plentiful. New ideas for sequestering
carbon dioxide emission from burning coal are not yet practical. New
powerplants are cleaner, but their number and emissions' volumes overwhelm
efficiency savings; more plants cause MORE carbon dioxide along with
worrisome mercury emissions and other hazardous pollutants. The IEA
estimates that China, which gets over two-thirds of its electricity from coal, will
add an astounding 600 GW of coal-fired power capacity to its voracious energy
consumption picture in the next quarter century. Others estimate that China
will reach that goal far sooner. Sales for high-quality coal are still on the rise.
We cannot ignore the threats posed by current energy practices, for such
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denial is suicidal. We are on the road to dramatic climate change problems.
We must face reality and act in a socially responsible manner: make coal pay
its fair share of environmental pollution damages, and thereby be competitive
with wind and solar; replace fossil fuels with renewable energy sources.

The cost of reducing greenhouse gas emission, increasing reforestation,
cutting air pollutants and helping poor regions adapt to climate change pales in
comparison to the price the world will pay if we fail to act now. Pontifical
Academy of Sciences'®

Impending environmental catastrophe emerges as a daunting challenge
to human cooperative efforts. In August, 1914, nations took sides with bands
playing the martial music of warfare. What was expected to be a quick war
turned into a slaughter of millions through trench warfare, poison gas, and
massive artillery shelling. That war "to end all wars" was an unexpected
human-caused catastrophe. No one expected a repeat of August, 1914.
However, the posturing of world leaders at the failed Copenhagen Climate
Conference in late 2009 brings back squabbles of the past. The League of
Nations failed to end the First-World-War disaster when tens of thousands
marched to the sound of bagpipes to sure death on Flanders' fields. Glamour
yields to Second-World-War slaughter with tens of millions more deaths. The
United Nations and Marshall Plan were responses. Will we learn from history
and reclaim the air commons?

Reflection: Challenging Misuse of Air Commons®°

The fragile air commons (a res nullius) cannot be bounded, subdivided,
or measured out to users, but it can be damaged by specific polluters through
exploitative infringement. As social beings, we realize that fresh air belongs to
all of us, for air and life on this planet are connected. Likewise we know that
fragile nascent human life, or "being born," requires human protective
measures and responsibility. The life of this planet is fragile as well, and we
are powerful enough to threaten that life by misuse of our air. Seeing our
world as "one great act of giving birth" (Rom.8:22) requires us to become pro-
life and champion the entire web of life, and accept responsibility for this
living but threatened planet.

Our ancestors did not know human beings have the power to threaten
that planetary life -- through air pollution and climate- change practices.
Those with social concern are aware of the unsettling situation that current
fossil fuel practices are leading to a catastrophe, but are we listening? Some
who pollute the air, (along with legislative partisans), deny that human beings
contribute to climate change. Reclaiming the air commons is where we
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perceive an emerging crisis. Our citizen responsibility calls us to say "no" to
fossil fuels and "yes" to renewable energy; as a people, we are to take blame
for damage to the air commons.

Chapter Two: Water Commons

They (World Bank, etc.) sought to turn this vital resource (water) into a
business. But water is a social good, a natural inheritance of all living beings --
plants, animals and humans. We all know this. That is why no one can own
water. Thanks to the mobilizations of the people of Cochabamba they did not
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succeed and, as yet, no one can own water. Oscar Olivera®

Instinctively we are drawn to water, and this indicates something about
our evolutionary origins and the necessity of water for life. When potable
(drinking) water becomes scarce, we must assert the right to water, and do all
in our power to see that this right extends to all human beings. We must insist
that all have a right to access clean water, but that is easier said than done.
Water may be essential but it is also somewhat scarce in places where needed
most. Four-fifths of Earth's surface is covered by water, yet much of this is
saline and unsuitable for human consumption. In fact, potable water was
always regarded as free although this precious substance is often inaccessible,
especially where large populations are congregated. Water is not a commercial
product but a common good that belongs to everyone.? With growing threats
to the quality and quantity of water, some see dollar signs and are convinced
that they can "enclose" this area of the commons and exploit it for their own
benefit.

Water conservation (both quantity and quality) is a challenge and
requires governmental resources because it is beyond individual control. In
this world of growing scarcity, drinking water sources must be protected
because supplies could carry disease organisms. Water conservation, access,
protection, and fair distribution require harmonious interaction of agencies at
various levels of governance. While all human beings need some water, many,
especially more affluent people, make added water demands for swimming
pools, car washing, and lawn care. However, far higher water demands occur
in irrigation for crops and water for various industrial and mining operations.

Natural running water has always been regarded as a common property
but, with scarcity and excessive commercialism, this view is changing: riparian
rights (shores) have been claimed as property by individuals; water rights for
the runoff from watersheds have been allocated to powerful individuals or
corporations; dams inundate fields and displace native populations; and
sustainability of rivers, lakes, and wetlands is threatened; these are protein
sources for some of the world's poor (in Africa, fish represent 20% of protein
source, in Asia 30%).?

Note: In this work sustainable refers to extending balanced forms of

livelihood that respect the environment -- not continuation of current
economic practices that draw extensively from the natural resource base.

a) Infringement on Water Commons

By the law of nature these things are common to mankind -- the air,
running water, the sea, and consequently the shore of the sea.
Institutes of Justinian -- 535 A.D.
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There is sufficient potable water on this planet, but it is not evenly
distributed or accessible to large numbers of people, especially those in
expanding urban areas. Conflicts within countries arise over use of water for
crop irrigation, industry and domestic use. Free water fountains and the
common dipper at village wells are now giving way to commercial bottled
water that is obtained from dispensing machines owned by private, profit-
making industries. Clean running streams are a thing of the past, for in this
age potable water most often requires purification due to environmental
assaults. Access to water sources and seashores are denied by those who are
privileged to possess water and shore "rights." The litany of water conflicts is
the harbinger of an accelerating disparity of wealth.

1. Water pollution in general. Human activities can lead to pollution
of vast water systems that are susceptible to harm. The assault on the
environment is not new. For almost five centuries mercury used in placer
mining ended up in our oceans; recent observations involve large masses of
floating plastic bags and junk on the surfaces of the seas. We have already
shown in Chapter One that climate change is causing oceans to rise and
increased carbon dioxide levels are acidifying oceans and causing colorful coral
reefs to bleach, be damaged, or even be destroyed.

2. Water scarcity. The planet's rivers are also in trouble both from
pollution and from excessive use. Rivers are drying up before they reach the
ocean (e.g., the Indus, the Colorado, the Yellow, and the Rio Grande). The
Jordan is a brackish streamlet before it reaches the Dead Sea. Some American
cities such as San Antonio have water problems. San Antonio, which draws
most of its water from the Edwards Aquifer, is experiencing a shrinkage of the
water table with urban expansions; for every 75 gallons of groundwater that
are pumped for the city, only 60 are returned.*

3. Petroleum resource extraction. With growing scarcity of easily
accessible petroleum supplies, reserves under the ocean floor have become the
new frontier. Technology is being rapidly perfected even since the 2010 Gulf
of Mexico "BP Oil Spill." While petroleum companies are developing safer
drilling and better spillage containment procedures and equipment, nations
bent on developing oil resources differ in the degree of regulation required.
Thus, competition for developing oil fields depends to some degree on the
levels of regulation in the emerging fields off the coasts of Africa, Brazil, and
southeast Asia, as well as the vast Arctic regions and areas of the Middle East.
Environmental concerns are countered by economic pressures to drill, pump,
and ship more crude petroleum and products from this emerging frontier.
Corporate interests influenced the refusal of the U.S. to sign the "Law of the
Seas" in the early 1980s, and thus retard United Nations-sponsored
international rules from being effective.
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4. Fishing and whaling. Many of the world's poor depend on fish for
protein. Construction of large dams in the last century, such as the Urra Dam
on the Sinu River in Columbia and the Theun Hinboun Power Company Dam on
the Nam Gnouang River in Laos, has affected hundreds of thousands of local
residents.® The days of immense schools of North Atlantic cod are gone.
Overfishing, especially using corporate factory ships' draglines, takes in many
marine species indiscriminately, and injures or kills many others. Oil spills in
coastal areas such as the March 24, 1989, Exxon Valdez disaster damaged
fishing prospects of the local fishers. Global regulation of fishing is a major
issue because fish stocks are finite. Over-whaling is a challenge, especially
when claimed as "scientific research" by certain whaling nations.

5. Water pollution. What was said about industrial air pollution applies
to water as well. Horror stories about polluted water abound: in the 1960s the
Cuyahoga River near Cleveland, Ohio caught fire; India's sacred Ganges is
becoming a sewer, downstream from a host of untreated sewage sources;
China's major rivers are now laced with heavy metal pollutants; in Appalachia
"straight pipes" lead directly into creeks. Industries have championed "dilution
as the solution to pollution," which is bad practice.

Irrigation projects are some of the heaviest users of water supplies.
Often water "rights" were established prior to urbanization in underdeveloped
areas of limited water supplies, thus precipitating conflicts over water rights.
In some cases irrigation procedures could be changed to conserve water and
allow for better sharing procedures.”> Nitrogen and other fertilizers leach from
croplands and cause algae blooms and contamination of drinking water
supplies. Livestock can contaminate rural water sources when allowed free
range. Soil erosion from improper poor agricultural practices add to global
water contamination problems, and do sediment buildup in many places.

6. Improper waste water systems. Human population areas suffer if
domestic wastewater treatment is lacking. While an appropriate technology
calls for water-free, composting toilet facilities, still some sophisticated
practices are required for these to work normally. Appalachian "straight pipes"
that empty domestic wastes directly into streams have been major sources of
pollution, though stricter regulations are now being enforced.

The rational man finds that his share of the cost of the wastes he discharges
into the commons is less than the cost of purifying his wastes before releasing
them. Garrett Hardin

7. Controlled access to water. Privatizing water becomes a profitable
business when water shortages occur. Public water fountains in town squares
were traditional examples of a concept of common access to good water. The
private water industry includes selling of water like soft drinks, but the private
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companies can easily take shortcuts, have a monopoly on distribution, can
charge any price and thus favor those who can pay more, and have the
infrastructure so hidden that it cannot be easily monitored. The private water
company record has been far from perfect.

b) Actions to Reclaim Water Commons

You must strike the rock and water will flow from it for people to drink.
(Exodus 17:6b)

Water quality and quality protection resemble what has been said about
quality air protection in Chapter One. No single action is sufficient in itself:
citizens can become "water conscious" through individual practices;
coordination with a variety of public agencies is necessary to formulate
adequate public policy to meet the impending global water crisis.

1. Individual and Domestic Actions -- Often people with plentiful water
supplies take their water for granted, and this leads to wasteful use or
restrictions on poorer neighbors and their essential needs. Wasteful use
results in increasing water costs in transporting, storing, and purifying water
supplies. A water conservation ethic can start inside the home (e.g., using
water-efficient faucets); this ought to extend outdoors by replacing exotic lawn
grasses with wildscape or native plants, and using drip irrigation in gardening
practices. Sources of additional water could include catchment of rainwater in
cisterns and rain barrels as well as creation of aquacultural ponds.
Promotion of dry composting toilets is a way to reduce domestic water
consumption.

For I will pour out water on the thirsty soil, streams on the dry ground. I
will pour my spirit on your descendants, my blessing on your children. They
shall grow like grass where there is plenty of water, like poplars by running
streams. (Isaiah 44:3)

2. Potable Water Systems -- In recent years, various public and private
agencies have sought to address severe water problems in developing nations.
For instance, The Carter Center is declaring victory over the Guinea worm
disease, a terrible affliction caused by ingesting microscopic worms in impure
drinking water; when the program was begun in 1986, an estimated 3.5
million people were infected, with 120 million at risk in Africa and Asia. By
2009, the number of new cases was in the hundreds.® Impurities in water can
be removed by various methods such as chlorination, ultraviolet radiation and
reverse osmosis as well as distillation water through solar stills. Lower-priced
methods are being funded by various agencies so that good drinking water can
be accessible to many of the world's people. Expect that increased population
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and water demands could make safe drinking water an even more precious
commodity.

With emerging water scarcity, privatizing potable water supplies by
profit-making corporations has become a global phenomenon from Lexington,
Kentucky to the nations of Bolivia and Nigeria. However, people are fighting
back in large and small communities. In fact, Paris and forty French
municipalities have "remunicipalized" their water systems with resulting
improved services and cheaper water prices. The International Policy Network
in London, which pushed privatization, has admitted that ownership by the
private sector has worked badly in many places. Numerous cities and nations
such as Buenos Aires, Atlanta and Mali have found that while privatization is a
boon for water corporation stockholders seeking to maximize profits, it can be
a disaster for citizens, taxpayers, and consumers. Recife in Brazil and Bogota
in Columbia persuaded the World Bank to lend money for public service
expansion -- a counter trend to the bias in favor of private utility services.’

Over one billion people face a bleak future as water reserves dwindle, in
part due to current climate change. Potable water needs must be met by
different procedures: drilling wells for ground water; building cisterns for
catching rainwater; teaching simple water treatment procedures (passing non-
potable water through layers of cotton cloth to remove harmful organisms,
boiling water or using solar distillation, chlorination, ozone or ultraviolet
treatments); desalinating in extremely water-short areas near oceans and
brackish water; building water transport and storage facilities; and conserving
domestic water supplies. Over half the world's population lives in urban areas.
Mexico City with its twenty million inhabitants, growing at the rate of one
thousand people a day, is beset by land subsidence; this results from over-
pumping of water from below the basin on which the city is built. Water-short
areas may have to ration to protect the water commons.

3. Regional and Multinational Water Authorities -- With growing water
demands and limited water supplies, regional authorities are becoming
involved in the center of controversies. Atlanta, Georgia, had a drinking water
supply reduced to one hundred days and yet Federal legislation required it to
share its principal reservoir with downstream Alabama nuclear plants needing
cooling water, and further downstream in Florida, endangered marine life. We
are told that the Colorado River and its multistate area have suffered from a
decade-long drought that could be due to climate change.® The Colorado River
Authority, a decades-old compromise agreement among all users, faces
growing strains as Las Vegas and other cities expand in this dry region. Some
rivers such as the Tigris, Euphrates, and the Jordan flow through several
nations, all of which need some of that water. River dams can play havoc with
downstream users, as the damming of the Nile and the Three Gorges Dam in
China are proving.
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Will there be water wars in the future? A key to conflict resolution is
realizing the need by all parties and accepting water conservation and rationing
by participants. Reclamation bureaus, which allocate large volumes of water
for irrigation projects, have to ensure that limited water supplies are rationed
fairly. Some limited water supplies are obtained by tapping the underground
water commons such as the Ogallala Aquifer (stretching through the Great
Plains from South Dakota to southwestern Texas). Water from this and other
aquifers is being withdrawn at unsustainable rates and forcing traditional
farmers to revert to dryland-type farming of crops -- and immense water
savings.

Funding: The need for potable water is growing rapidly each year due
both to population increases and to affluence on the part of the world's
emerging middle class. Reclaiming the water commons involves protecting
and purifying water and transporting pure water to areas of need. Protection of
water supplies involves sewage collection and treatment facilities in expanding
metropolitan areas. Quite often requirements for potable water cannot be met
by financially- strapped poorer nations -- thus the need for about $20 billion in
GDF annual grants for developing water supplies, purifying contaminated water
and constructing sewer systems and alternative waste disposal methods.

4. Global Maritime Corps

You strode the sea, you marched across the ocean, but your steps could
not be seen. (Psalm 77:19)

A global organization with certain policing capabilities is needed to
handle misconduct on the high seas. This anticipated policing force is needed
because coastal states find it difficult to tackle broader maritime problems.
Since shipping and ship workers are in need of protection, both permanent and
United Nations member contingents (similar to employment of National Guard
units for wider responsibilities) ought to engage in anti-piracy work and other
needed activities. For instance, piracy arising from the failed state of Somalia,
cannot be the concern solely of nearby Tanzania or Kenya; these countries lack
the resources to handle such a problem. However, with global funds, smaller
navies in an affected region could be trained and equipped to do the task of
anti-piracy work (see Chapter Eight).°

Toxic substance disposal often occurs in our oceans -- "Out of sight, out

of mind." "Not in my backyard." "Send it elsewhere." All too often, the
elsewhere is a poorer place, the leaders of which may anticipate payments
under the table for local dumping -- as happened in West Africa (near

residential zones) and elsewhere in unregulated areas. Regulation needs to be
shared globally, especially since these and more challenging medical and

43

43



nuclear waste materials need proper disposal. The reasons for a Global
Maritime Corps grow with the passing years -- and water-related problems
point to the need of a federalized world governing body.

Funding: The Global Maritime Corps would be a naval counterpart of
the current United Nations Peacekeepers and part of the costs will come from
GDF, plus substantial amounts from shipping registration fees.  Ships
registered in many smaller nations are not required to meet all safeguards to
carry cargo on the high seas that are imposed on ships from more safety- and
worker-conscious EU countries. A world-shipping registry may be resisted by
commercial shipping companies, but is part of the regulations now demanded
by economic and social globalization. Workers need standardized safety
protection; environmental protection includes use of proper fueling and bilging
procedures. Worldwide reporting of routes and shipping conditions should be
similar to that expected in land and air transportation, and inspections at port
of entry and call should be standardized. Registration fees could be based on
tonnage or likelihood of pollution. A larger assessment would be charged for
large commercial fishing vessels, along with exclusion from areas of traditional
fishing practices.

5. Global Coral, Fishing, and Whaling Regulations -- In order to protect
the unique beauty of coral reefs and value of ocean ecosystems, an effort must
be made to declare them as globally protected wilderness zones; portions of
these fragile areas such as Australia's Great Barrier Reef'® ought to be off-
limits to tourists and fishing operations. In place of actual tourist ventures, a
good substitute is to promote virtual tourism, that is, the coral reefs could be
appreciated by all people to some degree through photographs, videotapes,
books, and articles.

Commercial fishing extends beyond national waters and must be
regulated at a global level. Often annual limits are placed on various types of
fish such as the North Atlantic cod, and then limits are exceeded through lack
of strict enforcement -- and overfishing may lead to fisheries collapse and
extinction. At current rates, the oceans will be overfished for many species in
only a matter of years or decades. Global fishing regulations must be strict,
with enforcement placed under UN supervision.

The same procedures apply for protecting whales through an
International Whaling Commission with enforcement powers. In fact, no
commercial whaling is supposedly permitted, only harvests for research
purposes. Greenpeace has a ship that follows the Japanese whaling "research"
fleet to the Antarctic Ocean areas because the environmental group is
convinced that the whaling is "commerce" under disguise. In order to preserve
various whale species, harvesting of all whales must be halted.
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6. UN Convention on the Law of the Seas -- For a quarter of a century
the U.S. has blocked an effective "Law of the Seas Treaty," especially one
where all oceanic resources, especially those on the ocean floor (e.g., mining of
manganese) would be administered through an international body under
United Nations (UN) auspices. Expanded powers of UNCLOS could call for the
regulation of the extraction of fish, petroleum, minerals, and natural and
cultivated seaweed from the seas.

The oceans should not be divided among competing countries (enclosing
the ocean commons), but remain open for the benefit of all, and should be
subject to a uniform system of controls. International exploration licenses
could be issued with the revenue going to the marine developing, policing and
monitoring agencies. In the coming years as technologies allow for deeper
levels of oceanic extraction the need will grow for global regulations and
licenses.

c) Subsidiarity, Letting Go, Giving, and Taking

It is a challenge you and I dare not ignore...the growing global chasm
between the rich and poor. There are many people on this earth who have
none of these things (decent home and education, a chance for a job,
reasonable access to health care, and the opportunity to live a secure life), and
they suffer mightily because of it. Tragically, the gulf between them and us is
So deep and so vast it often seems impossible to cross.

Jimmy Carter

In the arena of water shortages, pollution, and protection, we soon
discover that proper functioning demands harmony at various levels of
governance. An individual water protection scheme -- just like protection of air
-- can only go so far; other levels of regulation and control are needed because
of the free flow and access to water. Let us consider the basic principle of
governance, and then proceed to consider measures for giving and taking
resources that will ultimately apply to water problems.

1. Principle of Subsidiarity -- Subsidiarity is a social justice principle
calling for performing, at the lowest level of a system, the practical work that
can best be achieved at that level. Let the individual gardener do what needs
to be done and not follow a decision made at the community, state, or national
level. With reference to an emerging global system of interactive governing
agencies, this principle is of utmost importance. Otherwise the way is opened
for a top-down authoritarian position that goes counter to a healthy grassroots
democracy, which is necessary for reclaiming the commons for the benefit of
all people. Let us look briefly at all levels from individual to international ones.
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Individuals and groups of people interact among themselves and
constantly join more complex aggregations without surrendering their own
local autonomy. However, federalizing and localizing should be in dynamic
equilibrium in order for subsidiarity to work properly. With God's help, we
individuals must break loose from our selfishness and join in socially
responsible cooperative endeavors at ever-broadening arenas of interest. In
such issues as water protection we soon discover the need of a local
"interdependence." We cannot deny our social nature, excuse ourselves from
sharing with others, nor escape into our inner sanctum of self content. Rather
we acknowledge our individual limitations, confess our self-indulgence, and
strive to cultivate a gentleness that is truly non-violent in nature. Water
protection quickly reaches beyond local areas of control, for rivers flow over
vast territories and furnish benefits to many people -- all with an interest in
that protection.

Letting go. Often, we have to let go of our closest treasures, though
this is not easy. We let go of the womb for a greatly expanded life of being on
our own as a crying, crawling and suckling infant; we move to solid food and
walking about and learning to talk; we let go of apron strings when we go
outside in play and to school for study; we give up home and locality when we
go away to work or to obtain professional training; we give up our isolated self
interests through community commitment and marriage; we give up more
when providing for offspring; we retire and that is a letting go; we give up
mortal life for an eternity beyond. We let go of the womb of egotism, the
cocoon of safety and protection, the nest of feeding, the retreat we find so
comforting. We let go and share, and this is a leap of faith. We risk breaking
out of self without fully visualizing what lies just ahead. The more quickly we
see letting go as opening to a greater good, the better we participate at the
individual level of change. Maturing is realizing a fulfillment of self in giving up
for the sake of a greater good, an understanding that love is sharing and a
compensating benefit through some sacrifice.

Individual sharing through simplified lifestyles has benefits such as
water conserved domestically. A sense of tolerance results but has its limits,
when some are greedy and use too much of a shared resource -- an
infringement on the commons. Simple living can captivate its practitioners,
and it takes much attention to live the full life of a simple "homesteader."
Living simply can become time- and energy-consuming to the detriment of
other activities, since a certain focusing on practices is necessary. Voluntary
simplicity becomes a stone thrown into water that produces a ripple effect.
The trouble is that an object tossed into a turbulent body of water has little
effect -- and our culture is in violent agitation. Individual acts have an impact,
but efficiency makes other approaches imperative including regulations and
enforcement to control the greedy and powerful.
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Eco-asceticism (such as being water-conscious) assists this sense of
sharing with others and adds to individual control and community benefits that
include a joint security in working together. On ever higher levels, this sense
extends outward and involves a growth in global solidarity. It is not enough to
share some resources that we have immediately at hand; as individuals, we
must be prepared to engage in a foundational commitment to sharing at
various levels (e.g., the regional water supply). Instead of measuring
achievements in dollars and cents, socially conscious people see that
satisfaction can be achieved in non-monetary ways: volunteerism, charitable
giving, renunciation of wealth, and direct service for and with the poor. As we
become more aware that the poor in other parts of the world lack potable
water, we become aware of local water protection and use.

A radical eco-asceticism emerges as a commitment to stand up for the
world that is being damaged by water pollution or that needs greater access to
the limited water resources for the good of all. A healthy local commitment to
needs near at home makes this an awareness that extends beyond making
money; profit is seen in non-material terms and involves a spiritual growth in
solidarity among all peoples. Satisfaction is mutual, security measures are
lessened, gratitude is extended to others, civility grows, civic duty is
rewarding. However, extending ourselves becomes radical because it runs the
risk of marginalization in order to expose the environmental crisis in all its raw
and unpopular form. It takes eco-asceticism to be prophetic when it comes to
the crisis facing our world -- and that is quite telling when it comes to water
and the immense possibility of making money on water shortages.

Local activities. Individual asceticism in the arena of the water
commons is insufficient. I can purify my drinking water, but the entire
community may require more than a series of individual actions, for
purification is performed at lower costs with greater or lesser degrees of finesse
and skill. Individuals, families, or localities need to be part of broader
connections for public protection and access to needed resources. Finding new
partners and fresh genetic stock for procreation and welfare of species demand
this expanding sense of interconnectiveness. These broader forms of
relatedness enhance the health of the human family. Homesteading at the
individual level is fine for the physically fit middle-aged person or couple, but
this gets tougher with waning energy or aging; our limitations lead us to
natural coalescing of larger aggregates.

About two decades ago the E.F. Schumacher Society sponsored a talk by
a person who was championing the glories of the local communities -- and
questions were raised about global environmental concerns. The offered
answers were that local communities have much to contribute (family,
cooperative values, small-scale appropriate technology, neighborly concerns,
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etc.), but little can be done about pollution on the high seas or the atmosphere
by a single local community acting alone. It takes something bigger to handle
such air or water problems. Again, in letting go, the locality obtains true
identity through sharing and thus is fulfilled all the more by being generous --
provided higher aggregates respect and trust the lower.

Regional activities. Throughout human history, small city states and
other units found that a common defense and security demanded formation of
broader governing units. These were the initial seeds from which empires
eventually burst forth. The localities realized their limitations and that in unity
came strength. Environmentally speaking, regional endeavors are called for,
such as to control limited supplies of water that flow through a territory or to
protect citizens against noise or accidental spills of toxic materials when
transported through an area. Regionalism leads to better protection of
resources that are mobile, especially air and water and include bird flyways or
fish migratory routes. Federal laws have been developed in the last four
decades as a growing environmental consciousness called for more
comprehensive standards and broader restrictions on polluters. But with
globalization has come the demand for still broader controls by a global body
with enforcing power. More sweeping government units enhance the health of
regions and localities, and grassroots pressure calls for protection as to
security, trade, or water access, and these demands extend to the whole
planet.

National activities. Over time, these united states have became the
United States. Our American history is the unfolding of a united people coming
to self-awareness. In 1774-75, the American colonists voiced the refrain, "Let
us hang together or we will hang separately." So it is with our troubled world.
By coming together and working as a single unit, we will be able to accept the
challenges of a troubled planet, and take cooperative action. Since the 1940s,
the global steps resemble the actions taken by the United Colonies in
becoming a United States under the Articles of Confederation. However, within
the 1780s the founders saw that confederated colonies were inherently weak.
As he recalled difficulties in getting support for his army, George Washington
told Alexander Hamilton that "No Man in the United States is, or can be, more
impresselg:l with the necessity of reform in our present Confederation than
myself."

With the creating of a constitutional federated government in 1788, the
various American states surrendered sovereignty of foreign affairs and certain
national responsibilities. The U.S. gained a sense of national consciousness
during the War of 1812 (and later during the Mexican War) with voluntary
state militias joining forces with professional military units. Furthermore, that
federalization process was triggered by financial forces at work from shippers,
traders, bankers, and other moneyed interests -- a federalist versus a more
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regionally-oriented republican tendency. While the first impulse may have
sprung from the grassroots, the federating forces soon developed and called for
a stronger national government. Such growth has benefits and drawbacks,
thus calling for an operative principle of subsidiarity.

The American national act of letting go of slavery involved a long and
tortured history, for the slave was considered a possession -- and property
holders are reluctant to give up "belongings" of monetary worth. The nation
became torn regionally, especially after the 1857 Dred Scott Decision allowed
the forceful return of escaped slaves from a free territory. With that unpopular
court decision, some states took it on themselves to resist bounty hunters from
coming and taking back escapee slaves. Anger grew; conflicts developed in the
territories; secession by the property-holding regions occurred; civil war was
triggered and fought to its bitter end. Slavery ceased to exist and American
democracy was maturing. At first, the government granted only propertied
landholders and white males the vote, and in time, voting rights extended to
propertyless white males, to African-american males, to Native American
males, to women, and to those between the ages of eighteen and twenty-one.

International movements. Does democratization stop whether in the
U.S. or in the EU or among the fifty or so African nations or an Asian
association? An economic globalization and a social globalization give way to a
political one required by actions in the commons -- ocean regulations on
drilling, polar activities, whaling regulations, Convention on the Law of the
Seas, and piracy. Vast oceans seem to demand broader regulations and
agencies. Yes, local or national citizens hesitate to give up sovereignty.
However, to heal a troubled world with environmental and other problems
requires a letting go, a surrender of privileges. Selfishness and greed along
with a false sense of patriotism can delay the process. Are we willing to
surrender to a greater world, to such decisions as those from an International
Criminal Court? A Climate Change Treaty? A Law of the Seas?

Globalizing processes. The limits to the notion of national sovereignty
(the Westphalian notion of state sovereignty)'? is beginning to emerge in a
world of globalization. The American colonies' movement to a federal republic
had difficulties. The movement of unification failed to bring along the
Canadian provinces and so two nations exist side-by-side. However, once the
U.S. became a superpower, the sense of privilege made it more difficult to let
go of that entitlement in favor of international coalition building. Henry
Kissinger comments that history has an imperfect record even in the last two
hundred years of diplomacy, with alliances that were filled with contention
(before the First World War), or utterly filled with fear to act (before the
Second World War).*?

49

49



On their own, nations cannot satisfy the following needs: policing the
vast commons, creating environmental protective measures for resource use,
regulating trade among nations and multinational corporations, insisting on
proper use of genetic materials, solving water problems, and directing climate
change controls and policies. In the past two decades, the EU has been
engaged in collective regulations, although serious financial problems exist.
Could there be an African Union? An Asian Union? A Latin American Union?
Global environmental problems call for international cooperative efforts that go
far beyond eighteenth- and nineteenth-century alliances, and the early
twentieth-century League of Nations. On the other hand, the United Nations,
born in the aftermath of the Second World War, has had six decades of
existence with a successful record in numerous fields: it has helped settle
conflicts in the Balkans, and parts of Africa and Asia; it renders global services
in agricultural development, health, arms control, international justice, refugee
services, and scores of other issues. However, with current water problems
major global enforcement issues start to emerge.

Americans and others resist surrendering sovereignty to the UN, and
thus allowing it to become more effective. Could not a global police force be
maintained at a far lower cost than current national armed forces, pressured to
be equipped with the Ilatest expensive devices by military/industrial
complexes? Even amid successes, the UN runs the danger of becoming an
ineffective and bloated bureaucracy made up of many seeking well-paid
positions in New York or Geneva. Gordon Brown, in India in January, 2008,
called on the UN to be reformed along with the International Monetary Fund
and the World Bank. Financial and political crises since that time have only
enhanced that call, which includes a world federated body with real powers to
enact regulations.

2. Different Types of Giving

As he looked up he saw rich people putting their offerings into the
treasury; then he happened to notice a poverty-stricken widow putting in two
small coins, and he said, I tell you truly, this poor widow has put in more than
any of them, for these have all contributed money they had left over, but she
from the little she had has put in all she had to live on.” (Luke 21:1-4)

Before reaching solutions to global water and other resource problems
we must consider the practices of giving up and of taking. Letting go is a
giving up; assuming power at a given level is a process of taking. Hopefully
this can be done non-violently and to the mutual benefit of all parties.  From
early times and within various religious traditions (Moslem, Buddhist, Hindu,
Jewish and Christian), charity and giving to those in need have been essential
components of decent human behavior. In many cultures, there are sacred
times and special celebrations for performing charity. Generous people
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conform. Expectations differ within traditions: give till it hurts; blessed is the
cheerful giver; do not let the left hand know what the right hand is doing; give
out of one's basic sustenance; give from the heart; ask individuals to take only
what is needed; be willing to share what is given; neither the unloving giver
nor the unappreciative receiver adds much to the betterment of society.

For I was hungry and you never gave me food. (Matthew 25:42).

The following are nine ways to conceive of charity. In five of them the
giver has good intentions and four exceed the limits of true charity, but are
classed as "charity." In all categories, resources are being reapportioned, but
not to everyone's benefit.

1. Charity as a moral imperative. Charity is one thing; social justice
is another. If there is lack of social justice, social needs must be met by those
with surpluses to give. Thus social justice demands the basics of life for all,
and charity acts as a hopefully temporary substitute, certainly not to become a
permanent rearrangement of resources. In such circumstances, the resource
holder sees that another lacks them and, moved by concern or conscience, the
giver parts with possessions.

In an extreme case, possessors feel a moral obligation to get rid of all
possessions (in the manner of St. Francis), and embrace holy poverty where
wealth is seen as a burden. Such people discover that resources do not really
belong to them except by privilege or title; the gift is from God, the ultimate
provider. They consider their own wealth as a form of manipulation, traditional
privilege, or thievery, and giving as a form of shedding or repentance for
having what is not deserved. They may hear a John the Baptist Advent
message: Hypocrites, why do you encourage those in power to hold on to what
does not belong to them? The resources belong to the poor and especially
those lacking the basics of life. The hearer is struck by what does not belong
to him or her in the first place. In an ultimate case a thief may get rid of
stolen goods through anonymity.

2. Charity as a civic or cultural duty. A levy may be imposed on an
associate, assistant, tenant, serf, slave, or other underling. This is required as
a result of a command, threat or cultural expectation. The one who gives in
such circumstances does so out of duty and mixed goals -- not pure charity.
As the giver experiences greater degrees of freedom, the act of giving skips
oversight and becomes "keeping up with the Joneses," or the expected thing to
do (e.g., an employee donates to a political campaign favored by the boss).
Maybe the motive is embarrassment caused by Girl Scouts at the door, or
firemen with buckets at the intersection. Ignoring charity is not civic minded.

3. Charity as responsible stewardship. A sense of stewardship
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means that one has possessions and wealth by some right, title, privilege, or
reward. From the responsibility stemming from this right to property, one
reapportions a "salvation" tax that demands sharing with the less fortunate.
Proper management of resources includes the budget item called charity,
tithing or donations. Such allocation of money is based on the balance in a
society (a social contract) that realizes that retention while others have too
little is an unsettling social condition that cannot be justified: the ones who are
without resources will starve or go without a roof over their heads; the ones
with resources have a moral responsibility to give to those in need -- for
stewardship can expand with time to become more than a private matter. A
practice of stewardship of the commons reestablishes an equilibrium so that all
live peacefully as one family. Social responsibility grows.

4. Charity as non-violent act. This writer once had a phone call from
a volunteer group in Chicago who wanted to bring grade schoolers to
Appalachia to teach people how to garden. To the question did the youngsters
have experience, the organizer was somewhat taken back and said "no." Then
what was to be taught? Instead the suggestion was given to come and engage
in supervised tasks such as trail-making or tree-planting that require less skill.
Volunteerism, as in this case, can be a sincere form of charity that is practiced
mainly by those who do not have resources, but want to give through service
to benefit the less privileged. Service time is offered out of genuine concern
for others. Such includes numerous examples of home-building or repair,
distribution of food or other necessities, caregiving to the ill and aged, cleaning
up neighborhoods, rivers or roadways, and training the forgotten. While
properly directed programs can be beneficial, volunteerism has limitations.
George Washington said, "Making voluntary sacrifice the operative principle of
republican government has proved to be a romantic delusion."

Being a model of simple living in a world of waste is another form of
giving that changes the lives of those affected. The model or exemplar is
accepted and even encouraged in a society that prides itself on tolerance, even
when living a more complex lifestyle. Tolerant folks accept voluntary
simplicity as an example, provided that it does not extend its mandates to
them. Amish people can drive buggies but not on the Interstate;
homesteading is fine but not for everyone, and is time-consuming.

5. Charity as liberating act. On rare occasions someone will take his
possessions and just distribute them at will, not just to aid the receiver but to
get rid of goods that are too hard to maintain and secure. The possession
retards mobility and wastes precious time in maintenance. It may be a
traveler who wants to abandon fixed property or pets, or a hiker who is
carrying too much useless baggage and wants to abandon some. The intention
is non-charitable but, nonetheless, the outcome may be salutary for the
receivers of the abandoned property.
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6. "Charity" as investment for success. Some may consider that the
super-rich giver is the greatest person since the size of the charity is greatest.
Charity is an investment that is well worth cultivating. Rather than seeing this
process as an obligation stemming from having what truly does not belong to
him or her, the giving becomes a virtue/investment for the future. "If I had a
million what good could I do!" Looked at another way, "If I am penniless what
good can I do out of love!" The success of giving becomes the goal that avoids
liability and is an assurance of future success. This apparently indifferent act
could easily become a veneer over pure greed, given the foibles of human
nature -- or a subtle act of retaining some wealth to a degree. If a hotel
manager decides to taste all the buffet dishes before sending leftovers to the
hungry street people, he may even become a glutton while others go hungry.

7. "Charity" as power. A materialistic culture knows all too well that
material temptations abound. Those who control resources may decide to give
to select needy folks, with receivers expected to meet obligations desired by
the giver. Strings become attached, though often in very subtle ways. Givers
develop a finesse at being able to direct gifts through hidden controls;
receivers know what has to be done to justify the gift and receive more.
Begging and fulfilling stipulations are directed to the intentions of the giver.
Puppeteers know how to keep things untangled; so do affluent givers. When
the gift is in hundreds or thousands of dollars the results must be quite
precise; more conformity is required, if gifts are in the millions or tens of
millions. Each increment of donation size indicates growing influence, with
larger sums requiring greater assurance of proper spending controls. In this
century, large gifts are an indicator of accumulation of wealth, not a spirit of
charity. Super-givers maintain control.

8. "Charity" as excuse to spend. Reasons for giving are many. In a
consumer culture where spending is expected, the demands to consume more
result in leftovers and clutter, as new things are purchased. To salve a
conscience at the time of wardrobe change, some will donate the older items to
the used clothing drive. Some will flaunt this unloading or "giving" and like the
Publican in Luke's Gospel, broadcast the deed to all the world or at least
through a tax deduction -- while burdening the lower-level folks with short-
lived items that will soon need waste disposal. Unfortunately, so much of our
consumption-driven world encourages lesser consumers to become greater
ones, and this form of giving is an enticement to those on the lower rungs of
the ladder of consumption to be motivated to climb higher.

9. "Charity" as enticement or conversion tool. Probably this is
more popular than some surmise. Individuals or groups seek to entice others
in @ commercial or forceful manner by gifts that are really leading them to
doing what the giver already intends. Everything from spam to trafficking in
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people is part of the infinite schemes that seem so enticing at first glance.
Some give in order to persuade others to join their ranks, e.g., cult
enticements or "rice Christians." Okay, stand in line and await the evening
meal, but you must hear the sermon first and answer the blessing with a
hearty "amen." In order to receive, beggars must join; if they join, then they
will receive future resources.

3) Different Types of Taking

Zeal for your house devours me. (Psalm 69:9)

Just as there are a number of ways of giving, taking also has different
forms, some with and some without the consent of original property-holders;
some are good and some are reprehensible.

1. Taking out of necessity. If the need is for the basics of life (a
blanket, a bucket of coal, a kilo of grain), one could rightly take from the
commons what is required for essential needs. This is not stealing, for the
acquisition is primarily for essential need (the Cardinal Frings rule)™.
Individuals can initiate short-term measures of taking when basic needs are
justified; a starving person takes from the common store to satisfy hunger. To
take from the common store to ensure future food supplies could exceed the
limits. Certainly it is difficult for either rich or poor to judge what is enough,
but in the short term an individual can satisfy immediate demands through
such methods.

2. Taking as fair taxation. Actually, the preferred governmental
resource redistribution medium is fair taxes. This is a way of taking that is
regulated through governmental policy, legislation, and enforcement; the tax
assessor bears a responsibility to the entire citizenry to enforce the law evenly.
History's examples of crooked assessors and tax collectors not withstanding,
fair taxation may take from those with surplus and give to those in need.
Granted, some will certainly say too much has been taken or not enough has
been given to them, but in an imperfect world, fairness is the ideal that can be
approximated. Those who champion "NO new taxes" forget that they are being
propagandized by the wealthy who ought to pay far more taxes.

3. Taking through commercial transactions. Commercial
transactions in which something is traded or money given for goods or services
received are the ordinary means of business in our world. Services can include
health, education, maintenance, repair, construction, and recreation. Even
legal actions such as lawsuits are part of this legal giving and taking. A
subsection of this type of taking is eminent domain, the mandatory purchase of
property by the government for the greater good of the community. As in
purchasing, within this process a just compensation is required.
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4. Taking through violent revolution. The French Revolution in 1789
is perhaps the best example of revolutionary hopes giving way to violence and
misuse of power. Unfortunately, in the following two centuries other examples
such as the Russian Revolution and the Chinese Cultural Revolution arose.
Revolutions have not always resulted in ideal aftereffects; takers, whether the
property is for public or private use, start to exercise their new power to
oppress others; forced "givers" await the opportunity to take back what has
been alienated in some fashion, and so many plot counter-rebellion and
revolutions. Unrestrained physical power generates many types of violence:
warfare, poverty, and human-made disasters. We observe violent effects
quicker than we determine their causes: oppression, the devil, wealth and
fame and power, culture, media or violent competition and games.

Violence may be due to the following: constant repression and the
impulse to strike back; over-competitiveness (tending to defeat or overcome
others through certain practices); selfishness (infringing on the dignity of
others); animosity (tolerating differences in culture that separate one from
those in need); greed (retaining what should be shared with those in need);
wastefulness (squandering limited resources); self-righteousness (inclining
some to "righteous" actions that can be violent); the desire to exert power
and bear arms (giving owners a sense of power to frighten or intimidate others
into submission); and, finally, frustration and anger over destitution
(encouraging reactions such as terrorist attacks or armed revolt). Note that
extreme violence occurred in Haiti during the turmoil over independence
following the French Revolution.

5. Liberating or emancipating people or things. A person who is
held in bondage is liberated through actions by individuals, rebel groups, or
legal agencies. This taking or freeing from a thief or oppressor is a process
that occurs through manumission, compensation, decrees, or through civil war
or other forms of conflict. In some instances the form of repression continues
when individuals are set free. In some cases, persons who are held in forced
and illegal bondage by individuals or groups are liberated and oppressor(s)
brought to justice. In a similar way, a stolen work of art is recaptured and
"liberated" from an oppressor. Sometimes stolen art that is acquired
inadvertently by museums is retaken that those who regard themselves as
owners, without using recourse to legal means.

6. Taking by Robin Hood. A romantic tale tells of the good outlaw
"Robin Hood" taking from the rich to give to the poor. Law-and-order forces
may object to redistributing wealth by such means. Haves will urge
continuation of the status quo; Have-nots will be reluctant to act because they
are dependent upon the system for what little they have. Can such non-
violent taking become a virtue, even when it frees holders from what they
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unjustly hold or do? Haves are no longer in the driver's seat and takers
acquire added responsibilities. A version of this method of taking is some
animal rights advocates "liberating" animals caged for scientific research. In a
materialistic culture "violence" to property is of equal, if not greater,
repugnance than violence to people, because property is so highly valued. To
hurt someone is violence against a person; to sacrifice property in order to
make a valid point is different. It may be a pedagogical tool for making a
point, as performed by prophets of old. Radical environmental activists tend to
favor this method, a dramatic way of drawing attention to an existing legal but
immoral condition.!®

7. Taking through power by enclosure and exploitation. This will
be treated again in Chapter Three in reference to land. Similar actions such as
allowing trading of fresh air by companies who wish to use more or less may
be perpetrated "legally". Taking in such circumstances is similar to a
"charitable" giving that is motivated by power to take more at will. To take in
a measured amount and to dictate the use of the taking is a form of control
over the resource, whether compensated in part or not at all. To force change
in ownership by the takers is much the same -- an exercise of power (even if a
non-violent variety), over property that may or may not belong to the
infringing party. Such exercise of power can become intoxicating.*®

8. Taking through secret acquisition on an unclaimed commons.
Some are always on the lookout for a bargain that omits outright purchase.
Clever people know exactly how to acquire property being foreclosed. Often
resources have been taken from the commons with little reference to other
commoners: the air breathed, the water from the streams, fragile unclaimed
lands, and wild fruits in the wilderness. Less and less of this form of taking is
possible today because of monitoring and because much is now claimed by
individuals or agencies.

9. Stealing as unlawful taking. Thieves see an opportunity to take
what does not belong to them secretly -- or openly, if the process is regarded
as "legal" as occurred in American colonization in the seventeenth through
nineteenth centuries (see next chapter). This differs from taking out of
necessity (#1), a taking that can be justified. Outright thievery can sometimes
be regarded as "necessary" while it is greed or selfishness. A variation on this
form of taking occurs when someone is kidnapped by an estranged parent who
believes the child or ward is "his" or "hers." Furthermore, property lost
through bankruptcy may be regarded as rightfully the former owner's.

4. Elements in Reclaiming the Commons

There is one thing you lack. Go and sell everything you own and give
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the money to the poor, and you will have treasure in heaven; then come,
follow me. (Mark 10:21)

Both giving and taking are subject to emotionally-charged detours in
order to influence the process of either holding onto the status quo or
disrupting it. Change or refusal to change can easily be misdirected through
an exercise of intimidation or brute force by either side. Both giving and
taking are one-way bridges that restrict community or global growth. History is
replete with examples of one-way bridges of either givers or takers -- and
these fail to produce a higher quality life. A just and fair process of reclaiming
the commons must include aspects in counter distinction to some of the
excesses of either giving or taking.

1. An urgent struggle for justice. People need water to drink and
thus reclaiming the water commons is not something that can be delayed.
Granted, the ideal way to address this urgent problem is a simultaneous giving
and taking. While potential givers may say that relinquishing a possession
hurts, the argument is made that it does not belong to the original possessors
in the first place; change is an act of justice, not charity. While initially
becoming a loss to the "owner," the long-term benefits include the liberation
resulting from handing over a basic resource. Responsible actions by potential
takers are necessary to ensure that their groups do not monopolize the
resource to the detriment of all. Takers must promote justice through control
of selfish elements within the receiving community. Such a material change is
not automatic but takes community effort.

2. Radical sharing. In our attempt to reclaim the commons for all, we
need a radical sharing that includes ever deepening levels of service:
understanding the essential needs of all people (social awareness); giving up
of excess without a basic struggle (solidarity); and trusting that resources
taken will be used properly. Radical sharing must address the inordinate
tendencies to self-interest and control. All must realize that giving is
necessary and that imperfect giving allows for retention of control. Radical
sharing means all is given and all is taken, but as a commons and not mere
transfer to new controllers.

Simultaneous giving and taking allows for growth in a spirit of
togetherness that gains strength with time. If all parties seek perfect
harmony, one gives up and another takes and administers in the name of the
commons. The basic environment is one of gratitude directed to the Giver of
all gifts, but also extended to magnanimous givers and merciful takers who do
not show revenge or individual self-seeking. Radical sharing goes to the root
of motivations and to a compassionate love of the human family, all benefit
through the act of sharing. All give up something: those with resources give
up what does not really belong to them; those who take, take in the name of
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the commons and common good.

Consider heroic forms of sharing such as organ donation, opening one's
home to the abandoned, or helping to settle refugees. Sharing of surplus
wealth by individuals or by nations leads to liberation of the holders of excess
and the destitute; all liberate and all are liberated. The Spirit is the agent of
change, and all sharers serve as witnesses and catalysts. Those who practice
sharing in common (see Chapter Nine) become change agents. Ideally, sharing
fairly involves a parting with one's excess, but if that is not achieved, a
merciful taking for all. Radical sharing is the act of realizing that what one
gives and another receives, when done freely and non-violently by all parties,
binds the world more tightly together as one people.

3. A multi-faceted transaction. Reapportionment of resources is good
business that involves responsible stewardship of resources -- and many
societies have done this to some degree. Parties give up private caches of food
or supplies for the good of drought or flood victims; such giving is part of a
harmonious society. All parties are involved, for those who give up have the
good will of those who receive, and lighten maintenance responsibilities.
Those who receive are elevated to a higher quality of life. The manner of the
transactions will vary with culture, but success is expected when multi-faceted.
The affluent givers and the takers/receivers bear mutual responsibility. When
the exchange is regulated, the entire process is not merely fair taxation but fair
reapportionment involving all parties. No miracles and no violent reactions are
expected; the process is to benefit all parties.

4. Revolutionary process. Through our religious beliefs we are moved
to a holy discontent, that is, a deep desire to bring about authentic change
through divine inspiration -- and a change where all, not just a few -- benefit.
In the past, wealth was acquired by those with might or guarded privilege --
but the movement towards democratic maturation makes change necessary
and inevitable, a movement that is to be both non-violent and participatory in
nature. Convincing the public that the change is necessary but revolutionary is
frightening to some. The Bible is a story of part of this recognition of
democratic maturation.’

In the Old Testament, Israel, an insignificant nation and a humble
people, takes the lead in a exclusive profession of faith to a single God and
with an understanding that other peoples were to follow. In the New
Testament, the theme is continued in greater intensity. Mary hears the
announcement of the Good News and proclaims that the lowly will rise and
those in high places come down. The process of democratization is an
authentic sharing of power with all-- the high and the low. Process springs
from the grassroots, for here divine creative power, starting at the initial Big
Bang, moves through an evolutionary process to our own day. The rising of
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lowly people shows God's power and majesty at work.

5. A liberation of the affluent. Affluent people are often caught in the
web of their own delusions and need loosening from material things. Some
extend greediness to control of vast holdings. In this century, autocratic
billionaires (e.g., Muammar Kaddafi of Libya or Hosni Mubarak of Egypt), have
succumbed to the rising tide of a Middle Eastern revolution. Liberation from
such control is necessary. Ideally, those in control ought to surrender freely,
but most often do not; change agents must bring about this needed surrender.
Conservation efforts can change fashions such as the early twentieth-century
one of wearing bird feathers on a hat, resulting in the killing of millions of
songbirds. Hopefully, the late twentieth-century fashion of driving energy-hog
vehicles is becoming unfashionable in an era of severe climate change.

6. An Opportunity. To catalyze is to hasten radical sharing because
there are genuine needs for liberating wealth. A free and generous sharing by
all parties is ideal but not to be expected. A win-win situation would be when
"haves" release wealth voluntarily and "have-nots" take wealth non-violently.
Urgency demands initiating and executing the process in a relatively short time
because the hungry and unemployed are impatient. Prevarication is the
temptation of the privileged, but acting immediately becomes an opportunity
for mutual sharing.

7. Mutual respect is mutual benefit. Without an atmosphere of
mutual respect, changes may become highly emotional and even become
uncontrolled violence or rage by either giver or taker. Only a righteous anger
founded in respect and love of our neighbor'® ought to survive in a growing
confidence of working together to further human wellbeing. Through radical
sharing, both giver and taker say "yes" to full participation in the
reapportionment process and can mature and discover benefits in working
together. Thus emerges a new motivation, a spiritual or qualitative "profit,"
not a material one. Through an atmosphere of mutual respect, profit-making
is converted into a quest for a higher quality of life, a concern of all the human
family.

8. Participation. Down through the ages, primitive tribes and
religious-based intentional communities have held things in common. What
was done on the local level needs to be raised to a higher level of organization.
What is local could be regional, national, international and global -- a fair
sharing, in contrast with legitimized hoarding or grabbing for limited and
precious resources. Not only is fair sharing a tried-and-true fulfilling practice,
but it involves a genuine development that can extend to the entire world --
not a materialistic development based on greed and self-interest, but one
based on mutual security and benefit. Radical sharing involves freely giving
and freely receiving, and the joint activity becomes part of a global
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participatory process.

9. Consensus-building through mutual trust. In this beginning of
the twenty-first century we observe the EU seeking to overcome the
nationalistic power struggles of a century earlier. Financial crises could tarnish
this record or enhance the temptation to protectionism by some trading
nations. A sense of forgiveness creates an atmosphere of consensus so that
financial mistakes can be corrected within an atmosphere of mutual respect.
Passing over past hurdles is not sufficient; mutual trust means confronting the
present moment. Expecting unwavering consensus allows obstructionists to
exert power through refusal and stopping the process -- and this demands
confrontation.

Reflection: Keeping Water from Being Privatized

Water is not like other commodities -- it's not something people can
choose to forego. Wenonah Hauter®®

Arrogance and gratitude mix like fire and water. The current efforts to
take our water resource by all sorts of privateers invite actions by commoners,
who regard water as a free God-given gift. Water is essential for life on this
blue-green planet covered with much water, most of which is not potable. In
areas where higher quality drinking water is scarce, the temptation is to
privatize this resource. For instance, near Sitka in sparsely settled Alaska,
Blue Lake holds billions of gallons of water so pure it needs no treatment. The
temptation to privatize and ship this water to Mumbai, India is immense; in
fact, one Alaskan company has acquired rights to ship 3 billion gallons of this
water annually from Alaska to India.?°

Transferring supplies are not as bothersome as transferring water rights
to privateers. By 2040, the UN predicts that fresh water demand will outstrip
supplies by 30%. Free marketers say rising prices will bring supply and
demand into balance -- but water prices will go to the highest bidder, not the
poor who are thirsty. Callous privateers see water to be as valuable as oil, and
they plan to go with what the market will bear -- and that means selling
primarily to private water and soft drink bottlers. Profits do not favor
environmental protection or human rights, only big suppliers and big
distributors. According to the World Bank, investment is going strong right
now with water supply markets rising rapidly. Some water-rich lands like
Russia and Canada will benefit, and some water-poor desert nations may
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perhaps fight over distribution of potentially-shared water supplies.

China and India are having potable water shortages and, as water
systems are privatized, fewer who thirst at the poorer end have access to
essential water. In America, a number of cities with infrastructure water
treatment and supply problems are thinking about going private, and yet
others have had their fill of private operators. Some point out that competition
is limited to bidding and then the privateer with the contract virtually can
monopolize the supply and market. These privateers can reduce a labor force,
neglect water conservation, and shift environmental concerns back to the
public sector.

Water is free; delivery from its supply source may not be; nor is
monitoring end point water use. As supplies dwindle and demand holds steady
or rises, water will get more expensive. Profits ought not to be part of the
picture, and privateers who care little about future infrastructure ought not be
involved. Nor ought rising prices to be the prime incentive for water
conservation, for here the poor suffer most. Monitoring water delivery systems
is difficult because piping is underground and not easily checked; the private
water people are enticed to cut corners in quality control. Water as commons
ought to remain public.

Chapter Three: Land as Commons

I never heard that the Creator opened an estate office to issue title deeds
to land.... Every proprietor of land owes to the community a ground rent for the
land which he holds. (Thomas Paine)

Land, unlike air as commons, has definable boundaries. Thus, land
rights are a complex subject because much depends on the restrictions placed
on amount of land held by private parties or public land held in common.
Some nomadic tribes considered vast stretches of forest or steppes to be open
territory for foraging or grazing their animals. Other people settle on a
particular tract, and called it "their land" with defined boundaries. The Cain-
and- Abel conflict extends to sheep-versus-cattle lands, nomads- versus-
settled farmers, and now with public-versus-private lands in wetlands and
forests controlled by developers.
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A "need" for land on which to live, provides sustenance, and lodging
becomes a paramount land question with growing populations on a rather
static land mass. Urbanization of larger nhumbers of people (half the global
population) only adds to the unsolved needs problem. All need adequate
residential dwelling space, but must all have growing space for gardens?
Certainly small farmers have a right to grow their essentials of life without
being forced from their land by urban development or by large corporate farms
desiring to grow materials for distant markets. What about adequate territory
for wildlife habitat?

The right to a particular plot of land can become a complex issue, for it
includes the group holding title to land as well as those needing produce from
specific land tracts. Furthermore, some land is held in common simply
because it defies or is non-conducive to private ownership (e.g., glaciated land,
Antarctica), or because its utility impacts larger numbers of people (mountain
range watershed), or because the resource has common utility (land used for
roads). A right to land may be interpreted as prior use (an estate) or for
providing essential food needs (traditional farming plot). One-sixth of the
world's people lack adequate food; all the while large amounts of food are
wasted by the affluent. Misplaced resources could be utilized to feed the
hungry when the affluent make use of the 18% of climate-change gases
derived by producing meat for human consumption. Food-producing land for a
few and choice of resource-intensive food product all have a bearing on land
choice. Furthermore, transfer of food-producing land for commercial and
luxury uses, while local populations experience food shortages, is becoming
frequent.

Fragile lands need protection against exploitation of wilderness and
wildlife habitats. While all wildlife enrich us and are deserving of our respect,
many land-based animals are stressed by being confined on fragmented space.
The forest commons, the lungs of this living planet, must remain healthy, and
yet deforestation continues -- though efforts to halt the practice through
controls and sustainable harvesting methods are occurring.

a) Infringement on Land Commons

This is why the country is in mourning, and all who live in it pine away,
even the wild animals and the birds of heaven; the fish of the sea themselves
are perishing. (Hosea 4:3)

This land-related section is divided into four parts: land that is fragile
and requires regulation to protect it from individual or corporate exploitation;
wilderness areas, forests, and wildlife habitats that can be easily harmed
through unsustainable practices; land that is removed from food production;
and land where property rights legally take precedence over other land uses.
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Wildlife is not strictly a "common possessed by all," but rather these are
fellow participants/companions with human beings benefitting from the air,
water, and land commons.

1. Fragile Lands -- Uninhabited mountainous areas can be critical water
sources for human populations downstream. Deserts are vast open scenic
spaces that attract visitors and residents who want to escape from congested
areas. These barren stretches are generally unpoliced and subject to forms of
exploitation. Often mining interests seek out minerals in unpopulated fragile
areas and, without proper oversight, proceed to pollute landscape through
sloppy mining operations.

Forests are the planet's lungs and yet produce many other benefits, from
supply of foods to moisture and soil retention. For the greater part, national
governments and their local subsidiaries realize they are their nation's land
guardians. However, policing as in other fragile areas is a major challenge.
Furthermore, when governments are weak, these forested regions go
unprotected and are harmed by exploitation and through misuse by careless
funseekers leaving virtually indelible marks.

The northern Arctic polar region and the continent of Antarctica are
virtually uninhabited fragile areas that are rich in untapped resources. In the
Arctic region, climate changes are opening the ice sheet for longer summer
periods and enticingly shorter shipping routes. Border nations (Russia,
Canada, United States, Norway and Denmark) vie for sub-surface development
rights for promising petroleum and other resources. International agencies
seek jointly to control an Antarctica that is subject to trashing by increasing
numbers of visitors.

Maritime wilderness areas were discussed in Chapter Two and the same
problems of exploitation, uncontrolled pollution, and unpoliced activity exist on
the land as well. Many parts of oceans are commons, and not within the
particular responsibility of specific nations. On the other hand, responsibility
for land-based wilderness is specified as to countries and yet many of these do
not have the resources to protect their own wilderness properly. The joint
responsibility of wilderness and forests by a wider world community must be
determined and turned over to global agencies. The critical factor is reluctance
for nations to surrender control.

2. Wilderness, Forests, and Wildlife Habitats

And every tree of the field will learn that I, Yhwh, am the one who stunts
tall trees and makes the low ones grow, who withers green trees and makes
the withered green. (Ezekiel 17:24)
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Wilderness fragmentation and intrusive activity. Road- building
and construction projects can damage fragile lands, quickly leading to trashing,
loss of wildlife habitat, noise, unsightly billboards, and to introduction of exotic
invasive species. All-weather roads into wilderness areas and the desire to
connect with nature render wilderness areas popular for hiking and camping in
summer and snowmobiling and skiing in winter. With proper regulation and
facilities for visitors, impacts can be limited, but certain wilderness areas must
be declared off-limits, because those impacts exceed the area's carrying
capacity. People often seek to escape congested areas and turn to wilderness
for residences, reducing isolation through modern communications networks.
An extreme of landscape abuse occurs when developers build hilltop mansions
SO owners can observe untouched beauty, while creating a scenic disturbance
by their residences.

Tourism is popular, especially during boom economic times in scenic-
but-sparsely-policed wilderness areas. Tourist activities vary immensely in
their impact on wilderness areas, with sightseeing from established roads
being low, and mobile recreational vehicles being potentially harmful.
Wilderness recreational use can put a heavy carrying capacity on these
regions, resulting in damage and waste accumulation. Green tourism involves
limiting visitors and declaring fragile sites off limits. Shortages of cheap
available cooking fuel have led the world's poor to increased use of fuel wood,
the world's fuel of choice (see Chapter One). Recreation vehicles such as off-
road vehicles (ATVs) are noisy and capable of cruising and traversing very
rough terrain, fragile desert areas, and streambeds; they can cause massive
damage in short periods of time. Much depends on vehicle operators attitudes
and adequate policing of these areas.

Deforestation. Excessive harvesting of timber has resulted in the
disappearance of one-third of the world's forests since the mid-twentieth
century. Forests often contain valuable timber and wood for fuel and
furnishings resulting in removal of commercially- valuable trees at
unsustainable levels. In Estill County, Kentucky, where this author lives, the
charcoal/iron furnace industry of the nineteenth century denuded lands for
miles around, and yet the forest is regenerating today. Deforestation occurs
for several reasons: harvesting exceeds natural replacement (crosscut saw and
oxen are replaced by chain saws and heavy loaders); marketing overlooks
failure to enforce proper timber growth and replacement; large-scale
corporations search out grazing lands for cattle along with soybean and grain
production for export markets; and the forestlands are turned into palm oil for
biofuel and some food. The effects are evident when flying over eroded and
deforested Haiti, for one can see the defined boundaries with forested-
neighboring Dominican Republic. Deforestation leads to local climate change
(loss of foliage cooling effects), soil erosion, lack of water retention, and lack of
flood control.
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Not Being Right with Wildlife. Damaging the habitat of wildlife
threatens the species itself and deteriorates our human quality of life as well.
The "rights" of animals, our companions and fellow creatures, to co-exist with
us should be regarded as part of our responsibility to save and enhance this
planet and life itself. Without detouring into an animal rights discussion, we
still assert OUR right to proper habitat extends beyond the human family and
includes animal/plant habitat as well. Wildlife enhances our human quality of
life; wildlife enriches us by presence, and helps us understand our place on
the planet. Wildlife existed before us, exists with us, and allows us in humility
to discover our coexistence and shared future. We defend wildlife's presence
by defending and enhancing wildlife's habitat.

Wildlife as threatened and extinguished. The UN estimates that our
planet is experiencing a major wildlife die-back period: official bird counts
show decreasing humbers and varieties in our temperate zones, in part due to
destruction of winter habitats, especially heavy logging of tropical forests. The
Monarch butterfly has a reduced wintering area in Mexico due to recent land
development. Siberian tigers have been decimated by commercial
exploitation; other factors include internal conflicts, poaching (e.g., African
highlands gorilla) and lack of police protection. Wildlife monitoring and
protection can make a difference. For instance, the North American whooping
crane has come from near total destruction to healthy sustainable population
levels through conservation efforts; the bald eagle has been removed from the
threatened lists. We must discover, promote, protect, and give space for
wildlife to flourish; we may never meet a tiger "there" in the woods, and yet
their presence in woods enriches our "here."

Unpoliced wildlife reservations in lower-income nations have resulted
in uncontrolled poaching by inhabitants seeking wildlife to supplement protein
needs. While most wildlife forays today are for good camera shots, that was
not the case a century ago when wildlife sporting forays were fashionable.
Sport hunting and poaching of sparse species for desired animal parts (e.g.
certain tigers and rhinoceroses, bird feathers) are out of favor but further trade
restrictions are necessary. Nineteenth- and early- twentieth-century
"conservationists" were wealthy enough to travel great distances to hunt game
for sport, but they could not brag about such exploits today. Exceptions to
restricting wildlife contact involve protective measures, research, and obtaining
materials for virtual tourism projects to reduce disturbing fragile habitats.

Excessive harvesting. Bison roamed by the tens of thousands on the
Great Plains, and yet systematic harvesting in the nineteenth century saw
herds virtually disappear -- in part to subjugate natives who depended on
these animals for livelihood. Unsustainable harvesting of certain species of
wildlife (eastern elk, bison, whales) has resulted in tragic declines and
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extinction of certain species (passenger pigeon). Human negligence and
harmful practices have caused 1,141 of the 5,487 known species of land
mammals to be at risk of extinction -- and there are more threatened flora and
fauna besides. Frogs, salamanders, and other amphibians are among the
hardest hit by today's many strikes against wildlife; they have weathered 300
million years to evolve into more than 6,000 singular species, as beautiful,
diverse -- and imperiled --as anything that walks, or hops, the Earth.

Decline of wildlife habitat and migration routes. Wildlife need
space in which to thrive, feed, nest, and rest. Land habitat is critical for land-
based animal survival. Furthermore, movement of wildlife ought not to be
unduly restricted, for many species migrate in order to find ideal weather,
nesting, and feeding conditions; some species need protected sea and land
routes and flyways. In sub-Saharan Africa, fencing to protect grazing cattle
has disturbed migration routes of certain larger mammals, denying them
critical water and grazing opportunities.

Exotic species. At stages in history people introduce a species such as
kudzu or rabbits to land that lacks native controls or predators, and the
introduced species becomes invasive and overwhelms the native plant/animal
balance. Many ecologists regard exotic species proliferation as THE major
environmental menace to our planet's ecosystem. The exotic species condition
is exacerbated by several human-induced causes: the extermination of native
predators that could check proliferation of invasive species; the deliberate
introduction of flora and fauna for commercial purposes (kudzu in the American
Southeast for livestock fodder, or deer for hunting); introduction for novelty
(sparrow in the Western Hemisphere) or as pets (boa snakes have broken free
in Florida); garden and yard landscape beautification (purple loosestrife); and
the release of exotic flora or fauna through misguided pursuit of biological
diversity.

Proliferation of native species. Encouragement and introduction of
game animals such as "wild" turkeys has resulted in proliferation of wildlife
beyond an area's carrying capacity; understory is damaged in the process due
to the stronger appetite of semi-domesticated fowl. The loss of native
carnivores (foxes, wolves, mountain lions, etc.) results in overpopulation of
certain game animals (rabbits, deer, turkeys), and in failure to introduce
systematic harvesting procedures. The decline in popularity of sport hunting
has inadvertently reduced proliferated species harvest as a mode of game
population control. Such animals are low-cost, locally-grown, organic foods,
and are an excellent meat alternative to livestock requiring pasture, cultivated
feed, and maintenance. An American organization, Hunters for the Hungry,
furnishes annually over one million meals of venison to the poor, and the
venison is more "organic" than the average meat cuts available at food
markets.
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3. Land for Essential Needs -- Food and Housing

The one who wrongly holds that every human right is secondary to his
profit must now give way to the advocate of human welfare, who rightly
maintains that every man holds his property subject to the general right of the
community to regulate its use to whatever degree the public welfare may
require it. Theodore Roosevelt

Without sufficient cropland, much of the world's one billion people who
live in food-insecure regions face major hunger problems. As of this writing,
food prices (often one-half to 90% of many poor folks' incomes) rose 2.5%
over the previous month, the ninth straight month of rise (2010-11). The U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA) Food Security Assessment states that
between 2006 and 2007 the number of food insecure people (less than 2,100
calories per day) went from 849 to 982 million in 70 lower-income countries.
Food security and productive land go hand-in-hand. Many citizens regard the
terror of hunger as an abomination in an age of plenty and, with enormous
food wastes (enough to feed a major portion of the world's hungry), the wrong
is magnified. Food shortages resulting from increased biofuel production or
natural disasters contribute to higher prices that increase world hunger.

Scarcity of cropland. Most staples are grown on productive land that is
limited and being taken out of production through commercial development
and recreational purposes. While some dire emergencies can be met by
shipments of food from surplus nations, the more harmonious approach is to
produce food as close as possible to where it is consumed. Subsidies in richer
nations go to large agricultural enterprises and unfairly compete with small-
scale farming operations in poorer lands. Farmland is increasing in price and is
now outside of the reach of most aspiring farmers. Economic incentives are
often lacking, thus leading to further sub-division of small family farms or the
forced migration of portions of the population to urban areas. In contrast,
many large individual landholders occupy land for their own extravagant
purposes -- lawns, hunting preserves, buffer zones, scenic views.

Corporate land ownership. Corporate farms are a modern version of
the seventeenth-century enclosure of English pasturelands. Modern corporate
enclosure means buying up land for profit-making purposes. Quite often
corporate farming techniques involve heavy use of chemicals, monocultures,
migrant labor, and outside management. These corporate enterprises are not
community oriented and have little regard for the future of the rural
communities in which they are situated. Their goal is maximizing profits, not
building a living local community. In some places, powerful market forces
require these farmers to grow specialty export crops such as coffee or sugar on
former subsistence farmlands.
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Ornamental lands. Large estates often occupy potential farmlands but
remain in an ornamental condition, often to the benefit of outside wealthy
interests -- and to the detriment of poorer local inhabitants. All the while,
potential small-scale producers can not find territory on which to grow their
own crops. If more attention were paid to local farmers growing the produce to
feed their hungry neighbors, a portion of the current global hunger problem
could be alleviated. However, estate redistribution is difficult in part because
new farmers need initial capital and are often inexperienced in homesteading
practices.  Targeting underutilized, fallow or decorative lands for food
production could provide one quarter of America's food supply if a modern
version of the World War Two "victory gardens" were reintroduced.

Land as Essential Needs -- Housing. In 2011, heavy rainfall caused a
populated hillside in La Paz, Bolivia, to collapse, destroying homes of several
thousand people. Residents were angry because they had to build on steep,
slip-prone hillsides with no planning, few streets, and little sewage and water
facilities. In many parts of the world, lower-income people build their own
residences on flood plains and where unsuitable land is all that is available.
The reason a million Haitians were without housing a year after the January,
2010, earthquake was lack of clear title to housing sites, a global problem. All
the while, a Los Angeles suburb challenges construction of a mega-mansion of
80,000 square feet. In 2011, some seven million Americans paid over half
their income for housing. The Great Recession indicated connections between
housing and credit crises with millions of residences going "under water"
(mortgages higher than market value). At this time the American debt load
was over $12,000 per household and, with interest rates high (18.9% on credit
cards for most average borrowers and up to 30% for those with poor credit
ratings). Unregulated finances leads to usury and red-lining neighborhoods.

Unproductive public lands comprise almost one-quarter of the U.S.
surface area and urban-abandoned lands in depopulated cities. However, hard-
hit Detroit now has over 800 urban gardens (some up to an acre in size),
where vacant residence plots have been turned into urban homesteading.
Vacant military bases, portions of air fields, prisons, highways, cemeteries,
educational, health and technical institutions, sidewalks, and other facilities
contain potentially productive lands. In times of financial difficulties privatizing
such areas becomes a temptation -- sell or lease parks, prisons and municipal
water works -- even highways. Corporate propaganda deliberately denigrates
public management while overlooking that profits lead to curtailment of
services through supposedly better methods of management -- though results
(e.g., underground utilities) are hidden from scrutiny.

Damaging land practices. Unfortunately, erosion and salination of
croplands have a long history, from warfare and depopulation to ignorance and
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greed. In more recent times, exploiting mineral and fuel resources using
large-scale technical devices has rendered lands into virtual moonscapes.
Reclamation practices are often lacking or are of poor quality. The continent of
Africa missed the Green Revolution of the last half of the twentieth century
that brought sufficient grain and other food security to much of Asia and Latin
America. Especially in sub-Saharan Africa, foreign agencies (from China, Saudi
Arabia, South Korea, etc.), being fearful of domestic food-insecurity situations,
are buying up African farmland. Besides successfully competing with local
farmers for land, they obtain cropland to grow food and non-food products for
the neo-colonial wealthier nations. They promise jobs, new technology, better
infrastructure, and extra tax revenues but do not deliver.? They have focused
attention on Sudan and Ethiopia, chronically food- and water-short nations.

More than half the world's unused arable land is in Africa; only 5% of the
continent's arable land is irrigated; much depleted land is in need of adequate
fertilizers; farmers lack access roads to take produce to markets; hybrid seeds
so common in other farming areas account for less that 30% of grain grown in
Africa. 2An estimated half of harvested grain is lost to pests, moisture or other
causes.”®

Returning large-scale to small-scale agriculture is
not simple. Mike Campbell, a large-scale (3,000
acre) mango/citrus fruit farmer, along with other
whites became the target of Robert Mugabe's
Zimbabwe land reform. Efforts to turn the land to
poor blacks (really to cronies of the dictator
president) included burning down Campbell's
lodge and other acts of intimidation, which he
fought through legal redress and won. His battle
ended with his death in poverty in April, 2011,
and much of his cropland rendered idle.®®
However, successful redistribution stories exist.

A food crisis has arrived. Feeding a hungry world is challenging when
emerging nations such as China and India are converting their own arable land
from grain crops into roadways, industrial development, and for production of
resource-intensive foods (e.g. animal products) for an emerging middle class.
India has 400 pounds of grain per person per year; the U.S. consumes 1,600
pounds mainly as feed for livestock. Climate change may decrease critical rice,
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wheat, sorghum, and corn yields at a time when little food surplus is being
realized. Poor African states ruled by opportunistic leaders are ripe for
cooperative schemes to turn farmland to benefit foreign food purchasers,
creating stress in local areas of food production. Foresighted leaders seek
development funds to move their farmers into self-sufficiency and have
surpluses for foreign food demands. About 3.7 acres of the global productive
farmland are available for every person, and yet about 5.7 acres are needed
for satisfying consumer appetites.

Urban Sprawl. Land developers look to profits by converting productive
land to second homes and further urbanization. China's economic expansion is
combined with local governments making ends meet through land grabs such
as compulsory purchase orders for the benefit of developers. In fact, in 2011
the Chinese magazine, Caixin, reported that revenue from land-rights sales
makes up 46% of all local-government revenue.? India is rapidly experiencing
problems of sprawl; in Indian Punjab, expatriates drive up land prices as they
mimic Americans in acquiring large second homes -- though used only a few
months a year. Groups like the American Farmland Trust point out how urban
development in many areas of weak zoning regulations diminish amounts of
prime farmland.

4. Belonging: Property Rights Versus Land Commons

To Yhwh belong Earth and all it holds, the world and all who live in it.
(Psalm 24:1)

What belongs to whom, and why do they have a right to it? Excessive
private land ownership is infringement on our land commons and must be
addressed. Precisely here, real differences in opinion emerge, for some ask
why large landholders are entitled to own much, pay less taxes, control
legislators who determine taxes, and continue to expand the global
phenomenon of disparity of wealth. Others see no reason to ask. In this sub-
section we must confront status-quo positions on property rights in an age of
growing scarcity of suitable land. We must come to terms with property as a
private "right" held by the entitled privileged and the extended right to
common land. Is this not a continuation of the classic land enclosure battles of
the seventeenth century?

In a world of increasing human population, essential land for food
production (a commons in its own right) is in shortening supply. The hungry
multitudes continue to increase, while food prices rise and food scarcity afflicts
many parts of the world. The principle of subsidiarity states that the local level
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is the best place to manage scarce land resources, provided that higher levels
(national or global agencies) have proper safeguards to protect lower levels
where land for food and housing is needed.

Principle of Having Enough: The right to property extends to surplus
land only after essential needs are met, and then the areas of land controlled --
not owned -- should be proven by the competence and motivation of the
controller, as judged by the people with the voice of primary interest groups in
local communities. When distant sources control land needed by local people,
the needy have a right to take over land from those with so-called "property
rights.”

Excessive consumption of resources, credit without the ability to repay,
confusion in investment practices, and Ponzi schemes that are overlooked, all
add to a world just waiting for financial and environmental catastrophe -- and
quite often such conditions involve surplus property. Is not much of this
emerging condition due to a misunderstanding about what belongs to whom?
In most cultures, individual property extends to personal useful items
(utensils, clothes, bedding, etc.), but hardly to the lakes, forests, rivers, and
lands around them.

In many cultures, land is common property and even cultivated land
may involve personal responsible practices, but is part of the commons. For
instance, the Iroquois Confederacy regarded buying and selling of land by the
American government as illegal and immoral, for land belongs to the Great
Spirit. Other examples besides Native American traditions where land is held
in common include West African villages, Irish kinship-based society before the
English conquest, and the Mexican ejido.* Actual fine points in practices
differed throughout the world, but land commons has been almost universally
held over the ages.

Western society championed the right to private property -- and that is
upheld in the American Constitution (Fourth Amendment). However, this
tradition has also held that "owners" are mere stewards during their lives.
Transfer of land has become a critical problem area involving entitlement and
legal inheritance. In civilized western societies ambivalence appears when
discussing individual rights and responsibilities. We say "we" and "our" and
mean our relation to people and place and Earth herself. We belong to Earth
and Earth to us. Little of this massive Earth -- or any of it -- belongs to me
individually; collectively we are stewards of our Earth, a body that for the
Judeo-Christian traditions belongs to God. Not even "our" time belongs to us,
for mortal life is a gift that must be spent well, and we as stewards help create
our future destiny. For the terminally-ill person, the gift of mortal life is better
appreciated when human control slips away.

Unfortunately, some regard stewardship, which has a temporary and
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responsible character to it, as ownership in an absolute sense -- an iron grip of
which others have no right to interference. For these people, entitlement is
regarded as deserved and bestowed by God. Others see stewardship as a
temporary portion of the gift of life -- and thus can have a commons aspect.
For this group, resources are gifts given to be used wisely individually AND
communally, since God first shares with us. This gift is interconnected with
our neighbors here and now, and with generations to come who are out there
and then. Our stewardship of the commons leads to an enhanced heritage, a
repository for all to share and from which to benefit. What is ours is to be
shared, for it is not ours in an absolute manner. Today, stewardship and
sharing are thrust into greater prominence with globalization.

In modern western cultures the emphasis on individual rights is so
paramount that it encompasses a wide variety of historic concepts: Bill of
Rights, colonization, Native American "treaties" and tribe removals, land titles
and deeds, court battles, land surveys, and various understandings of property
tenure and retention. The sorry differences in what is called "property"
became a source of real conflict between Europeans and the native Americans
during the entire colonization period, and well into American post-revolutionary
times. "Belonging" has taken on cultural, mythical, religious, and legendary
dimensions. Individual rights have been enumerated by philosophers and even
by such political leaders as Franklin D. Roosevelt. We speak of the rights to
speech, press, assemblage, worship and privacy -- and even the right to bear
arms or the use of common resources: air, water, the oceans, wilderness,
forests as Earth's lungs, space, wildlife's presence, cultural expression,
intellectual life, access to communications, health facilities, and right to free
movement.

The concept of land belonging to individuals to do as the holder deems
best has need of reflection. We have far more power to misuse land than
people in previous ages, and thus controls or limitations on personal land use
must be understood. All rights are possessed within a community of rights-
holders. Merely possessing a large water pump does not mean we can take
water from a common pool or limited water supply without regard to our
neighbors and their needs. Doesn't exercise of rights involve a "right to
property" for reasonable use, and some land exploitation is not reasonable? I
may take this food in order to stay alive; I have a right to retain this cooking
utensil for personal and hygienic reasons. Do I have a "right" to waste or
misuse the property held.

Questions cascade. What about the taking of a portion of the general
supply for reasons of security? Wellbeing? Power and dominion? Do I have a
right to enslave people as though they are my own possession? What about
claiming foreign lands for my king or queen? What about conflicts over rights -
- I want this limited item and so do others? Does my taking of property for a
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wider reason than essential use infringe on the right of another to live a higher
quality of life? Do not rights clash and belongings are often at issue? If I say
I own a star "x" in the heavens, it means little to others; to say I own this
piece of land, on which some grow their crops, draws immediate attention.

Property rights are secondary to essential rights to life, liberty, and basic
justice. Sometimes one landholder's property stands in the way of another's
livelihood -- and conflicts soon arise. Property must give way to rights to life.
Even "just" compensation is open to interpretation. Property rights involve
exercise of privacy and security that may include a place in which to dwell,
retire and find refreshment, retirement benefits, and basic communal security.
Depending on the culture, these include some work space (a farm, pasture, or
craft shop). With respect to these private property rights two extremes exist:
unlimited property rights at the individual level, and the "state" ownership of
all major tangible property. Western culture includes a willingness to allow
those, who legally obtain title, to hold as much property as they show cause --
even extensive land holdings.

Morally, in a time of scarcity, large land holdings ought to be limited.
Individual land property can be alienated for the common good, and thus the
broader community has access through eminent domain -- public access for
roads, airports or other forms of transportation or defense. Complications soon
arise over land features such as watersheds for public water supplies, or
wetlands or wilderness for common use. The interpretation of the Common
Good calls for legal judgment by a fair judiciary system. And is not land for
food-growing and housing part of the Common Good, even when some hungry
or landless people now receive title for meeting their own needs? Essential
land needs call for moderate holdings.

In the hyper-possessiveness, or individualistic interpretation of property,
arises a view that land could be developed at a profit to the landholder; thus
the greater group (the state) is expected to pay for that potential wealth from
land development (takings) -- even if such a land "improvement" by the
individual landowner is detrimental of the public good. Can private
possessions be used or not used with impunity by the absolute holder,
especially since "everything is connected to everything else" (First Law of
Ecology)? Land use rights are conditioned by the greater community. In an
age of heightened ecological consciousness, limits are being placed on the right
to private resources; such circumstances may not have historic precedence or
a lengthy record of constitutional judgments by courts.

Private property is accepted by many in society. Belonging(s) may refer
to the private property of individuals (clothing, books, bedding, suitcases,
personal items), or to more extensive possessions (house, land, motor
vehicles). Communities that share much in common have limits on what each
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person may possess at a given time. Tangible belongings are fought over,
debated and discussed in a greedy or a fair fashion. Belongings vary
immensely in amounts held, and thus classes of "haves" and "have-nots" arise.
Acknowledging that classes exist does not negate a future hope for a classless
society. However, it is not yet here. In recent studies, African Americans are
not regarded as a single-class society, but rather as belonging to different
socio-economic classes, some far closer to white middle-class values than to
those of lesser-income among the darker-skinned race(s). The "classless"
Chinese society of Maoist revolutionary days is being smothered today by
emerging classes, Chinese superrich and expanding middle classes, along with
the very poor who see their traditional lands being grabbed by more powerful
classes.

Culture clashes occur over belongings. In the case of forceful
importation of slaves to America, the integration of groups met resistance by
those unwilling to share their property no matter how ill-gotten. It took the
U.S. eight decades after independence -- and a bloody Civil War-- to realize
that our country also "belongs" to ex-slaves who helped settle and develop this
nation. Lincoln, the great emancipator, at one period wanted to settle ex-
slaves in Africa or Central America, places far removed from where they
resided. However, our nation became aware of the difficulties and trauma of
such a move. Besides, Frederick Douglas and others argued that slaves had
given much to make this country what it is, and they belong. However,
enslavement is still global; in 2011 some 27,000,000 are estimated to be
enslaved in bondage or forced employment. These unfortunate victims do not
have the resources to break from their bondage.

Belong in its root meaning from Old English (/langian) means being
suitable, within a proper or appropriate place, or connected. Belongings,
especially in the plural, refers to possessions, familiarity, property, and close
relationship. In common use, we hold something to be mine or ours, and
believe that we have a valid relationship by birth, gift, legal title, nobility,
inheritance or acquisition in some manner, whether by force or not. Even the
most grasping person expects this relationship of ownership to end at death,
unless one extends the concept of belonging to spiritual realms: "We belong to
God/God's Family," "We belong to the company of the saved," "Love is the only
belonging we take with us."

Benjamin Franklin had unfulfilled dreams. Franklin was certainly
not a radical and yet he believed in limits to wealth concentration, and wished
them to be included in the new Pennsylvania constitution.

His fingerprints were also visible in the list of qualifications that

Pennsylvania's officeholders must meet: unlike in other states, they did not
have to own property... Another ultra-democratic proposal Franklin made to
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the Pennsylvania convention (along with a unicameral legislature) was that the
state's Declaration of Rights discourage large holdings of property or
concentrations of wealth... That also ended up being too radical for the
convention (to the state constitution).” Franklin attempted to make his point
again at the convention that framed the American constitution, but property
holders dismissed his views.

American citizens who oppose divine right of kings ought to question
divine right of the wealthy -- and this has strong American traditional roots.
Equally strong is the unchallenged tradition to allow the wealthy to reign
supreme. This went unchallenged when frontiers were considered endless, and
people (except Native Americans and Blacks) were entitled to what they
obtained legal title to through hook or crook. In the nineteenth century,
acquiring land was heavily directed to farm and railroad lands; in the twentieth
century accumulation of wealth was more focused in urban property, stocks,
bonds and other financial interests. Acquiring and retaining were regarded as
laudatory, if through such acquisition owners lived more comfortably. The
business and economic climate that provided jobs prospered; the
political/economic power to retain wealth was unchallenged.

Since the 1970s, William Britain-Catlin says, the multinationals and
banks began as a matter of course to expand and grow as tax havens. Up to
this time, nation-states had complete control over their economies and
finances. That changed. Offshore tax havens put enormous pressure on
domestic banking systems to deregulate and liberalize...governments across
the industrialized west eventually repealed their own regulations and let
offshore finance make a home office onshore.® Trade globalization became a
fact and incentives to concentrate power and property increased. In the U.S,,
the upper 1% had 7% of the wealth in 1980 and over 17% of the wealth in
2008. This accumulation of wealth is also occurring in China, India, Russia and
other countries with rapidly growing economies. Billionaires increase even in
lands with centralized economies. During 2007, the number of billionaires in
mainland China rose from 15 the previous year to 105, though those numbers
have decreased during the 2008-09 downturn. Globally the superrich become
super-, superrich.

Yes, there are limits to physical property wealth in a world of scarcity of
food and housing. Justice demands that we state these limits and set up
conditions where property is redistributed according to need and not to
entitlement -- a fresh look at the concept of belonging; this is long overdue in
Western culture, but it must be proposed and acted upon.

b) Actions to Reclaim Land Commons

You will declare the fiftieth year sacred and proclaim the liberation
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of all the inhabitants of the land. (Leviticus 25:10)

As with air and water commons, the reclamation process on lands
embraces agencies of all levels of governance.

1.Domestic and Local Community Actions -- A series of actions at the
local level will assist in preserving farmland for food production, habitat for
wildlife, and wilderness areas. Much depends on the amount of land under the
control of individuals. Some of us who are conscious about surplus land and
essential land for production would say that, especially where a lawn exists on
previously productive land, every effort ought to be made to convert this to
edible landscaping or wildscape that produces some food for human and
wildlife inhabitants.

Gardening, whether on a farm, in a backyard, or with a vegetable
container inside or near a residence, champions the practice of growing food
locally: garden organically; surpluses should be preserved for the non-growing
portion of the season and shared with the needy; use seasonal extenders, and
especially greenhouses, for increasing garden time and yields; consider ways
to use and preserve heritage varieties.

Wildscapes help restore wildlife habitats. Since these habitats are
under severe stress, effort could be undertaken to feed permanent bird
populations and offer protection for migratory varieties through feeding and
nesting provision. In rare cases, one can construct artificial wetlands and thus
afford habitats for additional species. Where landscape allows, plant trees,
which can become worthwhile family or community projects. Where possible,
select native species of fruit, nut or shade varieties.

Nature experiences for youth are a valuable local community goal.
School demonstration projects could augment nature and environmental
education programs. Where resources are available, nature education ought to
be fostered: nature hikes, camping trips, and visits to nature centers and
parks (some zoological parks and preserves are better managed than others);
sponsoring essays, poems, paintings, and other projects dealing with
wilderness and wildlife; planting trees as a community project; cleaning up
trashed areas; and building nature trails as part of community-sponsored
service projects. The Society for the Protection of Nature in Israel provides all
youth (Jewish, Moslem and Christian) an experience in nature. Would that this
be expanded to all the world's youth. Fragile wilderness areas may be off-
limits to recreation; in such cases, nature materials (books, videotapes, virtual
or digital presentations) and observation platforms for distance viewing are
worth pursuing.

Communal beautification programs could be regarded as hackneyed,
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or perhaps child's play, since youth can contribute through simple actions
(painting, cleaning up garbage, etc.). While cleaning up litter is a soft
approach to proper land use, still this can be of value for seeing results of their
contributions in immediately tangible environment improvement. Healing our
wounded Earth calls for cooperative ventures through a variety of hard and soft
activities. All need to participate -- and local beautification is an excellent,
initial teaching tool.

2. Land Reclamation Projects

No more are you to be named 'Forsaken,' nor your land '‘Abandoned’, but
you shall be called 'My Delight', and your land 'The Wedded', for Yhwh takes
delight in you and your land will have its wedding. (Isaiah 62:4)

Not only must urbanization of farmland be stopped, but damaged land
must be returned to the commons: surface mined lands, former industrial
"brownfields," slum areas no longer occupied, vacant and abandoned lots,
abandoned railroad rights-of-way, luxurious estates and expansive lawns,
lands infested by exotic and invasive species, over-logged areas, eroded and
improperly irrigated lands, and other degraded areas. When land has been
allowed to remain damaged, depression affects the entire community and
results in loss of self- and community-worth. Tourists stay away and people
move away, leaving residents depressed. Land reclamation programs include:
return to recreational greenspace, reforestation projects and buffer zones to
check and halt development. Programs can extend to repairing brownfields,
urban community gardening in vacant and abandoned space, changing lawns
to "edible landscape," land conservancy, and conservation easement programs
to preserve neighborhood farms.

Reclamation, a national issue. Being right with land includes a
national component, for all suffer from abandoned land. Focus on the
following: protecting land being damaged by exploitative practices; halting
trespassing; controlling overpopulated wildlife; confronting culprits and making
them accountable. This includes such reclamation procedures as attending to
abandoned land, whether by removing trash and junk, halting erosion on
cropland, initiating desalination procedures, or reforestation projects. A
coalition of environmental and community groups in Pennsylvania has been
addressing local environmental, watershed planning, restoration, and
protection efforts through a multi-agency state- and partly-federally-funded
program called Growing Greener. This decade-old program has expended 1.3
billion dollars on reclaiming lands, though total cost estimates to address all
abandoned state lands could exceed ten times that amount. This program is
the largest single investment of state funds in Pennsylvania's history for
tackling environmental issues ranging from greener watershed protection to
coastal zone and includes tree-planting programs.
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How is Growing Greener funded? The Pennsylvania program has

been funded through a $4/ton municipal waste disposal fee as well as resource
extraction fees. The federal- and state-funded flood protection portions are
matched up to 35% by local government funds. Strapped by heavier state
financial commitments, this highly successful program is due to expire next
year. However, program supporters hope that extraction fees from the
expanding process of fracturing shale formations for natural gas will prove
promising as a source of revenue for continuing Growing Greener.
However, this method has environmental consequences being evaluated as of
this writing; U.S. national gas reserves are the highest in forty years, and
increased by 11% in 2009 alone. Furthermore, recreation fees could pay for
land reclamation projects by charging fees for hiking, rock-climbing, camping,
and use of waterways. Recreational areas should be environmentally sound,
near at hand (avoiding distance travel), non-motorized, and relatively safe.

Conservation easements. Preserving green space and assisting
farmers can be a win-win situation. Present landholders could come to a
voluntary agreement with non-profit organizations or government agencies to
limit property use. Easements are recorded with the property deed and bind
all future owners to honor non-development of the property. Property owners
can benefit by retaining title to their land, can sell as they wish, and can keep
certain desired rights. If owners donate an easement or sell for less than fair
market value to the public agency or private organization, the difference
between fair market value of the property before granting the easement and
fair market value afterwards represents a "charitable" contribution.

Local annual property taxes may be reduced, because the easement
means that land value drops through giving up development rights.
Easements may pertain to preserving land for outdoor recreation, education, or
wildlife habitat protection. The recipient of the conservation easement is
responsible for monitoring the easement to see that whoever manages the
land adheres to the terms of the easement, and, if the easement is not being
honored, for bringing the owners into compliance (if necessary by going to
court). Administering easements requires lasting commitments of time and
money by involved organizations.

Tree planting can be undertaken at various levels of participation:
family, neighborhood, parish, wider community, county, or state. Leaders
have several operations to attend: selecting a specific site, clearing the area,
digging the hole, planting the tree by spreading the roots and adding soil and
any amendments, watering, and firming the soil in place. Timing is important,
for selected Arbor Days differ from place to place depending on seasonal zones.
Tree saplings can be obtained free or at bargain prices, volunteers assembled,
tools secured, sites selected, and crews (mixes of young and old) assigned.
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Once planted, trees may need to be watered and protected from wildlife.

Reforestation includes protection in areas left after timber-harvesting
operations, abandoned farms and vacant lots, road and building construction,
and resource extraction (coal, sand, gravel and minerals). Many land areas
need reclaiming through such conservation practices as tree maintenance,
namely, removal of exotic species, protection from development, thinning tree
species to make room for tree growth, and removal of diseased trees. For
forest certification techniques see actions in Chapter Eight.

Reclaiming the commons includes additional improvements dependent
upon land-use conditions: removing commercial signs (Hawaii and Vermont do
not allow them); siting informational centers, rest areas and maintenance
facilities in less-imposing locations; building nature and hiking trails; painting
flood walls and roadway retaining walls with picturesque scenes; planting trees
in parking lot islands and as vegetative and sound barriers; and reclaiming
strip-mined land with native trees and grasses.

3. Agricultural Assistance

If one of the brothers or one of the sisters is in need of clothes and has
not enough food to live on, and one of you says to them, 'I wish you well; keep
yourself warm and eat plenty’, without giving them these bare necessities of
life, then what good is that? Faith is like that: if good works do not go with it,
it is quite dead.

(James 2:15-17)

Reclaiming productive land often involves agricultural practice. Small-
scale farming is the major source of income for tens of millions throughout the
world and the number one work opportunity for the world's poor.
Advancements in agriculture would be a major way of improving lives of the
rural poor and allow people to make land more productive. Practices include:

#% Small loans to tide farmers over to harvest;

% All-weather farm roads that allow local produce to reach consumers in
population centers at a reasonable cost to all;

#% Division of large non-productive estates (a major arena of agricultural
reform in poorer countries), which would provide farms for landless people;

#% Grants or coupons for the urban needy to purchase produce, which
would allow farmers to purchase basic materials such as implements, seeds,
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fertilizers, and livestock;

#% Removal of crop subsidies in wealthier land, which would give farmers
in developing countries a chance to compete with corporate and large-scale
subsidized farmers. The World Bank estimates that lowering trade barriers,
most of which involve farm commodities, could boost annual growth in poorer
countries by 0.5 percent and lift an additional 300 million people from
poverty.’

Funding: Agricultural infrastructure (rural all-weather roads, local grain
storage facilities, specific irrigation and erosion control, heritage seed
preservation projects, and direct outlay for supplies) could be funded ($25
billion GDF loans) and administered by International Fund for Agricultural
Development.

4. Food Relief Programs

Every bite of bread in one way or another is a bite of the bread that
belongs to everyone. St. John Chrysostom

Up to a billion people go to bed hungry and 23,000 deaths occur each
day from malnutrition and associated diseases. The summer season of 1816
never occurred due to a volcano eruption causing millions of tons of dust to
obscure the sun's rays. Just a single wintery year without a major grain
harvest today would be horrifying, because the world's foodstuff supplies in
storage are slim. Feeding hungry people is a key demand of social
globalization. Meeting needs of the hungry locally is ideal: shipping food long
distances is ecologically costly; local food markets help local economies; local
farmers know the food needs of their neighbors; thus funding ought to be
locally directed.

Aid workers argue that Africa can feed itself from its own resources
under normal conditions, and thus cash assistance is better in that it rebuilds
local farming economies and discourages corporate farming and agricultural
commodity export schemes. The United Kingdom has initiated a $1.5 million
program of dispersing cash aid for food to people in Malawi using an electronic
identification scheme to prevent fraud.® Relief to victims of tsunami,
earthquake, and drought conditions has taken similar routes. Cash for food is
easier to manage, for food choices are left to hungry people, not to donors.
Often local farmers are undercut by foreign food surpluses. However, this
experiment has critics: the UN World Food Programme points out that cash can
be easily diverted by corrupt distributors and by consumers to non-food items.
However, Oxfam found in a cash program in Zambia that the most-affected
people received the help at nearly half the cost of direct food delivery.

Food scarcity may demand outside aid to prevent immediate starvation
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or malnutrition. Assistance through the UN World Food Programme and
existing public and private relief agencies can be quite effective. Relief storage
and transportation can allow for the speedy delivery of food and other needs to
disaster victims. Strategically located food storage depots where grains could
be kept free from rodents and pilfering, should be increased in number along
with longer-term agricultural assistance to local food producers. In 1981,
through the lobbying efforts of Bread for the World and other groups, the U.S.
set aside a grain supply to address world famine.

In January 2009, the UN convened experts to discuss the steep
worldwide rise in food prices. Factors causing this rise, besides drought and
other natural disasters, include: turning productive lands over to biofuels
production (especially using foods like corn for conversion into cheap fuel); the
choice by new middle class Chinese and others for resource-intensive foods
such as meat and dairy products; and national policies that favor export
commodity production over local food production. Local production of basics
such as fibers, grains and vegetables should be encouraged over specialization
(principally agri-businesses export commodities such as coffee and sugar)
slated for affluent nations. Many European proponents of biofuels are having
second thoughts about converting tropical forests in Malaysia into palm
plantations to furnish palm oil for fuel guzzlers in wealthy lands.

Feed the Future is an American governmental program involving the
Departments of Agriculture, State, Treasury, and the National Security Council.
The program aims to help the world's poorest farmers grow food for their
families and has sought about one billion dollars a year. The G-20 seeks to get
$22 billion over a three-year period for the world's underdeveloped agricultural
areas. The Global Agricultural and Food Security Program (GAFSP), with a
combination of public and private funding, is seeking to assist African farmers,
as is the Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa. Also the One Acre Fund
provides improved seeds and fertilizers for Kenyan farmers who seek to feed
families.

Funding: Emergency food relief stocks, storage and transportation

facilities will require at least $10 billion from GDF. This allows food stocks to
be stored in strategic locations in rodent-proof facilities for delivery during food
emergencies.
In 2010 the UN proposed to open a fifth depot for quick-response humanitarian
aid in Malaysia. More are needed. Note on direct food relief: Food pantries,
soup kitchens for the homeless, meals-on-wheels, and food stamp programs
should be truly limited to food (not including soft-drinks).

5. Wilderness and Forest Preserves

It put out strong branches that turned to royal sceptres;

81

81



they reached up, reached so high they touched the clouds;
men admired them for their height and their thick foliage.
(Ezekiel 19:11)

Wilderness ought to remain as such; access by vehicles should be
restricted. Wildlife needs protective habitat, and this is becoming more
obvious in various parts of the world where human development impacts on
certain endangered species are evident. Sub-Saharan Africa is hard hit at this
time even on some of its wildlife reserves. In the Democratic Republic of the
Congo, dedicated custodians have gone unpaid for years and some have
become targets of poachers and military units in conflict zones. Brazil is
creating Amazon forest protective zones. Wildlife managers deserve proper
wages and support for constructing protective barriers. At the Chinese Wolong
Nature Preserve, threatened pandas are being bred and raised in sufficient
numbers for ultimate release. By protecting natural habitats, Sichuan
Province, where pandas dropped to a low of 1,200, is now seeing increasing
numbers.

Specific fragile regions must be declared wilderness areas and
excluded from human intrusion: unique rock formations, remnant tropical and
temperate rain forests, certain springs and water sources, fragile desert areas
with rare flora and fauna, and specific oceanic islands. Sufficient policing is
necessary; developers should be kept from the land, exotic species should be
excluded and removed, and tourists should not be allowed to visit these areas,
but rather encouraged to be virtual visitors.

Halting deforestation is a worthwhile goal, since this phenomenon is
the source of one-fifth of global greenhouse gas emissions. All forests deserve
proper forest management and harvesting practices, controlled access roads
and restrictions on motorized vehicles, removal of invasive species and native
wildlife encouragement, pest control and eradication programs, and the funds
necessary to carry out these measures. The UN "Reducing Emissions from
Deforestation and Forest Degradation Program" (REDD) was established at the
2010 climate-change conference to put financial value on carbon stored in
forests (especially in rainforests as found in Brazil and Indonesia). Through
carbon-trading schemes, money would flow to emerging nations for forest
preservation, but field verification of forest conditions remain difficult. One
emerging technology, lidar (light detection and ranging), gives three-
dimensional, computer images for accurate and inexpensive stored-carbon-
content information. However, carbon trading has inherent weaknesses
discussed elsewhere, and forested nations should be encouraged to impose
resource extraction taxes on forest products with proceeds slated for
reforestation projects.

Wildlife sanctuaries and reservations need global policing and
maintenance support. This is because some wilderness areas are the targets
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of competing demands from increasing human populations needing cropland,
as well as those seeking "bush" meat to supplement protein demands. While
Western population growth rates are small, this is not true in parts of Africa,
Asia and Latin America where health and education services and employment
opportunities are strained by expanding populations (above 1% growth per
year). Reasonable population controls require national efforts to sustain them
using means that respect cultural and religious sensitivities.'°® Moslem lands
like Iran and Indonesia have moderate population growth rates (0.86 percent
and 1.45 percent -- 2005 estimates), while Moslem lands with major economic
and social imbalances are higher.!' A long-term goal is to achieve social and
ecological balances, which moderate population growth.

Balancing conditions for both wildlife and humans habitats is a major
challenge. One solution is to furnish livelihoods to maintenance and police
personnel near wildlife sanctuaries. When local populations regard their
wildlife as treasures, then a harmony can be regained, but the rest of the world
must assist, for wildlife benefits enrich all of us.

Funding: Funds for wilderness areas are in short supply, and so GDF
(at least $1 billion) should be applied for policing, wildlife inventory collection,
surveillance, boundary demarcation, and acquiring sensitive wildlife habitats.
Many private funders focus on specific threatened or endangered species (e.g.,
tigers, polar bears, whales). While zoos have their place, many confined
species prefer wilderness; animal rights groups seek to eliminate global trade
in primates for research and wildlife confinement.

6. International Polar Authority

The faithful all lived together and owned everything in common,; they
sold their goods and possessions and shared out the proceeds among
themselves according to what each one needed. (Acts 2:44-45)

The largest arena of undeveloped surface space on this planet is the
continent of Antarctica. This continent should become a UN trust with this
immense and fragile territory being held in common by all member states.
Research, weather data, and other information from the continent should be
jointly shared by all UN members. In October, 2007, the United Kingdom, in
what was called legal bookkeeping, claimed an economic zone off the coast of
Antarctica. This is counter to the treaty that bans all economic activity and
proclaims Antarctica as a zone for peaceful research. To date, this cooperative
recognition has worked quite well for nations within relatively close proximity
(South Africa, Australia, New Zealand, Chile and Argentina) and those with
broader scientific research interests (U.S., United Kingdom, Russia, China,
etc.).
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Economic interests may begin to make claims and even eco-tourism (at
rates of 50,000 visitors per year) are expected to rise. The frozen continent
appeals to travelers who see cruises to this destination as exciting and perhaps
educational as well. Such volume in such sensitive though vast territory could
result in potential trashing of fragile areas. Previous international accords such
as the Montreal Protocol** have successfully addressed air pollution problems.

The five nations with interest in the northern polar regions (Russia,
Canada, United States, Norway, and Denmark) lay claims to portions of that
Arctic region. With global warming, a summer "Northwest Passage" is opening
an easy trade route, a five-century dream. The Arctic Ocean floor has
immense highly-sought oil and gas reserves.

Funding: An "International Polar Authority" should regulate scientific,
commercial or tourist businesses in the polar regions, and be used to operate
patrol planes and boats in Antarctica -- and ought to be funded by funds from
Arctic oil and GDF leases.

c. Enclosure of the Commons by Privatization

In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of
unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial
complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and
will persist.

President Dwight D. Eisenhower, 1961 Farewell Address

Some of us are torn between a sense of patriotism for the founding
fathers and the American Revolutionary War, and yet a secondary theme of
displacement of the Native American cultures seems to haunt us. Attitudes are
now so ingrained that the challenge is to review the evolving concept of
Common Good.

1. American Attitudes about Land

The true friend of property, the true conservative, is he who insists that
property shall be the servant and not the master of the commonwealth. The
citizens of the United States must effectively control the mighty commercial
forces which they themselves called into being. (Theodore Roosevelt, 1908)

The commons is under relentless attack today by the privatizers who
include everyone from bankers receiving handouts in American unregulated
terrain, oligarchs in Russia, princelings in China and India, and Middle East
wealthy classes. Victims of global privatization hope that their children may be
employed or win a lottery and turn into wealthy plutocrats. Let us return to
the painful history of what feeds these virtually impossible dreams, the
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skipping moves on a Monopoly board filled with hotels.

The arguments of Naomi Klein's The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster
Capitalism,> are a propos privatization. Klein points out that the
fundamentalist philosophy of so-called "free market capitalism" was advanced
by the originator of the shock or crisis concept, Milton Friedman, from the
1970s to well into the twenty-first century. This economic philosophy involves
the manipulation of existing or created crises to draw attention away from
people who stood for the public interest or commons. It is a global
phenomenon as stated by Klein, who traces the use of crisis in nation after
nation -- Chile, Argentina, Uruguay, Bolivia, China, Poland, Russia and South
Africa. This has also occurred in the U.S., through Reaganomics starting in the
1980s and into the twenty-first century. Granted, the American variety had
differences in approach; still the same conclusions result, namely privatization
of public property, deregulation, curbs in social protective networks, and free
market triumphs over government.

Many people prefer to work for the Common Good along with others;
however, other will drain from the common good for their own selfish gain.
Too often those explorers who came to the New World fit into the second
category. Some came and established viable communities; others came and
oppressed the indigenous Americans, unintentionally brought diseases to which
native population had low or no immunity, and brought concepts of private
land ownership that were foreign to native tribes. Europeans found native
American hunting grounds, village settlements, and meeting places regarded
as commons. Entire territories (such as the region embracing Kentucky) were
intertribal hunting grounds.

The Anglo-Saxon and German colonists and planters held strong
concepts about private land holdings. The philosopher, Eugene Hargrove says
that German tribes, which replaced the Celts in Northern Europe, included
"freemen" (the privileged within the tribes) who promoted specific land-
expansion practices.'® As overcrowding would occur in settled parts of Europe,
German freemen moved to border areas, drove away occupants and
established their own new "freehold" farmsteads. These freehold estates were
occupied initially with indefinite boundaries, but later under population
pressure sub-divided so entitlement or inheritance occurred within families
(with the eldest son receiving priority). Land went from commons to areas
concentrated in ever-fewer hands. Freeholder relatives became semi-free serfs
and through taxes the free people became tenants.

The English were slower than the Germans to undergo the transition to
feudalism. William the Conqueror found most English to be free people, but
abruptly imposed feudal conditions on the conquered. Saxon freedom as to
land became little more than an ideal although it shaped land use practices for
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centuries. The Saxon "shire" and "moot" continued to exist and have even
carried down to American counties and courts. Hargrove says that freemen
had absolute control over all matters pertaining to their own landholdings.
Modern American resource holders demanding to know what right others have
to tell them how to use their property are appealing to attitudes from Saxon
and German political forebears.

Landholding among German freemen was based on clearing and
developing a tract of land. Inheritance was not acquisition of land itself but
rather the "transferal of the right to acquire land through work."® The key was
land use, not land ownership. With decreasing mobility in the resident
population came various forms of land care. Nevertheless, freemen were
convinced that they could use or abuse land as deemed fitting. Hargrove sees
the American rural landholder as almost a prefeudal German freeman in his
attitudes. Did this attitude come across the Atlantic and traverse the North
American continent, and does it even stand ready to be extended into the
resource use of ocean floors?

John Locke, the philosopher, entered the picture. Land ownership did
not come explicitly from German and Saxon freeholder practices, but as an
English legal distinction after 1660. In his Two Treatises of Government, Locke
attempted to justify the Glorious Revolution of 1688 and the abolishment of
feudal payments. Previously, property rights were tied to inheritance and to
the divine right of kings, but Locke held that the people had a right to self-
preservation and to what they needed for subsistence. By mixing labor with a
natural object, land is owned by the laboring person. Locke held that God has
given Earth to people "in common." No one has an original or exclusive right
to the fruits of the earth, but human work (tilling, planting, improving,
cultivating) makes land the property of an individual. Without labor Earth has
little value; it gains worth through human improvement. However, people
should not deprive others of the means to self-preservation by overextending
their reach of property.

Locke also greatly influenced our founding fathers, as he considered the
right to property as grounded in nature but not secured there. One of the
state's primary ends is to preserve the right of property (something the more
wealthy American founding fathers were well aware of). These primary ends
included making laws governing the use, distribution and transfer of property.
However, society has little or no role in a person's resource management, and
no landholder need be told by another how to use what he or she owns.'® If a
government interferes with an individual's uncontrolled right to his property,
citizens are free to overthrow it. Locke further argued that there was enough
land for everyone and was perhaps thinking of the "infinite" American frontier.
His method of appropriation was enclosure of common lands by human labor -
- that which gave value to land through maximum agricultural productivity.
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But such thinking is fraught with ecological consequences.

Locke transferred the king's absolute-and-ultimate property rights to
each and every property holder (the divine right of wealth that extended in
republican America with time). However, the king's rights included
corresponding duties (noblesse oblige), which did not become evident for the
new private landholders. The king was obliged to consider the welfare of his
kingdom -- whereas resource holders do not necessarily even want to consider
the public interest with respect to resource use. Locke desired to empower
people and weaken government without lessening responsibility. Actually,
Locke admits that the individual's power to destroy his or her property is
restricced by a government that must see that this destruction does not
adversely affect others' property.'’

The Revolutionary War was a break with traditional Norman/ English
feudalism. The colonists strived to overthrow an oppressive autocratic royal
rule and replace it by a more democratic or participatory structure. Thomas
Jefferson saw this as a land reform movement exalting the principle of freehold
tenure based on Saxon and not on Norman common law.'® Thus he spoke of
allodial rights, according to which an estate is held by absolute dominion
without obligation to a superior. As early as 1774 he wrote that North America
belongs to the inhabitants and not to the crown. Elsewhere he stated that
individual society members may appropriate land found vacant, and that
occupancy gives title.®

Jefferson did not succeed in getting much of his Saxon land philosophy
into law, but some vestiges are found in the Ordinances of 1784 and 1787
permitting settlers to organize themselves into new states equal to those of the
original colonies, and thus rejecting the ideal of state-colony relationship,
which was what the Revolution was all about. Note that between 1781 and
1802 Virginia, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York and finally Georgia ceded
their western lands to the federal government. Also citizens could move freely
from state to state without passports. Jefferson championed the rights of
American small freehold farmsteads, but on terms of moral virtue and not
Saxon legal precedent.”® It is noteworthy that he purchased the Virginia
Natural Bridge -- the first act of nature preservation in America.

George Washington, the first U.S. president, was a wealthy -- if not the
wealthiest -- member of his society. His situation as a Virginia planter was
grounds under the newly formed republic for the exercise of citizenship
(voting, jury duty, etc.);?! the great North-South gentlemen's agreement
allowed the northern states' wealthy class (shipping, banking, stock-holding,
and manufacturing) to retain privileges just as southern plantation owners
could retain slaves. The influence of the federalist sense of privilege for the
wealthy held sway during the late 1780s and 1790s and only waned somewhat
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through the election of Jefferson (nonetheless a slaveholder) in 1800, before
being challenged during the Jacksonian 1830s era through the influence of
small Midwestern landholders.

Only gradually, state by state, did white male non-property holders
receive the right to vote and full citizenship. As already mentioned, that
citizen voting privilege was extended to black male ex-slaves, then to women,
then to Native Americans, and then to those from 18 to 21 years of age.
Oppression lingered within these colonies-turned-states, namely against people
of other religions, Native Americans and enslaved Africans. Expanding rights
depended at first on state legislative acts and eventually on federal
constitutional amendments; then in the twentieth century civil rights
legislation brought still more expansion of citizen privilege. It took eight
decades after the initial American government's formation and debates,
compromises and physical struggles in the halls of Congress, before the African
American freed slaves were included as citizens, and still another century to
give this privilege full acceptance.

While parts of the population gained greater access to freedom, a
counter movement of privatization of resources was occurring and actually
accelerating. In 1830 settlers who were on public land unsold as of 1829, were
allowed to buy it at $1.25 an acre, and by 1841 a prospective preemptive law
encouraged anyone to settle on public land and gave them the right to buy it
at a minimum price. In 1854, a Graduation Act offered at $1 per acre public
lands on the market and unsold for ten years, and at 12.5 cents per acre public
lands unsold for thirty years. By the time of the Civil War 70 million acres had
been sold, 68 million given as military support (generally repayment for war
service), and twice that amount allotted to the states themselves. The
Homestead Act of 1862 set still another type of policy -- free land under
certain conditions (160 acres free after five years' residence or $1.25 per acre
after six months' residence). The parcels were generally too small for farmers
who sought more land to cultivate.

Larger resource giveaways were coming. The 1873 Timber Culture Act,
the Desert Land Act of 1877 and the Timber and Stone Act of 1878 allowed
both individuals and corporations to acquire up to 1,120 acres of western land
each. Blatant abuse reduced this to 320 acres by 1889-91. Actually,
corporations had begun resource grabbing far earlier. The federal
government's need for funds had allowed the sale of million-acre Ohio tracts to
the Ohio Corporation and John Symnes in 1786 and 1788.?2 The Illinois
Central Railroad was granted several million acres of Mississippi, Alabama, and
Illinois in I850. The cross-country rail linkage Pacific Railroad Act of 1862 gave
even more away; for every mile of the Union Pacific-Central Pacific track laid,
twenty one-square-mile sections of a forty-square-mile tract on either side of
the railroad route were granted to the railroad. Between 1862 and 1871
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Congress granted 200 million acres of land to railroads, but construction-time
delays reduced that total to 131 million.*

The gold, silver and other rushes of the 1800s drew large corporations
into the mining business. Also during the period from 1867 to 1890 grasslands
in the Great Plains were opened to cattlemen and later to shepherds while the
Native Americans were removed from traditional hunting lands. By 1884
foreign corporations and individuals, mostly British, had acquired 20 million
acres of rangeland, but the boom collapsed due to the blizzard of 1885-87.
Cattle had increased from 150,000 head in 1860 to 4.5 million by 1880.%
Furthermore, the most massive land grab in world history played out at the
end of the century. From the first settlement in 1607 to 1870 some 407
million acres had been occupied and 189 million "improved;" from 1870 to
1900, 430 million acres were settled and 225 million were cultivated,
increasing farms during that period from 2.7 million to 5.7 million.
Accumulation of wealth occurred in this "Gilded Age"; by 1890, the richest 1
percent of Americans obtained the same total income as the bottom half of the
population. While homesteaders secured farmlands, still railroad lands were
four times that amount during this period. In the South, the percentages of
holdings worked by tenants as opposed to owners increased from 30 percent in
1870 to 70 percent in 1900.%

Throughout America's national expansion basic Anglo-Saxon attitudes
prevailed, even when other ethnic settlers became land holders. Through
America's westward expansion, local governments were set up in the early
English colonist legal tradition; landholders were often unthinking tyrants and
essentially acted like petty lords-of-the-manor. Land became a commodity
that could be bought, sold, or used at will. Government was created to protect
property rights and "wise use" groups challenged the right of government to
control their private land use. However, the widening of our understanding of
land use (wetlands, fragile coastal areas, and forests) for the common good
makes this conflict extremely important today. Property rights are pitted
against global environmental protection -- and must give way.

2. The Evolving Commons

Corporations have neither bodies to be punished nor souls to be
condemned. Eighteenth century British jurist, Edward Thurlow

In old English law, the common(s) was a parcel of land that was shared
by village residents for grazing and other purposes. This term commons can
be extended today to include the wealth and essential resources of this Earth
that are to be of use for the betterment of all people; they are not the
possession of individuals or a privileged few. Thus we can speak of things as
res communis or common to all. In counter distinction, in Roman law there is
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a res nullius, or those physical things that "have not or have never had" an
owner such as light or oceans; they may be regarded as not able to be reduced
to "property." However, with technical development or innovation damage can
occur that is equivalent to enclosure (air or an ocean can be polluted, or a tall
building can block another's access to view or solar light, a matter of legal
contention or negotiation).

In Roman law the res communis was held by the state and res nullius
was the property of no one. In modern law there is a confusion in these res
terms because some public things such as air waves can be appropriated by
individuals or groups for profit. In clarifying the concept of commons partly
through the advent of modern technology we realize that "commons" is not a
static concept but changes with time and changing uses. What is held by no
one can still be changed by malpractice and equivalently "enclosed." Our
evolving concept of commons respects the sacredness of the individual person
and still acknowledges that greedy individuals can become privileged,
economic nobles who consider that all power belongs to them -- and not to
others. Currently the laws of mining and transportation privileges often favor
them.

The Commons is the concrete embodiment of the Common Good (the
goal of all people of good will who believe in the act of sharing). Enduring
civilizations embody the Common Good, though tyranny has suppressed its
recognition for periods of time. Our founding fathers were aware of this and
argued for a government that respected the Common Good, that is, "life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness." However, theirs was a limited
perspective as a study of history confirms. '"Life, liberty and pursuit of
happiness" have been threatened by autocratic rule, slave traders and owners,
merciless factory managers, oppressive taxes and loans, takers of Indian lands,
snake oil salesmen, terrorists and outlaws, unsafe nuclear facilities and
weaponry, and on and on. The radical sharers of resources seek to confront
those who seek to "enclose" rain forests and the air itself.

Virtually all people regard some property as private (clothes, etc.) and
some as public (at least the air all about), but few agree on some final
delineation of commons and non-commons. Since some of the traditional res
nullius can be appropriated through sophisticated technologies (airspace or
specific bands of the electromagnetic spectrum), the arena of commons can
expand through liberal interpretation and be restricted through profit-making
endeavors and manipulation of legislative bodies. If the sea's far limits were
uncharted (for instance, before America's discovery by Columbus), we would
all most likely acknowledge that the Atlantic is a commons; if a navy base is
just beyond the horizon and ships are patrolling the sea, we speak of national
off-shore claims and fishing limits -- a restriction on what is commons.
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People need adequate nutritious food and potable water to survive;
the desire to keep warm (or cool) with fuel for cooking food is part of that set
of essentials along with adequate shelter and clothing. For the most part the
bulky essential items have always (until recent decades) been principally
available at the local level. Not allowing locally-produced goods to be used for
local needs (e.g., during the 1840s Irish Famine) is perhaps more exceptional
than the rule. Taking essential resources has been subject to biased
interpretations; Native American game areas would be called "unowned" by
early white colonists and yet the practice at the time was not regarded as
immoral. However, sensitivity grows with ever-more-scarce land resources.

Global compassion (suffering with others), in the wake of instant
communications and available rapid shipping, make distant people part of a
shrinking local "neighborhood." We learn of distant earthquakes in minutes,
and are moved by common decency to initiate relief efforts. This awareness of
concern for others extends beyond the human family to flora and fauna and
Earth herself: wilderness as skin, forest as lungs, fragile water sources as life
blood. Taking excessive private land for personal reasons is counter to this
communal sense often strongly held by primitive peoples who have much to
teach all of us.

Selfishness expressed as excessive privatization is confronted by a goal
of universal peace, prosperity and quality of life. Compassion is triggered
through sensitive awareness and actualized by a growing sense of communal
stewardship -- for when one human suffers, the entire human family suffers.
Compassion can become epidemic in the good sense; it becomes the hallmark
of radical sharing, and a sense of common good deepening our collective
consciousness. The poor and the homeless become ever more present among
the compassionate; their very suffering is a type of "commons," which belongs
to all people. Compassion is a learned experience of formal and informal
education alike.

Insensitivity blinds ones to an understanding of the Common Good; it
distances people from needs of others and focuses on individual material wants
that are never fully satisfied. The sin of affluence is precisely that it
desensitizes individuals to what affects others. This insensitivity manifests
itself in large holding of property, and especially land; it removes the holder
from realizing that some small-scale local landholdings are critical for satisfying
food and housing needs. Insensitivity leads to spiritual impoverishment and
results in attempts to establish security through such material means as
military defense and larger amounts of material wealth. The insensitive and
selfish regard sharing as impractical: "My steak would spoil before it reached
hungry Africans." However, grain to fatten beef cattle could be shipped to feed
the hungry. Sharing includes conserving resources and curbing wasteful
extravagance. The affluent engage in unsustainable practices; they see no
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need to share with others or with future generations. They lack a "commons
sense."

The Principle of Having Enough focuses primarily on essential needs of a
community as community -- and not as individuals. The concept of
"commons" understood by healthy sustaining local communities refutes outside
interference and also challenges private privilege. When missionaries followed
the colonial flag, they often preached what indigenous people lacked -- and as
colonialists failed to see that local people had Good News worth sharing with
the rest of the world. One gift of Good News is that indigenous people often
know how to take care of land in a communal manner -- not as outsiders and
not solely as individuals. A more communal concept of land leads to a better
understanding of a "commonwealth" of global proportions.

92

A commonwealth is a political unit (state, nation, etc.) founded on law
and united by compact or tacit agreement of the people for the Common
Good. Using this title are the British Commonwealth, Commonwealth of
Poland, Independent States (former Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) -- and
American states of Kentucky, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Virginia, along
with Puerto Rico. American citizens perceive little difference between
commonwealths and states. Combining the words "common" and "wealth"
indicates responsibility by citizens who must work with a properly functioning
government that defends the common good. For the citizen, the term
"commonwealth" triggers a spirited response, a sense of joint defense of the
public interest, and a value in shared benefits for all people.

Reflection: Limiting Private Property is Good Stewardship

Land is tangible, definable and able to be delineated. Sedentary people
were quick to define what nomads often regarded as open common space.
Private holdings are possible and often needed for food production and
residential lodging. Land misuse includes an atmosphere of absolute control
over acquiring, retaining, and using land -- an attitude fraught with absolutist
cultural traditions, which must be totally corrected. Proper land use in this
world of limited productive land must be reclaimed as acts of good communal
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stewardship. Thus proper land use is a shared responsibility of all people, not
just individualized stewardship of title-holders. Misuse of land is evident:
erosion through overgrazing and improper agricultural and mining practices;
enclosure of large amounts of land for private interests; unplanned
development and urbanization; and failure to reclaim damaged land.

Right to common land clashes with right to private property. An
enhanced sense of global land needs limits amounts of privately- controlled
land. Forests, wilderness, watersheds, and scarce food-producing areas are
essential as commons, not as self-proclaimed private landholding privilege.
Historically, land titles were liberally dispensed to colonists, homesteaders, and
railroad companies. However, an evolving concept of commons makes our
local community a global neighborhood -- and redistribution becomes a
communal stewardship issue and project. Many individuals lack resources
needed to reclaim land and thus the state must become the protector of these
people and the promoter of proper land use.

Chapter Four: Cultural Commons

There is one who keeps quiet, not knowing when to answer,
another keeps quiet, because he knows when to speak.
The wise will keep quiet till the right moment,
but a garrulous fool will always misjudge it. (Sirach 20:6-7)

A thriving culture is one where all parties share a common experience
and destiny. While air, water and land make certain spatial demands on those
concerned about the commons, here and in the next two chapters we will
discuss temporal considerations. A modern materialistic culture focused on
satisfying today's wants fails to see that past traditions have much value worth
preserving and celebrating. Granted, some traditional cultures still thrive,
especially at local or regional levels and among remaining primitive people not
yet touched by "development;" their message is to honor and respect the past
as of greater value than the weight of a culture-crushing, consumption-based
economy.

On the other hand, material consumption, especially by the wealthy who
are shielded by legal safeguards to current disparity of wealth, causes those
who lack to seek more material goods. This condition is exacerbated by rising
rates of disparity of wealth: the richest 1% never earned more than one-tenth
of the national income share in any year from 1952 to 1986 and then rocketed
to 18.3% in 2007. The figure was 18.4% in 1929.! Rather than redistributing
wealth to those in need, it is being retained in an uncritical manner in the
perverse materialistic culture of our day. The future is individual and short-
sighted at most, and past cultural value is often overlooked.
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Cultures are under attack and the need is to emphasize cultural rights for
all social beings. These include the right of free expression in religion and
cultural interchange. As social beings we seek to act in harmony and bond
ourselves together while making bridges between diverse groups. We seek to
enhance basic social capital as a common experience of joint cohesiveness
among people.? Just as our right to physical life includes rights to air, water,
and land for essential food and residential space, so we need to have our social
needs satisfied and thus have a right to a cultural commons stemming from
the past -- the grounds on which people are able to engage in community as
sharers with others of that which they find worth celebrating.

Cultural cohesiveness erodes through insensitivity: this is accelerated by
a disparity of wealth. This disparity is utterly corrosive to primitive and other
cultures based on spiritual values that are outside the global economic system.
Youth in primitive cultures are captivated by material progress and can easily
be led to abandon their heritage. Today, individual cultural expressions and
languages are as threatened as are plant and animal species. Defense of a
general cultural commons includes flourishing sub-cultures that have time-
honored traditions needing to be recognized, honored, protected, and
encouraged.

a) Infringement on Cultural Commons

He goes to bed a rich man, but never again: he wakes to find not a
penny left. (Job 27:19)

History shows how a breakdown has occurred rapidly when Western
colonizing (Portuguese spice trading, Spanish gold quests, French fur
gathering, English plantations of tobacco, tea and cotton, Dutch shipping) led
to extracting raw materials and then to imposition of colonist structures on
distant peoples. Native American cultures were subjected to destructive
influences, first of exotic diseases to which they had no immunity, and then of
abundant guns and alcohol. Capitalistic colonizing practices became threats to
native cultures and these have been recognized in recent time. Recalling and
preserving the values of past cultures is of utmost importance as heralds to an
emerging global culture that honors past cultures. Strategies at all levels of
society -- local, regional, national, international and overall global levels are
called for at this time.

World cultural treasures are under attack from a variety of sources: 1. air
pollution, which harms fragile cultural treasures; 2. development, which
commercializes public sites and privatize folklore that ought to be in the public
domain; 3. loss of local languages as a step to globalizing communications and
trade; and 4. discriminatory assaults on minority cultural and religious groups.
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1. Indifference to Preserving Treasures -- Global heritage sites need to
be recognized and protected from the current ravages of air pollution and acid
rain. Certain materials are more prone to attack than others, and so special
monitoring of our cultural heritage is needed. Some sites such as the
pyramids in Egypt, the Sistine Chapel, Mutua Picchu in Peru, and the Taj Mahal
at Agra, India, ought to be internationalized due to rising protection costs that
need to be shared by the entire world community.

Besides air pollution, indifference to protection of major cultural and
historic sites from poachers, relic hunters, and natural calamities must be
addressed. Merely designating an unprotected site as culturally significant
invites damage. After being described in the media, a 6,000-year old cave
painting in western Africa was ruined by spray paint. European conquerors and
thieves took ancient artifacts, parts of the Parthenon in Greece, many Middle
Eastern columns and memorials, and even parts of the Egyptian pyramids.
The "civilized" thieves considered themselves entitled, since being citizens of
developed countries supposedly entitled them to treat loot with finesse.
Cultural protection must include limiting tourist numbers, for carrying capacity
is often exceeded. King Tut's burial site has shown signs of deterioration
through tourist activity, as has the paleolithic cave paintings of Lascaux,
France (closed to the public due to fungus brought by visitors).
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We can experience the destruction of culture first hand. Ed Miller, a
Jesuit language teacher and friend, was doing research in Rome during the
summer of 1972 when this author was passing through; he had access to
investigate the Colosseum grounds -- and I was his working associate. We
lifted an ancient stone and found the side facing the earth had crisp and
clear inscriptions; on the side facing the atmosphere, the writings were
melting like ice sculpture -- culture vanishing before our eyes.

Again, when living in Washington during the 1970s this author would
jog around the various national shrines and monuments on Saturdays.
What was startling was that in passing the Lincoln Memorial I could hear
marble sizzling by acid-laden air on warm humid summer days. A cultural
heritage was dissolving.

Religious shrines deserve protection, even if not of one's specific
religious beliefs. Many shrines are magnets that draw large numbers of
pilgrims to specific locations and events. Often these sites and events involve
beautiful-but-fragile settings. We may not visit the actual sites, but we still
ought to help ensure safety and protection of religious participants and the
respective shrines themselves.
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2. Commercial Development of Cultural Sites and Artifacts -- Historic
sites are worth preserving when considered of great significance by certain
cultural, national or regional groups. Modern development and economic
pressures infringe on battlefield sites near urban areas, along with historic
buildings or cultural grounds. Developers and commercial interests tend to
play down or ignore historic significance of such sites, or of birthplaces and
residences of recognized personages (e.g., civic leaders, reformers, artists, or
inventors). The same patterns are seen in minimizing ecological value of
wilderness areas for the sake of exploited resources that are phrased as
"benefits." Commercial stories are often more enticing than money-short
historic or cultural presentations. When presented well, highlighting local
historic and cultural sites enhances tourist value and pride of communities.
Such sites include places of early settlements that include tales of colonists'
sacrifice and ingenuity.

When the story is good enough to arouse curiosity, the very historic sites
can be commercialized -- and privatized. Often access comes at exorbitant
fees: Williamsburg, Virginia, costs over $50 for an adult ticket and is priced
beyond the ability of the average tourist to pay; both public and private
camping facilities have escalating entrance fees. Morris Island, a major Civil
War battle site, is being turned over to private developers. In many cases
authenticity of sites is lost through commercialization. Furthermore, profit
motivation drives companies to sequester folklore and cultural artifacts:
children's stories, ditties, poems, and games. Privatizing is an inherent erosion
of the cultural commons. A recent trend is that the children's world of games,
fairy tales, nursery rhymes and songs has been privatized by entertainment
companies -- even "Happy Birthday" is copyrighted. Among the stories that
Disney has come to control beyond Mickey Mouse and Winnie the Pooh are the
ancient tales Robin Hood, Sleeping Beauty, Hunchback of Notre Dame, Davy
Crockett, Beauty and the Beast, Cinderella, and Snow White. Incidentally,
while taking many from the public domain, the number of Disney stories added
to the public domain is "none."?

3. Loss of Ancestral Language -- Cultural heritage and expression are
threatened and endangered species. When communities break down over the
profit-motivated quest for money a traditional culture will soon break down.
First, in the act of assimilation people will neglect to record songs, dances and
other cultural expressions even within their communities and family. This is
especially true when a primitive language ceases to be spoken. On January
21, 2008, Marie Smith, the last speaker of the Eyak language in Alaska died; a
last-of-a-language death occurs about three times a month. Youth in sensitive
pockets of threatened culture prefer to speak the predominant language of the
region and are often embarrassed about their parents' tongue. The UN reports
that, at current rates of disappearance, within this twenty-first century half of
the seven thousand languages of the world will vanish -- three per month.
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Language loss is a major concern among cultural preservationists. A
map shows thirteen major hot spots of this disappearance of human knowledge
and history: Northwestern U.S./Canada, Southwestern Oklahoma, Northern
Central and Southern South America, Southern and Eastern Africa, Northern
Australia, Western Melanesia, Taiwan-Philippines, Southeastern Asia, Eastern
Siberia and Central Siberia. Five of these are areas of severe loss including our
Pacific Northwest. Some languages are down to a handful of users (e.g.,
Wichita, three speakers). In order to address this tragic loss of culture, the
Living Tongues Institute for Endangered Languages is working with a National
Geographic project.*

4. Globalization Assault on Cultures -- A lack of seeing the worth of a
culture leads to an indifference that can affect people in noticeable ways.
Intolerance creeps in, hospitality slackens, and discrimination occurs in subtle
ways. Military struggles bring on resentment and hatred, and bullying and
friction increase, especially against minority groups in a country. Religion
involves more than private spiritual practice; it is the public manifestation of
one's beliefs; it involves acknowledging a Supreme Being, acts of reverence,
petition, contrition, and gratitude. These religious expressions become cultural
treasures.

Globally, public practice by one or other group is restricted and
accusations of false acts encouraged (e.g., blasphemy laws in Pakistan and
Iran) by the dominant religion's adherents; curtailment can even include
threats to life or imprisonment. Our country was founded on separation of
church and state; early colonies restricted religious groups as set by
established churches or first settlers. American constitutional guarantees of
freedom of worship did not erase the barriers to Catholics and Jews for
decades. Pity the convert to Christianity in Afghanistan. Annually, human
rights organizations list restrictions on various religious groups in different
countries. Most often at the bottom of the list is North Korea; also close by is
Saudi Arabia, which limits public worship to Moslem practices alone, and only
permits private worship by individuals or small groups. China places limits on
religious groups and restricts public Christian worship to approved places of
worship and by approved religious leaders using approved sacred texts.

Concerns mentioned here are receiving national and UN attention (see
Chapter Nine for human rights violations among migrants and refugees). What
is evident is that often cultural restrictions have economic ramifications, for
discrimination often accompanies minorities with lower income. Often
governments are reluctant to take steps to defend the oppressed because
majority groups dictate legal and regulatory priorities. Cultural and religious
discrimination is embarrassing and often left hidden.
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b) Actions to Reclaim Cultural Commons

I will make you the light of the nations so that my salvation will reach to
the ends of the Earth. (Isaiah 49:6b)

Culture defines a civilization -- and peoples of all times and places as
well. The culture of one people is of value to all, and thus is part of a common
heritage that beckons us to share and to respect as part of what makes us who
we are. Honoring past cultures allows us to see deficiencies of our current
materialistic one. Let us see cultural history as a partial judge of the present
moment, and insist that we do not forget the greatness of the past along with
its shortcomings. Neglecting culture harms the Common Good and associated
human treasures that we hold dear.

1._ Establish Local Celebrations -- Actions to preserve our cultural
"capital" range from individual to cooperative efforts. Individual members can
preserve family culture: by constructing family trees through genealogical
research using current Internet resources; by passing on keepsakes,
photographs with proper identification, and written reflections and family
histories; by organizing family reunions; and by recording elders and
preserving their recorded conversations through audio or videotape. We will
not be around forever and so: the sooner recorded the better.

At the local community level the following ought to be considered:
support county fairs and annual community events; afford opportunities for
scattered former residents to return and reestablish ties. Those members
gifted in music, story-telling, and entertaining youngsters have special chances
to excel.

2. Regional Cultural Sites -- Certain places ought to be recognized as
having significance both to outsiders and to residents, who strive to sharpen
their sense of regional pride and history. Identify historic and cultural sites
and have them marked and publicized -- to a limited degree because
publicizing unprotected sites can incite vandalism. In preparation for
Kentucky's 200th anniversary, this writer sought to undertake a project of
identifying all old cabins and homes constructed when Kentucky was part of
Virginia (before 1792). The project, entitled "Virginian Houses," was
abandoned after being discouraged by the state historical society; the agency
argued that identification would be the kiss of death to various isolated and
unprotected structures.

With higher maintenance costs today, the challenge is to find resources
to preserve and protect sites, and still make them accessible to the public. The
problem goes beyond the local community and region; this can involve
national cultural treasures and be thrown into competition for limited financial
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resources. Many funders regard cultural preservation as of lower importance
than other immediate needs -- and are forgetful of longer- range benefits that
may accrue. Protection of archeological sites from vandals and thieves takes
protective barriers and active policing. Funding from adequate recreational
fees and promotion could allow many sites to pay for themselves.

3. Green Tourist Guidelines -- By the twenty-first century, tourism, the
world's fastest growing service industry during prosperous periods, has
approached an annual one trillion dollar business on the global scale. Although
tourism thrives where sites, transportation, and lodging are maintained, still
the welcoming attitude of people is of immense importance. In order to
respect native cultures, green tourist guidelines include:

#% Be aware that the carrying capacity of certain regions is exceeded by
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excessive tourism that puts stress on land, roads, waste facilities, and the flora and

fauna;

#% Curtail distance travel as petroleum supplies diminish; while luxury
travel is at the heart of the airlines economy, still conserving limited petroleum
supplies for more essential purposes comes first;

#% Pack out and dispose properly of what you pack in;

#% Encourage infrequent long-distance trips (one such trip per decade or
per lifetime) and substitute virtual travel using Internet videotapes or printed
travelogues, especially for wilderness tours;

% Emphasize travel closer to home using bikes or walking tours where
possible ("stay-cations");

#% Curb all-terrain vehicle use in fragile areas, and declare such areas off
limits to all for recuperative periods of time;

#% Initiate a three-part cultural preservation program that focuses on
tourist satisfaction, preservation of the culture and environment, and just
compensation for local workers;

% Promote the region's natural flora and fauna as well as cultural and
geological highlights; and

#% Train tour guides in cultural highlights and local ecology.

4. Language Revitalization Programs -- Programs could be undertaken on
national or international levels to oversee the preservation of endangered
languages. These include recording surviving native speakers and preparing
dictionaries and other materials made available through national or regional
libraries and cultural centers. A community of indigenous people speaking a
native language is the best way to preserve threatened languages but who
wants to preserve a dying culture? Our cultural respect ought to extend to
keeping languages flourishing; this has been achieved with "Language
Revitalization programs.”
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Funding: Language preservation is urgently needed from the GDF
(about $1 billion) for endangered language preservation: recording materials
for the three hundred most endangered languages is top priority; developing
dictionaries and archival materials is another for a broader range of
endangered languages.

5. UNESCO Cultural Sites -- The quality of our lives is enhanced by
flourishing, diverse cultures -- for in diversity comes richness of human
expression. The basic mission of UN Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO) is to contribute to sustainable human development in
a culture of peace underpinned by tolerance, democracy and human rights,
through programmes and projects in UNESCQO's fields of competence:
education, the natural and social sciences, culture and communication and
information.

Many cultural sites ought to be declared global heritage areas with
protection for safe travel and accommodations. These are actually far more
numerous than one first conceives.® Just as recognition of local sites when left
unprotected invites vandalism, so it is all the more possible at the global level.
However, global recognition, along with adequate promotion and protection,
may tap into an expanding tourist trade; with time these sites ought to pay for
themselves by bringing in the multitudes and their fees. In poorer areas,
tourist fees may be insufficient to maintain such sites; broader maintenance
funds may be necessary.

Such heritage sites include the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, St. Peter's in
Rome, Saint Sophia in Istanbul, the Taj Mahal in India, and Angkor Wat in
Cambodia. The Smithsonian Institution lists ten endangered global cultural
treasures including Visoki Decani Monastery in Kosovo and Jaisalmeer Fort in
India.° The religious and cultural requirements, activities and fund-raising
could continue, and worship times and space would be respected. Praying at
or near the site would expand the sense of global social capital -- our common
brother- and sisterhood.

Funding: UNESCO cultural site preservation is in great need of funding
today. The number of these defined global sites could be increased to the
degree that money would allow for guards, guides, preservationists, and
promotion people. An annual GDF ($2 billion) would give high priority to
threatened sites; added tourist fees and donations could help maintain the
sites as well.

c) A Clash of Attitudes on Matters of Wealth

Must I hold a man honest who measures with false scales
and a bag of faked weights. (Micah 6:11)
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The attitude that clashes with traditional culture(s) is a wanton
materialistic consumption culture. The goal of upwardly mobile Chinese and
Indians is to imitate Western culture with private vehicles, spacious homes,
and electronic appliances and gadgets of all sorts. Consumption culture is a
dream, but the devil is in the details. This culture is enticing and addictive for
the consumer who is never satisfied; one vehicle calls for a truck, a camper, a
boat, and on and on. It is the "on and on" that drains the world's resources,
causes resulting pollution, and turns individuals from common concerns to
enhancement of possessions.

Institutes vie for the attention of these want-to-be wealthy folks.
Movies, novels, talk shows, and songs are directed to their support. A culture
of comfort soon results. Educational institutions and even retreat houses vie
for students through more luxurious settings and parking lots; prosperity
churches thrive and their leaders become court chaplains of the rich; American
legislators clamor to appease their major donors even when talking their
fiscally- conservative lingo. All the while the slippery road to bankruptcy
continues, with projected Congressional Budget Office U.S. indebtedness of
215% of GDP by 2039.’

The struggle within our civilization is over attitudes, and so often this
focus is on material wealth, its acquisition and retention, whether by honest
work, force, deception, bribery, or other means. Challenging the materialistic
attitudes, whether from a frontal attack on accumulated wealth or a subtle
promotion of spiritual alternatives, is always a tough decision. The cultural
clash over attitudes reaches far into the tangle of credit ratings, ATMs and loss
of confidential information on the Internet, ubiquitous advertisements and TV
channel choice, free trade and tariffs, carbon taxes and cap-and-trade. Add to
this the fact that rational discourse is limited because materialistic attitudes
carry with them addictive behavior. Furthermore, democratic process is at risk
when vast sums of money buy elections through the influence of hidden
wealthy sources. Tackling wealth and materialism is at the heart of the
problem at all levels.

1. Personal Attitudes about Wealth

Then Jesus insisted, "My children,” he said to them "how hard it is to
enter the kingdom of God! It is easier for a camel to pass through the eye of a
needle than for a rich man to enter the kingdom of God." (Mark 10:24)

Difference 1: Greed versus sharing. Only a rare individual is not
affected by wealth, whether that be wealth that he or she has, or wealth that is
coveted. Material wealth leads to greed and insensitivity, but those coveting
wealth may be more prone to anger, for they discover opportunities denied by
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their situation and circumstance. The wealthy and poor alike are candidates
for addiction; in a materialistic culture those people who have much simply
want more, since ho amount of material goods is truly satisfying. The upwardly
mobile desire to be millionaires, to be billionaires, and to be multi-billionaires
and still more. Insecurities reign, for material 