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Editorial


”The world is too much with us; late and soon, / Getting and spending,
we lay waste our powers;— / Little we see in Nature that is ours” –
wrote the English poet William Wordsworth at the height of the
Industrial Revolution, disillusioned with the world and the smoke of
rampant modernity that kept seizing ever larger stretches of land. We
face similar challenges now, but with a much greater awareness of change
and, above all, of its inevitability. The climate crisis imposes many
questions and makes us think deeply about the essence of the
relationship between human and nature, as well as the interpenetration
of both worlds. We have become accustomed to treating nature
instrumentally, exploiting its resources as if they were to remain
inexhaustible, and at the same time turning to it in difficult moments,
seeking consolation. The “Green” issue of “Herito” is an attempt to look
at mutual relations while giving up the anthropocentric perspective. The
“Green” heritage, which consists not only of flora and fauna, but also
of art and architecture inspired by it, requires additional care today.
The Doomsday Clock is about to strike midnight and only radical
solutions can turn it back.


Jacek Purchla

Editor‑in‑chief
  
Worth a look
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Hundertwasser‑Schiele


Leopold Museum, Vienna 

Until 31 August 2020
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Friedensreich Hundertwasser, The Big Way, 1955
© Belvedere, Vienna


Friedensreich Hundertwasser (1928–2000) shaped 20th-century art as a painter, designer of living spaces and pioneer of the environmental
movement. His life-long, intense exploration of the personality and
oeuvre of Egon Schiele (1890–1918) is largely unknown. Today, 20 years
after Hundertwasser’s death, the Leopold Museum is dedicating an
exhibition, conceived as a dialogue, to these two iconic artists.


www.leopoldmuseum.org
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Otto Prutscher. Universal Designer of Viennese Modernism


MAK (Museum of Applied Arts), Vienna 

Until 11 October 2020
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Otto Prutscher, Facade of the Lorenshof municipal building, Vienna 1927
© Archivio Famiglia Otto Prutscher, Mailand


Otto Prutscher (1880–1949) was an architect and designer, an
exhibition designer, teacher, and member of all the important arts and
crafts movements – from the Secession to the Werkbund. 70 years after
Prutscher’s death, exhibition explores his complex creative work and
his role in the development of Viennese Modernism. The show was
inspired by the collector Hermi Schedlmayer’s generous gift of 139
designs, objects, and furniture by Prutscher.


mak.at
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Richard Neutra. California Living


Wien Museum, Vienna 

Until 20 September 2020
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Richard Neutra, Miller House, Palm Springs, 1936/37
© David Schreyer / Wien Museum


In October of 1923, Richard Neutra (1892–1970) from Vienna made his
way to the United States – just a few years later, he created Lovell
Health House, an icon of California Modernism. It made him one of the
most famous architects of his time. Fifty years after Neutra’s death,
the Wien Museum approaches the work and significance of the architect.


www.wienmuseum.at
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Meet Bulgarian Modern Artists through the Collection of National Gallery in Bulgaria


Kvadrat 500, National Gallery, Sofia 

Until 31 December 2020
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Nikolay Abrashev, Composition – Earth
© National Gallery of Bulgaria


Through the collection of National Gallery in Bulgaria, curator
Boryana Valchanova, PhD, tells the story of Bulgarian painting.
Virtual exhibition now available in Google Arts & Culture consists
of following chapters: “Anticipating the Twentieth Century – The Art
Changing Narratives”, “Bulgarian Impressionists”, “Modernism and
the National Idea” and “Variety of Individual Artistic Concepts”.


g.co/arts/7voowGm2LZzDx3yc6
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Brno as a Suburb of Vienna


Moravian Gallery, Brno 

(permanent exhibition)
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© MG


On the timeline of the “long” 19th century (1789–1914), the exhibition
introduces artistic links between the Moravian and Austrian
metropolises. The exhibition combines free and applied arts in a balanced way: apart from paintings, statues and works on paper it
showcases examples of period furniture, porcelain and ceramics, glass,
textiles and fashion, jewellery and cast iron.


www.moravska-galerie.cz
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Dusk and Brightness. Created Nature


Olomouc Museum of Art, Olomouc 

Until 13 September 2020
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Otakar Nejedlý, Forest
© MUO


The exhibition presents a set of art works from the Olomouc Museum of
Art collections – paintings, sculpture, drawings and graphics. The
curators’ choice is integrating the theme of nature; nature created
and born from the imagination of the artists from the 18th to 21st
century. The darkness and the light, the brightness and the dusk are
the perpetual constants as well as the most significant symbols of the
world’s duality and duality of its perception.


www.muo.cz
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Photoblock | Central Europe in Photo Books


Olomouc Museum of Art, Olomouc 

Until 4 October 2020
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© MCK


The history of the 20th century narrated through photobooks is amazing
and intriguing. The dreams of Central European artists, utopian
visions of the future, struggle for independence, and documents of
everyday life mix here with propaganda, tragedy, and war. Viewed
through the prism of photobooks, Central Europe is both beautiful and
brutal, touching and shocking. The exhibition, originating in
International Museum in Krakow, covers over a hundred years of Central
Europe’s history focusing on the most ground-breaking, most
interesting and beautiful pieces.


www.muo.cz
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Hannah Arendt and the Twentieth Century


German Historical Museum, Berlin 

Until 18 October 2020
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Hannah Arendt at Wesley University, 1961/62
© Wesleyan University Library


The exhibition aims to trace Arendt’s observations on contemporary
history and introduce to the public a life and work that mirrors the
history of the twentieth century: totalitarianism, anti-Semitism, the
situation of refugees, the Eichmann trial in Jerusalem, the political
system and the racial segregation in the U. S., the student movement
and feminism. Arendt frequently expressed her views on current events
as a public intellectual, often sparking fierce controversy.


www.dhm.de
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Plants and Animals. Atlases of Natural History in the Age of Linnaeus


International Cultural Centre in Krakow 

Until 18 October 2020
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© Paweł Mazur
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© Paweł Mazur


The exhibition is the eleventh joint initiative of the ICC and the Scientific Library of the Polish
Academy of Arts and Sciences and the Polish Academy of Sciences in
Kraków, as well the first project in collaboration with the Institute
of Systematics and Evolution of Animals of the Polish Academy of
Sciences. The rich collection includes more than 40 atlases of flora
and fauna (both open volumes as well as individual pages), close to
400 works with images of fish, over 90 original large-sized boards
with images of birds and plants. On display will also be previously
not exhibited amazing editions of prints and folios, such as the works
of the famous botanist Maria Sybilla Merian, Georges Cuvier, Eleazar
Albin, François Le Vaillant, and a famous work by Ulisses Aldrovandi.


mck.krakow.pl
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Travel around Central Europe


International Cultural Centre in Krakow
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International Cultural Centre in Krakow invites you to enjoy their
special virtual exhibition. It is called “Travel around Central
Europe”; ICC invites you to a journey through this Europe that they
know from the inside out. A new imaginary journey was planned three
times a week, both on their website and on social media. Each new post
is a visit to either real or imaginary place, telling stories about
artists, buildings, cities and regions. About Central European art and
architecture, which we have been showing for years in ICC Gallery at
25 Rynek Główny in Krakow.


mck.krakow.pl/travel-around-central-europe
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Like a Dream! Emil Orlik in Japan


Manggha Museum, Krakow 

Until 15 October 2020
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Emil Orlik, Kurumaya (Japanese rickshaw driver), 1900

© Manggha


Emil Orlik (1870–1932), Czech artist of Jewish descent – painter,
draughtsman, printmaker working in all techniques, theatre set and
costume designer (e.g. for Max Reinhardt), poster artist, book
designer and illustrator, bookplate artist, and teacher – worked in
his native Prague, in Vienna and in Berlin. Orlik visited Japan twice,
in 1900–1901 and 1911–1912. It was, however, his first journey, which
lasted ten months, that proved crucial and deeply inspiring.


manggha.pl
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Boris Bućan. Posters


International Cultural Centre in Krakow

Until 16 August 2020
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Posters by Boris Bućan from the collection of the Museum of Contemporary
Art in Zagreb


Boris Bućan is a painter and graphic designer who in the late 1960s
became one of the first Croatian artists to gravitate towards art in
public space and to create Yugoslavian pop-art. Bucan went down in
history for his work in the centre of Zagreb such as painting a pavement or painting murals on building walls went down in history.
The current show of Boris Bućan’s work will comprise a series of his
ten best-known large-scale theatre posters dating from the 1970s and
1980s.


mck.krakow.pl
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Serbian Modernism 1880−1950


National Gallery of Slovenia, Ljubljana 

Until 6 September 2020
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Uroš Predić, Elder Brother Teaches the Younger to Keeps His Balance,
1878

© NGSlo


The works of art selected from the rich collection of the Gallery of
Matica Srpska in Novi Sad represent the mirror of the Serbian
Modernism. Within the ramification of European culture Serbian
Modernism occupies a deserved place, since it had followed immediately
the most recent phenomena within European Modernism and thus reflects
Serbian culture in the light of European culture.


www.ng-slo.si
  
There may not be any heritage in the future


Professor Ewa Bińczyk talks to Przemysław Witkowski


If we look at things in terms of man’s exceptional hyper-agency, then it
seems more than natural that we should combine it with the category of
responsibility, not arrogance. Because if the power of our species
allows us to transform planetary systems, to modify something that has
been subject to certain natural cycles for millions of years, then we
must take responsibility for it.


Przemysław Witkowski: The title “Herito” refers to heritage. What are
the prospects that there will be people to whom we will be able to pass
it on?


Ewa Bińczyk: Good question. We are all so agitated about the 500+
programme and we want to have more children in the country, but do we
really care about them? After all, it is clear that the youngest
generation is ignored when it comes to political priorities. I am not at
all surprised that the young generation takes part in the Youth Climate
Strikes or Extinction Rebellion activities. In my opinion, they are
right to be sincerely concerned about the dangers of the future. The
debate about the planetary environmental crisis shows that there is not
only a risk of losing nature, but also a risk of losing the future. This
is an exceptional threat because it is very well documented empirically
by natural sciences. This is something new, different from previous
disaster-mongering, which has recurred from time to time in human
history.


Looking at the reaction to COVID-19 and
the climate crisis it is easy to see which age group is in power. The
reaction to the disease, which is affecting seniors especially, is
global panic. The reaction to the climate crisis, which can take away
the future of the young generation, is much weaker. Do you notice such a pattern?


Please note how paradoxical it is: we are all currently living in a state of hibernation or suspension, because we have been deprived of the
future, of the possibility of planning. Everyone says that it would be
good to know when it will end. But in the pandemic the prospect of
having no future is temporary, only a few weeks or months. Commentators
speak about two years at the most. And in the debate on climate change
we are talking about a quite real, complete loss of the future for other
species and ecosystems, but also of the future of all of civilisation.
At stake in the game is that our economic order to which we are
attached, our values and lifestyles – what we call civilisation – will
not be sustainable by the end of this century. With the coronavirus we
panic and serious measures have been taken. We are suffering from a short-term loss of the future, and the threat of losing the future in
general hardly impresses anyone (especially the decision makers).
Meanwhile, if business as usual in the economy, meaning high-carbon and
resource-intensive practices, is continued, it means our end.


In the debate on climate change we are talking about a quite real,
complete loss of the future for other species and ecosystems, but also
of the future of all of civilisation.


Are we then on the way to the extinction of life on Earth? Or is it
rather man who will be extinct?


At the moment there is a high probability that we are living in the era
of the sixth great extinction. But we’re not talking about the loss of
life as such. Earth system science stresses that life forms are
changing. Some life will survive. At stake, however, is the life of the
Holocene era, our agriculture, the species we know, our practices, our
ways of life, and how we have arranged our ecological niche.


But doesn’t calling this epoch Anthropocene presuppose the claim that
man has transformed the biosphere in such a way that we can talk about a completely new era?


Homo sapiens as a species have become the driving force influencing
geological processes and planetary systems, transforming them. The
biosphere; the atmosphere; the hydrosphere; the lithosphere. So how else
do you call it? This claim didn’t come out of nowhere. It came from
hundreds of studies, conducted by thousands of scientists, within
projects to assess the intersection of Earth systems. These projects led
to the so-called Second Copernican Revolution – a huge paradigm shift in
Earth science, in the way of thinking about our planet. It turned out
that we should see all these systems I just spoke about as
interconnected and mutually dependent, and it turned out to be a myth
that they will self-regulate no matter how much human impact there is.
After the Second World War, the impact of homo sapiens assumed such
proportions that, according to scientists, regeneration of the Earth
will no longer be possible. We actively processed three quarters of the
biosphere. More than fifty percent of ice-free land has been
appropriated and processed by man. We have a serious problem with ocean
acidification. As for carbon dioxide, the current scale of emissions has
not been known for millions of years. These are irreversible processes.
Naturalists say these are changes unknown for hundreds of thousands,
millions of years.


What does that mean to us as a species?


Humankind developed in the Holocene era, which has been going on for
about 11,700 years. In terms of parameters such as precipitation and
temperature, the Holocene was an extremely stable epoch. The stake of
the game is tipping points – breakthroughs and the risk of knocking our
planet out of the relatively stable state of equilibrium that
characterised the Holocene. That’s why scientists are so concerned about
it. One species, homo sapiens, has become a planetary force that
redefines the feedback system throughout the Earth. This is problematic
for the stratigraphers because they are used to epochs that changed
under the impact of great events visible in the stratigraphic layers.
From their point of view, the change of the geological epoch must be
visible synchronously across the globe. And such a marker of
Anthropocene may be, for example, radioactive fallout. Sometimes plastic
is also named. This is mainly about the changes we made in the era of
the “great acceleration” after the Second World War. This scale of
destabilising on planetary systems and all-embracing degradation has no
analogy in history. There has never been such a thing on Earth. As
researchers write, “we are entering the era of terra incognita,” of
changes so violent that even the most affluent countries will not be
able to adapt to them.



  [image: ]



prof. Ewa Bińczyk

© Archiwum prywatne


Isn’t that to a certain extent a strange catastrophic humanism? Huge
power is attributed to man here. A bit in the spirit of the Gaia
concept, where man is the only animal that can destroy the entire
planet, but also the only one that can save it from a meteorite, a comet, he is a kind of white blood cell…


That would be a very optimistic vision, and I don’t think that’s really
how it looks. Rather, Earth system science says that the planet loses
resilience – endurance, resistance. “Global change is real and happening
now,” write the researchers. In 2050, there will be more plastic in the
oceans than fish. By manufacturing artificial fertilisers, we are
producing more nitrogen than is produced by natural processes on Earth.
There are a lot of such examples. We’re not really a white blood cell,
but a pathogen that poses a threat to itself. You are right that the
debate is very narcissistically anthropocentric because we are still
talking about “us”. And many of the participants do not like it,
especially the humanists. You can sometimes even feel tons of arrogance
from natural scientists. They talk about how powerful homo sapiens
have become! Let’s look at these changes!


We’re not really a white blood cell, but a pathogen that poses a threat
to itself.


We are reversing the history
of natural conditions! We are changing them! We are putting an end to
bad things! Incredible! One species! And this delight in human
efficiency has several dimensions. As a philosopher, I would stress that
if we look at things in terms of man’s exceptional hyper-agency, then it
seems more than natural that we should combine it with the category of
responsibility, not arrogance. Because if the power of our species
allows us to transform planetary systems, to modify something that has
been subject to certain natural cycles for millions of years, then we
must take responsibility for it. Perhaps we will never be mature enough
to responsibly use the power of the technology we possess. The
extraction of fossil fuels; the possibilities of agriculture; the use of
fertilisers. We know we’ve crossed at least four planetary boundaries.
It’s time we took responsibility for that. We need some kind of
all-planetary “we” for that.


But how? Compulsion? An externalised religious commandment? For the time
being, all I see is building a huge sense of guilt and climate
depression in people for not being self-limiting and ecological enough,
and nothing changes in the world at large…


The empirical data are so grave and frightening that they can cause
paralysis and increase discouragement, which would be very bad. You’re
right, it could reinforce the already prevailing stagnation. But we
can’t begrudge scientists for doing their job and warning us, being
aware of the scale of the threat; for being frustrated with
disinformation campaigns sponsored by the fuel industry. They don’t know
how to communicate it to humanity either. They are not specialists in
social movements. Many have abandoned their scientific careers and
become activists anyway. As a sociologist, I believe in the division of
social labour. This is what journalists are for, after all: to give a true picture of the gravity of the situation. And in this respect, we
have experienced radical changes in Poland for several years. We may
complain that they are too weak and too slow, but they do occur.
Journalists provide information on climate strikes, IPCC reports, reports on the loss of
biodiversity, and the need to switch economies onto low-carbon tracks.
The coronavirus epidemic can be beneficial in the latter regard –
allowing us to take the lid from our economic “common sense” and
business as usual modes. We stopped global trade and hyper-consumption,
making what was previously considered impossible suddenly feasible. The
pandemic has already provoked much reflection on what our civilisation’s
priorities should really be. Even the Financial Times stressed in
April that we cannot continue the pursuit of GDP growth and high consumption on a planet
with shrinking resources in the 21st century. Not to mention Pope
Francis. We see with our own eyes that it is not the free market, but an
efficient state, a strong social fabric of mutual solidarity, and a subsidised public service sector that can save us. And above all, we
must take into account human relationships with non-human factors:
viruses, other species, ecosystems, atmosphere, and oceans. We are
dependent on each other.


In my mind the problem is not a lack of research or alternatives, but a the lack of a transmission lane that would transfer it in a comprehensible way to people – a political or social movement on a mass
scale…


Very many serious institutions in the world, such as the UN, the EU,
the Vatican, the World Bank, etc., at least on the level of
declarations, speak the language of the Earth system sciences and
climatologists, not the language of denialists. When it comes to whether
we can make the radical changes we need in time, the key is how
democracy works. How strong the actors blocking change, such as the fuel
and automotive sectors, will turn out to be… the planetary environmental
crisis is a hyper-complex problem. To address it properly, we suddenly
need to become experts in everything: the economy in China; the
financial markets; plutocracy, that is the richest governments that are
destroying democracy; and lobbying and populism that is further
destabilising our political systems. Social movements and civil
attitudes are our greatest hope. It does not have to be that we all
should take to the streets, but a certain critical mass must start
protesting. All pro-environmental regulations have so far been
introduced at the initiative of citizens making demands on politicians.
Business will not change by itself, that is clear. Whether the
politicians of the 21st century will turn out to be statesmen is still
to be revealed.


The Finnish ecological ultra-Darwinist Kaarlo Pentti Linkola died this
year. He believed that we had already lost the battle, that the whole of
humanity could not be saved and that it was time for depopulation. In
the context of the coronavirus epidemic I even hear a sort of
satisfaction that the virus is a natural setting the scores, that people
“are a virus.” I have the impression that this stagnation is beginning
to turn into bitter satisfaction for some people because of various
partial collapses.


I am aware that all critical situations multiply fears and tensions. I am also aware of the existence of eco-fascist movements and such themes
in some ways of thinking about the climate crisis. However, they do not
appear in the mainstream academic debate. They should be rather
described as social moods. There are studies by climate psychologists
indicating the causes of climate denialism, claiming that we have a very
strong sense of justice and want the world to be arranged so that the
guilty will be punished, and if some people are polluters, they will be
punished for it. In this mode of thinking we close our eyes to facts and
do not want to realise that we are depriving our offspring, coral reefs,
and many animal and plant species of a stable, secure future. This is a very strong structure of repression. I hope that the attitudes of bitter
cynical satisfaction you describe will never become a dominant
narrative.


Members of the neo-Nazi movements are already speaking out loud – it’s
great that there is a coronavirus; it’s great that the climatic disaster
is happening; we can finally get out of our niche. They almost
paraphrase Mao Zedong, who said: “The world is in chaos. The situation
is perfect.” Racism, hierarchy, violence can finally flourish. For those
who support these options, this is paradise, not hell.


In the literature I am familiar with, what you call paradise is called
“threats of barbarism” or “militarism”, as well as in NATO, Pentagon, or financial sector reports.
These institutions are well aware that a century of chaos awaits us, and
climate aberrations, conflicts over the environment and resources will
be at the root of the 21st century tensions. Surprisingly, there are no
denialists in the US defence and
financial sectors. Razmig Keucheyan writes about it passionately. In his
book La nature est un champ de bataille: Essai d’écologie politique
(Nature is a Battlefield: an Essay on Political Ecology) he describes
the Pentagon’s plans on how to protect ourselves against the impending
waves of climate refugees and the financial sector’s plans to earn money
from climate destabilisation. He calls this “capitalising on chaos”.
Meanwhile, if we want to maintain the familiar order, with values in
which fascism is barbarism rather than the desired status quo, and
earning money from chaos is simply immoral, we need to change, switch to
low-carbon tracks, invest in RES, move
away from the hegemony of GDP growth and
hyper-consumption, reduce inequalities, tackle the fossil fuel and
advertising sector; and introduce radical climatic and environmental
corrections to capitalism. I admit that it is quite possible that all
this will not work, and it is the eco-fascist future that awaits the
world in the 21st century. We will witness recurring droughts and
weather anomalies. There is no insurance system in developing countries,
which will increase tensions. There is talk of millions or even hundreds
of millions of climate refugees by 2050. If we can’t really afford to
sober up while there is still time, then unfortunately it is very likely
that what you are talking about will flourish.


In the context of the West, it is very often argued by countries such as
China and India that they have already made an industrial revolution
there, that they have become enriched, and now all this talk about
ecology is just an attempt to stop the growth of former developing
countries…


It seemed to me that this was a bit passé, but there were indeed
arguments about the historical right of developing countries to
pollution. But we have a distinction between “luxury” and “survival
emissions”. In the scientific world no one denies that luxury emissions
should be radically cut. The 20 percent of the richest countries emit
about 50 percent of harmful greenhouse gases. It would be immoral to
take away ambition and the right to prosperity from countries that are
battling poverty.


In the debate on the Anthropocene there are concepts of “climate debt”,
“climate creditors”, and compensation.


At the moment we have almost one billion people in the
world who are starving, and the problem of obscene, ever growing
inequality. This is the other side of the coin with the problem of
environmental degradation. So here we have a system of connected
vessels. In the debate on the Anthropocene there are concepts of
“climate debt”, “climate creditors”, and compensation. During the
negotiations under the Paris UN climate
agreement of 2015, developing countries were forced to abandon demands
for “climate compensations” from developed countries, in exchange for
which developed countries undertook to create financial mechanisms to
support the poorer ones in the transition to low-carbon solutions. But
will such mechanisms be created? The challenges facing humanity in the
21st century are more serious than ever before. Is it time to look at
who will get more for themselves? However, the starting point must be to
achieve a solidarity-based planetary “we”; decarbonisation must not be
done in a slapdash way and on the corpses of the weakest. The scientific
theories of post-growth and redirection of economies to low-carbon
tracks also talk about fighting drastic inequalities.


Perfect systems for curing humanity’s ailments were announced to have
been found many times, but with time they became instruments of
oppression. Countries are sovereign. How can we force them if they do
not want to adapt to such a shift in the economy? By force?


On our planet, no matter what subject you take up, it is clear that we
are dealing with a monstrous amount of suffering, injustice,
exploitation, and abuse. One billion of the poorest emit hardly any
harmful greenhouse gases into the atmosphere because they do not
consume. This is the only reason why we in developed countries can enjoy
luxuries and a privileged lifestyle, namely that somewhere far away from
us someone’s cheap labour is brutally exploited and the environment is
ruthlessly degraded. This is the global economic system, international
trade, the power of transnational corporations, the power of developed
economies, dictating the rules of the game of so-called “free trade” to
the whole world. But I stubbornly try to remain optimistic when talking
about constructive visions for a fair and sustainable future: a world of
prosperity rather than blindly pursuing GDP growth, a world of high-quality social
bonds, leisure, unconditional basic income, and post-work. A world where
the rich, pensioners, dividend income, landowners, and financial
speculation will finally be taxed; tax havens eliminated; corporations
regulated; real environmental protection introduced; clubs of low-carbon
countries established, cooperating and imposing sanctions on countries
such as the United States, trying to stowaway, turning their backs on
the rest of humanity. Kate Raworth, Tim Jackson, Alf Hornborg, Peter
Dauvergne, William Nordhaus, Nick Srnicek, and hundreds of other
researchers are writing about it. Where does my optimism come from? The
history of mankind shows that what once seemed unimaginable eventually
came true. It has been possible to gradually build a civilisation of
universal human and women’s rights, to move away from feudalism, to
overthrow absolute monarchies, to introduce social shields for the
weakest. The people who did this were not as satiated, healthy, and
strong as we are. Thinking about a good anthropology in the face of the
stunning data we have today is probably an overwhelming task, but I see
no other way for a philosopher in the 21st century.


Translated from the Polish by Tomasz Bieroń


Ewa Bińczyk – a philosopher and
sociologist; she deals with sociology of knowledge, philosophy of
science, and science and technology studies. She is an associate
professor in the Department of Practical Philosophy at the Institute of
Philosophy of the Nicolaus Copernicus University. Recently she has
published a book Epoka człowieka. Retoryka i marazm antropocenu (The
Age of Man: the Rhetoric and Apathy of the Anthropocene). The book will
soon be published in Russian.


Please purchase the full version of this book
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