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I 
n Ecofeminism M a r i a Mies , a G e r m a n social scientist 
and activist i n the feminist movement, and Veindana 
S h i v a , a n Ind i an theo r e t i c a l p h y s i c i s t f rom the 
ecology movement, issue a ser ious and urgent cal l 
for a new v is ion, wh i ch they term the subsistence or 
surv iva l perspectives. For Mies and Sh iva the Eeirth 
S u m m i t i n Rio de J a n e i r o ( U N C E D , J u n e 1992) 
s imply conf irmed their convict ion that "so lut ions to 
the present wor ldw ide eco log ica l , e conomic a n d 
social prob lems cannot be expected from the ru l ing 
elite of the North or the South. . . [Rather] a n e w vis ion-
a new life for present and future generations, and 
for our fellow creatures on earth- in wh i ch praxis and 
theory Eire respected and presei-ved can be found 
o n l y i n t h e s u r v i v a l s t r u g g l e s of g r a s s r o o t s 
movements . " 

Ecofeminism is a col lect ion of papers Eind articles 
in w h i c h the two women of different cu l tura l and 
academic backg rounds , and geographica l or ig ins, 
c r ea t i v e l y t r a n s c e n d t h e i r d i f f e rences to m a k e 
avai lable " s h a r e d c o m m o n conce rns that emerge 
from an inv is ib le g loba l po l i t i cs i n w h i c h women 
worldwide are enmeshed in their everyday life; and 
a c onve r g ence of t h i n k i n g a r i s i n g f r om [their] 
part ic ipat ion i n the efforts of women to keep alive 
the processes that sus ta in us . " 

Mies and Sh i va divide the work, contr ibut ing a 
section or two for each of their book's seven chapters. 
Sh i va opens the book w i th a trenchant crit ique of 
modern science "projected as a universa l , value-free 
sys t em of knowledge , wh i ch . . . c l a ims to arrive at 
objective conc lus ions about life, the universe and 
almost eveiything." She a igues that this pa iad i gm 
is r educ t i on i s t or mechEinical , a "Wes te rn , male-
oriented and patriai-chal projection wh ich necessari ly 
entai led the subjugat ion of both nature and women."" 
Mies follows w i th a series of seven methodological 
guide l ines of feminist reseairch wh ich recognize that 
"the postulate of veJue-free research" needs to be 
replaced by what she terms, "consc ious part ial i ty" 
w h i c h c o n s i d e r s b o t h r e s e a r c h objects said the 

reseai"chers themselves as pa i t s of a bigger socicd 
whole. " 

In the book's second pa i t , Mies discusses the 
pernic ious effect on nature , women, and other people 
of "the myth of catching-up development," a path 
wh ich is and wi l l remeiin an i l l u s i on " for women. This 
IS so b e c a u s e the grea t v a l u e s of the French 
revolution (i.e. the promises of freedom, equality, and 
the s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n of the i n d i v i d u a l ) , "are 
betrayed for many women because al\e rights 
d e p e n d o n the p o s s e s s i o n of p r o p e r t y , and of 
w o m e n . " S u c h r i gh t s canno t be ex tended to all 
women in the wor ld , since the self- interest of the 
ind i v idua l is always i n compe t i t i on w i t h the self-
interest of others. W h e n app l i ed to the ecological 
p r o b l e m , the p r i n c i p l e of se l f - i n t e res t leads to 
intensif ied ecological degradat ion and destmct ion. 

S h i v a a s k s where the deve lopment paradigm 
went wrong since, instead of wel l -be ing and affluence 
for a l l , "it has brought env i ronmenta l degradation 
and poverty" especial ly to w o m e n and chi ldren. In 
a n s w e r to h e r q u e s t i o n , S h i v a c o n t r i b u t e s 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y to the u n d e r s t a n d i n g of the term 
'poverty.' The convent ional development paradigm, 
m isunders tands poverty as the "absence of Western 
consumpt i on pat terns" w h i c h leads to the pursuit 
of the development process as a 'poverty-removal' 
project. As Shiva points out, however, "Development," 
as a cu l tura l ly b iased process destroys wholesome 
and sustainable l ifestyles and ins tead creates real 
mater ia l poverty, or misery, by deny ing the means 
of surv iva l t h r ough the d i ve rs i on of resources to 
resource- intensive commodi ty p roduc t i on . " 

By the end of the U N Decade for W o m e n {1976-
1985) it was evident that development itself was the 
p rob l em as the i n c r e a s i n g u n d e r d e v e l o p m e n t of 
women was seen to be the resul t of " the i r enforced 
but asymmetr ic par t i c ipat ion whereby they bore the 
cos ts b u t were e x c l u d e d f r o m the b e n e f i t s " of 
'development. ' Th is t ime, however, " i t was not the 
old colonial powers but the new nat iona l elite that 
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m a s t e r m i n d e d the e x p l o i t a t i o n o n g r o u n d s of 
'national interest ' and growing G N P s . " It is women 
and chi ldren, Sh i va sharp ly observes, who are most 
significantly affected by the "poverty t rap, created 
through the v i c i ous cycle of 'deve lopment , ' debt , 
e n v i r o n m e n t a l d e s t r u c t i o n a n d s t r u c t u r a l 
adjustment. 

Mies adds to th is cr i t ique of the conventioneJ 
development mode l w i th a reference to the Chernoby l 
disaster etnd the urgent lessons to be d rawn from it. 
The fact t h a t t h e e f f e c t s of s u c h i n d u s t r i a l 
ca tas t rophes do no t r e s p e c t p o l i t i c a l b o r d e r s , 
demonstrates that the not ion of 'un l im i t ed progress ' 
is a dangerous my th . Humains mus t realize that they 
cannot continue to "rape aind destroy nature " wi thout 
themselves suffering the consequences. 

In "The S e a r c h for Roo t s , " the t h i r d part of 
Ecofeminism, S h i v a desc r ibes the new re l ig ion of 
development as an uproo t ing of people from their 
roots in the soi l w h i c h is the ir " sacred mother, " by 
the new highpr iests- the meinagers of 'development'-
often w i th the cooperat ion of a pol ice state wh i ch 
uses terror tac t i c s to w r e n c h people " f r om the i r 
homes a n d h o m e l a n d s , a n d c o n s i g n t h e m as 
ecological E ind cu l tu ra l refugees in the waste land of 
industrial society." In what she terms "the process 
of mascul in izat ion of the mo the r l and , " Sh i va charges 
the state w i th hav ing changed its role from that of 
protector of its people and resources, to that of virtueJ 
provider and protector of TNCs . Rather than serve 
as the T N C s ' regulator, the state now acts as their 
protector. 

Shiva then po ints out the m a n y ways in wh i ch 
gender and diversity are l i nked . Diversi ty, wh i ch is 
the principle of women 's work and knowledge is also 
amatrix out of w h i c h emerge 'productiv i ty ' and ' sk i l l s ' 
which respect, and do not destroy, diversity. This 
productivity and these sk i l l s a ie not given positive 
values, however, by those for w h o m value is conferred 
only through economic explo i tat ion for commerc ia l 
gain. Th i s c r i t e r i on of c o m m e r c i a l va lue reduces 
diversity to a p rob l em, a deficiency. Therefore, Sh iva 
asserts, the "des t ruct ion of diversity and the creation 
of monocultures becomes a n imperat ive for capitadist 
patriarchy." Shiva 's ins ights into the re lat ionship of 
sacredness cind conservat ion are wor th quot ing at 
length: 

" In the ind igenous sett ing, sacredness is a large 
part of conservat ion. Sacredness encompasses the 
intrinsic va lue of d ivers i ty ; sac redness denotes a 
relationship of the peirt to the who le -a re lat ionship 
that recognizes and preserves integrity. Profane seed 
violates the integrity of ecologiced cycles and l inkages 
and f ragments a g r i c u l t u r a l e c o s y s t e m s a n d the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p s r e s p o n s i b l e for s u s t a i n a b l e 
production." 

In the context of biotechnology, Mies takes up 
the issue of, what she terms, the "sexist and racist 
imphcations" of the new reproduct ive technologies. 

S h e p o i n t s ou t t h a t t h e d e v e l o p m e n t of t h i s 
technology took place " i n the ideo log ica l c l imate 
w h i c h makes a sharp d is t inct ion between m a n and 
na tu r e , c u l t u r e a n d n a t u r e , " a n d w h i c h ass i gns 
women and non-white peoples to the side of nature , 
wh i ch mus t then be conquered by Whi te M a n . Th is 
technology, therefore, "cannot cleum to be neut ra l ; 
nor is it free from the sexist, racist aind u l t imate ly 
fascist biases in our societies." B o t h Mies and Sh i va 
address the controversial i ssues of popula t ion and 
r e p r o d u c t i o n i n " S u b s i s t e n c e : F r e e d o m v e r s u s 
Liberedization," the s ix th chapter of Ecofeminism. In 
a jo int ly authored article, they offer a new concept 
of ecology of reproduct ion , one that chal lenges those 
f e m i n i s t s "who p u t e m p h a s e s on ly on w o m e n ' s 
ind i v idua l reproduct ive r ights , w i thout demand ing 
c h a n g e s i n the o v e r a l l p o l i t i c a l a n d e c o n o m i c 
s t r u c t u r e s of t h e p r e s e n t w o r l d ( d i s j o r d e r . * 
"Popu la t i on growth," they emphasize , is not a cause 
of the env i ronmenta l cr is is but only one aspect of it , 
and " b o t h are re la ted to resource cdienat ion Eind 
dest ruct ion of l ive l ihoods, first by co lon ia l i sm eind 
t h e n c o n t i n u e d by N o r t h e r n - i m p o s e d mode l s of 
maldeve lopment . " 

Towards the latter pa i t of the ir book, Sh i va and 
M i e s take u p the ques t i on f reedom for t rade or 
freedom for survived, and the issue of the pern ic ious 
effect of the Genera l Agreement on Tariff and Trade 
(GATT) on agr icul ture aind Th i rd Wor l d women. Sh i va 
m a i n t a i n s t h a t ' free t r a d e ' i n a g r i c u l t u r e a s 
interpreted by GATT gives transnationed corporat ions 
(TNCs) freedom to invest, produce and trade w i thout 
restr ict ion, amount to "the denia l of freedom to ru ra l 
w o m e n to p r o d u c e , p r o c e s s a n d c o n s u m e food 
according to the local env i ronmenta l , economic and 
cultured needs." 

F ina l ly , M ies conc ludes w i th a cal l to adopt an 
al ternat ive to "the p reva i l ing m o d e l of cap i ta l i s t -
patr iarcha l development. She offers the subsistence 
or surv iva l perspective w h i c h can show people "the 
way out of the many impasses of [the] destructive 
system cadled indus t r i a l society, market economy or 
capi ta l is t pa t r ia rchy . " The main chau-acteristics of 
the p r o p o s e d s u b s i s t e n c e p e r s p e c t i v e a re 
summar i z ed in n ine asser t ions/paragraphs w h i c h 
are based on the f irm convict ion "that we live i n a 
l i m i t e d w o r l d , [ and t h a t s u s t a i n a b i l i t y i s no t 
compat ib l e w i t h the ex i s t ing prof i t- a n d g rowth-
oriented development parad igm. " 

M i e s a n d S h i v a are to be c o m m e n d e d for a 
t ime ly , we l l - r esearched , pass ionate l y a rgued a n d 
deeply chal lenging cadi for a pro found metenoia. 

Helen Graham is an American Maryknoll nun 
based in the Philippines, where she is active in the 
peace movement and the circle of feminist theologians. 
She wrote her review of Maria Mies and Vandana 
Shiva's book after turning in her PhD dissertation, and 
just before taking off for a long deserved break. 
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