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We all have a little too much stuff, for our increasing perceived needs we have created an economy 

that is bigger than its host, our planet. Scientists calculate that our economy already consumes 1.5 

times the ecological capacity of planet Earth. In financial terms this world is comparable to us lending 

borrowing 50% more money every year than we earn, but as we only have one Earth there is nothing 

really to borrow from. As we perceive growth is essential for our societies we even continue growing 

this economy if possible with double digits. There are ample reasons why we do so, some of which 

seem very reasonable to all. The promise of becoming richer together, alleviate poverty while not 

touch the point that besides this promise inequality is on a rise. In fact this promise is a lie as it is built 

on the assumption of infinite growth on a finite planet. We cannot bend the rules of physics even if we 

think it is important or for a good cause.  

 

We are indeed a creative species and yes we have moved increasing amounts of our GDP from 

extractive to service industries, but global resource consumption trends are still on the rise for water, 

food, minerals, fossil fuel and the same rising trends are true for our waste disposal including CO2.  

We have seen impressive growth rates of renewables over the past decade, but as energy demand is 

still on dramatic rise carbon emissions have seen record increase in the past years. It is true that an 

energy revolution is theoretically still possible but why should a smooth transition happen now when 

it did not happen before, the question is, is an energy revolution politically possible? 

 

So we will most likely further stress our planet to a point when we will overstress it and the system 

will collapse. Not suddenly in one big bang but through a multitude of crises that will increase in 

frequency and severity. And the ecological crisis will manifest as economic and social crises, 

comparable to the food price peak that resulted in the Arab Spring. (When global agriculture 

production was perceived to match consumption speculation on food crops 

dramatically increased and food prices peaked. Consequentially social unrest erupted in various 

countries including Tunisia and Egypt).  
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When climate change impacts will force us to abandon fossil fuels more or less over night (for an 

economy so dependent on fossils even a few years of transition will feel like overnight), it will leave 

massive economic assets stranded with an unprecedented contraction of the economy. Just in time 

delivery services and energy intensive agriculture will be choked by rationed energy supply. Countries 

could end up fighting wars over water and other resources with its neighbours. Russia and fossil fuel 

rich Arabian economies collapse with disappearing markets for their products. Unemployment, food 

prices and insecurity will lead to social unrest rocking society around the world. Imagine a world that 

is far more volatile, global politics that are dominated by conflict resolution and crisis management. 

Such a world is scary and it creates fear to which, as long as it does not directly affect us, we can react 

with denial. But when it starts affecting us fear is a good thing. It allows us to take action we have not 

been prepared to take before. Actually only crisis real or perceived creates real change, will make the 

unthinkable thinkable. After Pearl Harbour the US government stopped all civil car production in four 

days and rationed food and energy supply soon after. Energy rationing was no problem to be accepted 

by Japanese public after Fukushima and we all know from personal experience or from friends that 

radical lifestyle changes are possible once the bad news from the doctor has reached us.  

 

So while the bad news is that crisis will be largely unavoidable the good news is that radical change 

will soon come after, and both most likely in the lifetime of our generation. So for us as civil society 

striving for change, crisis is an opportunity. But it is far from being decided that change will be 

positive, in line with our values. Sure it is most likely that our societies will be forced to become more 

sustainable, but in a limited world societies will be even more challenged to create an equitable and 

fair world. With the departure of growth equity would need to be built on sharing. So for the 

progressive forces in society it is essential to get prepared to be able to influence the direction of 

change when it happens, when crisis hits.  

 

What can we learn from past crises, some of which can be seen as first symptoms of the crisis to come. 

After 9/11 we have seen the human rights movement w torture is an 

unacceptable mean for ) be quickly eroded in the minds of the public in 

western democracies. In 2008 civil society created no leverage to change the economic system or 

decrease the power of financial institutions. On the contrary most banks emerged from the crisis 

 to fail) while societies are still suffering the deconstruction of social 

policies to mitigate the public deficits and the economic contraction due to the crisis. Fukushima in 

some countries of the world change energy policies (Germany, Switzerland, Italy) while in others the 

nuclear renaissance disguised as climate policy is continuing. These are a few examples showing how 

unprepared civil society is to cope with the speed of change in crisis, leaving the opportunity to 

corporations and populist politicians. Civil society most commonly persists in its belief that change 
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happens in slow planned processes. This model of political change has long been abandoned in real 

politics. Not only short-termism in the political horizon but increasingly reactive politics (to fix crisis 

when they occur) have become commonplace even in countries officially driven by state directed 

economies. So if civil society and progressive thinkers do not learn the art of crisis response they will 

become increasingly irrelevant.  

 

So we need to consider how to get fit, to be influential when a crisis is demanding change. There are 

probably three basic rules to follow: 

 

Rule 1: Be resilient.  

If you become a victim of the crisis yourself you will be struggling for survival rather than acting to 

create change. In the financial crisis in 2008 large parts of the US civil society saw their funding from 

foundations and from government shrink or disappear. These groups were fighting for their economic 

survival, rather than grasping the opportunity to change the economic system. In future economies, 

countries, cities and even businesses that will have built their energy supply at least to large parts on 

renewables will be more resilient to energy crisis and thus able to act rather than react.  

 

Rule 2: Be prepared 

Milton Freeman, the father of neoliberal economics, for decades followed his paradigm of change: 

believe, is our basic function: To develop alternatives to existing policies, to keep them alive and 

available until the polit

politics utilized crisis around the world from recessions to hurricanes to advocate privatization as 

solution. Similarly civil society needs to have solutions ready and need to have created access to 

decision makers so that in the time of crisis we are heard. We also need to have built trust and 

credibility with constituencies that support us in our demands when the world is ready for change. 

And we need to be coordinated, acting together rather than fractionated.  

 

Rule 3: Be responsive 

It is often impossible to predict the form and timing of crisis, thus it is hard to plan a response in 

advance. If it presently takes a NGO or movement months to develop a campaign it is time to become 

leaner and more flexible. We need to create strategies in 24 hours, achieve agreement in 36, be ready 

to implement in 48 hours. This will require very different civil society organizations but also very 

different public institutions. Some organizations that engage in disaster relief have developed systems 

to learn from. Disruption, be it in the form of crisis or competitive innovations has also become one of 
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civil society and the public sector can learn from.  

  

The 21st Century will not only be a time of change it will require new skills from everybody that 

wants to become part of the change. It is time to get prepared, resilient and responsive to not only 

create a sustainable but equitable world.  
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Generation! Solar Energy Policy of 
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04



 - 48 - - 48 -



 - 49 - - 49 -



 - 50 - - 50 -



 - 51 - - 51 -



 - 52 - - 52 -



 - 53 - - 53 -



 - 54 - - 54 -



 - 55 - - 55 -



 - 56 - - 56 -



 - 57 - - 57 -



 - 58 - - 58 -



 - 59 - - 59 -



 - 60 - - 60 -



 - 61 - - 61 -



 - 62 - - 62 -



 - 63 - - 63 -



 - 64 - - 64 -



 - 65 - - 65 -



 - 66 - - 66 -



 - 67 - - 67 -



 - 68 - - 68 -



 - 69 - - 69 -



 - 70 - - 70 -



 - 71 - - 71 -



 - 72 - - 72 -



 - 73 - - 73 -



 - 74 - - 74 -



 - 75 - - 75 -



 - 76 - - 7666 -
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