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The  first  session  on  the  Saturday  morning  brought  together
four  representatives  whose  contributions  were  valuable,  not
only on a personal level,  but because they were also able to
give clarification to their listeners about their  difficulties and
victories in the political convergence between workers and
current climate demands.
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Stefania Barca started by identifying social metabolism as the
flow of energy and material which is in a perpetual relational
balancing act between the environment and society. This flow
is socially  regulated  (consider  questions  such as “what”  and
“how” to  produce)  and  all  is  deeply  dependent  on  politics.
Labor is the mediator of this flux, in the way in which workers
manipulate,  transform  and  produce  this  flow.  Labor  has
power and one of the many examples of this is the trade
union United Farm Workers,  which,  in the 1960s,  had a
fundamental  role  in  the  agreement  of  legislation  against
DDT, these workers  having a clear  understanding of  the
risks  of  DDT use.  However,  a  Marxist  ideological  conflict
exists,  in  the  sense  that  production  cannot  stop.  This
production-line ideology,  based on parameters  such as GDP,
relies on an underlying logic in which social wellbeing is not
possible without economic growth. A paradigmatic example of
this happened at the 2012 Earth Summit, in which most of the
confederations  signed  the  declaration,  coming  from  a
background of Green Capitalism. The obvious question which
the speaker put to us was what type of future do we want? And
the answer depends simply on who we are.  At heart, who is
the subject of this ecological revolution? Is it a class conflict:
capital  vs  the rest  of  the world? The speaker pointed to
various sectors of the labor force which could be a starting
point  from  which  Labor  could  end  climate  change.  She
identified  the  “blue  collar”  or  industrial  workers,  those who
work  without  income,  production  forces  outside  of  the
industrial,  fishermen,  public  sanitation  workers,  agricultural
producers, including urban producers, women, and immigrants
as those workers who are most exploited. These could bring the



contrast,  a  higher  metabolic  value,  through,  for  example,
sustainable  agriculture,  which  in  its  turn,  contributes  to
cooling.

Mikel  Noval  in  his  perspective  included  a  radical  change,
which needs to be social, feminist, and socialist. He recognised
a systemic crisis between Capital  and Life,  and hence that a
union between unionists and social organisations should have
as a priority human rights and ecological balance. Treaties such
as  TTIP  should  be  ended,  we  should  demand  international
norms, agreed by and for the people,  to control international
consumption. In this respect, a change in the consumption and
distribution of goods could go in two possible directions: one
with  capital  in  mind,  or  another  with  society  in  mind.  He
pointed  to  three  representative  examples  of  partnerships
between unions and social movements, in which strike action
was  taken  and  the  partnerships  decided  together  to  fight
austerity  and  find  common  solutions,  such  as  in  teh  anti-
fracking movement,  the  movement  against  high speed trains
and  the  anti-incineration  movement.  In  the  anti-fracking
movement,  the  process  was  open,  that  is,  an  open letter  on
social  rights  was  written,  to  which  international  movements
subscribed.  In  this  letter  there  were  two  appeals:  for  food
sovereignty and an investment in renewable energy. In terms of
the  high-speed  trains,  the  joint  fight  has  not  yet  stopped
construction, but has been able to bring the discussion to light,
and  so  change  public  opinion.  The  movement  against
incineration  of  public  waste  contends  that,  apart  from
incineration itself being a poor alternative, privatisation of such
commerce will  make toxic waste  in communities  a lucrative
business.  Through  this  lens  can  be  seen  the  necessity  for



regulation of waste disposal (Basque unionists are on the front
line).

Sam  Mason brought  to  the  listeners  the  iconic  fight  of
unionists  in  aviation  since  2008,  specifically  at  Heathrow
airport,  against  the  expansion  of  the  airport  through  the
addition  of  a  third  runway.  Workers  who  are  part  of  the
movement  work at  the  airport  and support  the  expansion in
terms of the creation of more jobs. This economic demand /
growth  dichotomy  as  a  justification,  is  driven  by  corporate
interests  and  not  by  real  demand.  The  “No  3rd Runway”
campaign encompasses a broad spectrum of supporters, who do
not  share the  same interests,  however  are  part  of  the  global
coalition  “Stay  Grounded”,  which  began  in  Vienna  for  the
same  reasons.  Participating  activists  have  an  ecosocialist
agenda  and  bring  together  thirteen  steps  to  stop  aviation
expansion. There are more than 1200 airport expansion plans
throughout the world,  which will  impact  communities  in the
global  south,  land  and  subsistence  production.  The  speaker
vehemently  affirmed  that  flying  is  for  the  rich.  We  cannot
prohibit people from flying, but we have to find solutions for
how  to  integrate  this  in  an  alternative  society  without
greenhouse emissions, such as alternative transport systems, to
return  to  investing  in  railways  as  a  viable  and  efficient
alternative, operating overnight and in places where there are
no  other  modes  of  transport.  She  concluded  by  saying  that
aviation should be owned by the State. She affirmed that there
is  much  to  learn  from  the  1970s,  when  grassroots
organisations, environmental and peace activists responded to



the climatic military crisis, automation, taking back control for
the workers.

Asbjørn Wahl,  speaking last, completed the session with an
element supported by the basic perspective that there are many
forms of political convergence, and the focus should not be just
on the types of politics which are being developed, but the way
in  which  the  convergence  between  workers  and
environmentalists is organised. He noted that the crisis is by no
means  simply  climatic,  but  is  also  economic,  social,
alimentary,  and political,  and is  fundamentally  rooted in  the
economic system. From the perspective of agreement between
methods and politics between social groups and unions, many
internal contradictions can be identified in the unions. He gave
some examples of places where contradictions exist,  such as
the ending of fossil fuels, in the renewable energy industry and
in  the  nuclear  indfustry.  He  said  that  the  greatest  internal
contradictions exist between the private and public sectors, as
in the transport sector, in that in the case of public transport
there is a notable consensus, but in aviation, there are disputes.
He  summarised  the  two  existing  contradictions  between  a
narrow unionist position and a broad socio-unionist  position,
which  influences  the  form  in  which  people  understand  the
notion  of  transition  in  unions  in  general.  Notoriously,  each
organisation understands that a transition is necessary, but has
a very distinct notion of this concept. Therefore, he asked, how
can we arrive at a just transition? It will be the unionists who
decide  whether  it  is  just  or  not.  And  so,  he  sees  it  as
fundamental to admit that there is a political  and ideological



crisis within union movements, it being they who will fight for
and decide on people's workign conditions. To end, he noted
that consumerism is being used by capitalist society to achieve
their  goals,  and  articulated  the  necessity  of  stimulating  self-
esteem from infancy, as well as of democratising the economy
to develop energy and political models.

The session was concluded with questions from the audience:
Sam was  asked what  was  the  advantage  of  bringing airport
workers  into  the  unions,  and she  replied  that  it  had  been a
decision taken by all  unions,  despite the airport  workers not
being happy with the decisions taken until now by the unions.
These  decisions  are  tied  to  not  defending  new  jobs  (which
would  not  be  covered  by  the  unions),  which  would  be
precarious, poorly paid, and which would contribute to climate
change. For this reason, the unions' focus is to defend working
conditions.  Stefania was asked how, taking into account that
technology is replacing workers, this  would change relations
between workers. She reported that the digitalisation of work
is  part  of  the  ecosocialist  movement,  which  finds
opportunity  in  technology  to  reduce  workloads,  but
advocated  the  existence  of  a  key  point,  that  technology
should be controlled by the state and should not be used to
produce  more  with  less,  because  producing  more  is  not
necessary.


