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Congress as a Verb
In my humble opinion, the bioregional movement
holds the potential to surmount many of the contradictions which have plagued other social movements,
contradictions such as those between:
• elite and rank-and-file. While the role of certain
individuals in developing the theory and practice of
bioregionalism is acknowledged, a certain rough-andready egalitarianism prevails. Everyone chips in to do
support work, and in discussions, it is the message, not
the person relating it, which is heeded most.
• personal and political. Most bioregionalists are
involved, to one degree or another, in practicing a
lifestyle consistent with their political beliefs. For
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instance, many bioregionalists are back-to-the-landers
and are involved in organic agriculture.
• theory and practice. Many bioregionalists, coming
from rural areas, have practical skills. Even when they
live in cities, they are involved in practical issues like
how to stop abusing the water of the planet. Bioregionalists aren't just theoreticians, they're practitioners.
• global and local. While concerned with global social
and ecological issues, bioregionalists largely focus their
work at the local level, where issues possess a greater
immediacy and where people can become politicized
and increasingly aware of global/local connections.
· • political and cultural. Bioregionalism creates an
environment where people can be whole persons
fulfilling their personal needs at the same time that
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they contribute to the transformation of economic and
political structures. At the Congress, I felt that my
whole being was involved: serving food, caring for
children, barbecuing salmon, listening to presentations,
partying, going for walks, speaking up at plenaries,
intervening in conflicts, and facilitating workshops. I
bonded with people on an emotional as well as intellectual level. My commitment to the movement stems as
much from the people as from the ideas.
What about the down side? As David Haenke
pointed out in an article in the conference's daily newsletter Voice of the Turtle, there was a tendency for some
to impose pagan pomp and circumstance on gathering
participants as a whole. The "contrived" character of
some of the ceremonies is related to the question of
bioregionalism' s ability to reach out beyond its hippie
and back-to-the-lander base. We would do well to learn
from the modesty and lack of pretense that characterizes many of the small town and rural dwellers who
form a potential reservoir of support and participation.

Beyond Deep Ecology
I think this Congress will be remembered as one
where deep ecology lost much of the ground it had
gained at previous congresses. Deep ecology, which I
define as a tendency to embrace an ecological paradigm which often ignores or belittles human problems
or concerns, is being replaced by a new synthetic
perspective - a radical ecology, if you will - where
human and natural systems are treated as both autonomous and interrelated. A concern with our own species
need not contradict a desire to see human beings
resume their membership in the community of all
species. Time and again - in the Green Cities Committee, in the workshop on social ecology/ deep ecology

and ecofeminism, in the session on "Sexism, Racism
and the Land" - it was emphasized that ecologists
must take social issues seriously if the bioregional
movement doesn' t want to marginalize itself.
I've talked about what I've thought about the congress; what did it feel like? It felt like all parts were
attempting to assemble themselves into a whole. I
made friend{ at the Congress, I felt my work had value,
and I feel that much more remains to be done. The
Congress did much to make me feel that I am working,
not merely as an individual, but as part of a continentwide resistance movement that is committed to radical
change. And for that I owe it a great debt.
- Don Alexander
Excerpted from Kick It Over, Fall 1988

