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Comments by Alypios (on “Resilience Thinking”)

Interesting approach to the sustainability problem in order to avoid quantifying exactly what is “not sustainable.”  On the one hand the book mentions immediately that the devil is in the details and that has been our primary mistake.  Generalizations are dangerous.  A good example is the case of Goulburn-Broken where a “wet” sequence of years brings catastrophe rather that salvation –which would be more common in an agricultural setting elsewhere.   It also questions the early engineering decisions for “better” yields which have backfired in many cases. 

Of course changing the time and aggregation scale on this approach changes the “resilience” to a higher level and could make the current destruction of some ecosystems insignificant.  In page 91 a connection of scales is attempted demonstrating that in many cases we are clueless and/or powerless to respond if we wanted to. 

At the end, the same question surfaces: Can this be done with (a significant) part of the world population philosophically believing that human greed is a good thing?  If not we are back to the Tragedy of the Commons.  The news from Resilience Thinking is that we need to investigate what do more carefully but greed still remains a problem –even for this systems approach. 

