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Ecology, the science dealing with the relationship among living beings, as well as the observation and listing of their habitats, contains, by definition, all the elements of a political program.

A balanced ecosystem results from well understood energy exchanges. These exchanges permit the existence of a considerable variety of species prepared at any moment to partially surrender their needs to the environment in order to insure survival. Such an economic model operates in a finite sphere – whether with regard to a specific ecosystem or to the planet – on the basis of constant waste recycling. In this relationship, speculation ceases with the depletion of desire and necessity. A wild animal, in principle, eats its fill and no more. At no point does the economy engender a speculative process aimed at accumulation, other than in the case of seasonal need: a bear accumulates fat in order to survive the winter, a bank vole collects hazel nuts for the same reason, etc.

The image of permanent recycling appears in nature in the form of fallen leaves at the foot of a tree: waste matter is immediately transformed into food for a considerable number of organisms, including the tree itself.

Nature’s economic model deals with the material aspect of exchange, and cannot serve as a frame of reference for human society. It can, however, establish the basis for a consumer philosophy with regard to material goods. The ecological limits of our planet justify close attention to this material aspect of economy, impossible to envisage without total recycling of used energy. The two questions asked by the Planetary Garden (an “anthropized” planet looked upon as a garden) are:
· How to “use” biodiversity without destroying it?

· How to return withdrawn energy to the environment (provided it is not biologically disqualified:  returning clean water after use, for example, to the natural waterway)?
This aspect of economy lays the groundwork for material non-accumulation, a physical state of balance, so to speak, in the permanent process of ecological recycling. In its initial phase, such a balance can be achieved by mechanical downscaling, when the market and material goods go out of control and confront the planetary limits, with no solution in sight.

Yet downscaling, contrary to recycling, is not an indefinitely viable solution. It should be thought of as a temporary approach toward material balance.

Material balance cannot be precisely calculated and accepted as universally valid. It is, however, possible to establish an ecological modus vivendi in the form of a minimal material framework for all. The political aspect of this frame of reference implies readjustment of the gap between rich and poor. Here again, the question of attaining balance arises with regard to   the sharing of wealth. Without such a readjustment, the majority of the population will never be incorporated in this minimum material frame, since wealth is confiscated by a class well versed in market function. The seizure of assets by a market-wise class not only contributes to destabilization, it places all humans in danger of crisis due to an unorganized global economy. Since a genuine political program has disappeared from planetary governance, the stock market mechanisms have become a replacement, to the point of enacting legislation in their favour.

The ecological project, incompatible with the disorderly, useless and badly distributed acquisition of wealth, can adapt itself to an economy aimed at improving the standard of living as long as it functions in a controlled system. The recent manifesto of the “stunned economists” (1) demonstrates how the precarious model of liberal, unregulated neo-capitalism, in spite of support from governments resistant to change, can only lead society towards an even greater material disaster than that brought about by recent crises.
The new economic models take ecological reality into account and advocate:

-remodelling of the stock market by placing it on the edges of economy and not the center;

- creation of urban bioregions: self-sustainable local systems in ecological, economic and social equilibrium within their territory  in  order to diminish, or even eliminate, intermediary ecological cost; (2)
-protection of exchanges between socio-economic systems of different levels, permitting subsistence of activities in each ensemble and avoiding delocalisation;
-creation of a global complimentary currency , circulating in parallel to national currencies , in order  to accompany “ relocalisation” of the means of production and favour the emergence of autonomous systems. (3)
An ecological perception of the world is accompanied by a view of nature as planetary common wealth, as opposed to a mercantile vision which looks upon it as an entity for privatization, patenting and sale. The recent Nagoya Agreements approach the sensitive issue of biodiversity by attempting to reduce its diminution. Instead of a political project for ecological governance, the Agreements limit their role to establishing the price of diversity, a market value. Hence, these Agreements could produce an effect opposite to that pursued.   The market economy generates scarcity in order to sustain itself. With biodiversity in danger, a mass of animal and vegetable matter is swept into a spiral of speculation that, judging from the past, leads to the disappearance or scarcity of a species and not its protection.
The central question of biodiversity implies an accurate understanding of the living world. At society’s present state , it can safely be stated that not only a large part of the population is ignorant as to the composition of its environment but indeed specialists themselves are at the embryonic stage of understanding the non- human so as  to become its ally rather than combating or trading it. The future of humanity depends upon this. Considerable progress in comprehension will be necessary. It is at this level of the ecological project that the politics of development and growth are situated. 
Growth and immaterial development, a new economy, new ways of thinking potentially inject a new dynamic into the recycling of the economy now deprived of normal growth expectancy.

New technologies, access to information and its storage, the sudden transparency of human activity via the permanent intervention of reality contribute to a form of planetary intelligence as opposed to an out-of-date economy and governance and the archaic thinking patterns of those who advocate competition as the sole acceptable human value.

In such an analysis it becomes evident that ecology, due to its involvement at all levels of society, implicitly develops a political project, as well as a governance, a set of services and precise functions, all oriented toward the careful management of energy exchange, the protection of biodiversity and “relocalised” economies, interdependent but autonomous, a reflection  of natural ecosystems.
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