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Introduction by Kara Murphy Schlichting, Queens College CUNY 
	
	rustrated	with	what	she	terms	“do-nothing”	environmentalism,	Jenny	Price	
has	written	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	An	Environmentalist	Manifesto.	In	this	
slim	call-to-arms,	Price	 identifies	 two	 ideas	that,	she	argues,	are	part	of	why	
Americans	do	so	little	in	the	face	of	environmental	inequalities	and	the	climate	

crisis.	“Green	Virtue”—thinking	about	saving	the	planet	makes	you	awesome—and	
“Whole	 Planetude”—doing	 anything	 can	 save	 the	 environment.	 The	 problem	 is	
capitalism’s	profits,	inequalities,	and	reliance	on	consumerism	are	deeply	embedded	
in	both	these	tenants	of	mainstream	environmentalism.	
 
The	first	half	of	the	manifesto	offers	eleven	reasons	why	we	should	stop	saving	the	
planet	 within	 existing	 environmentalism	 frameworks.	 Green	 Virtue	 and	 Whole	
Planetude	 have	 allowed	 individuals,	 politicians,	 and	 corporations	 to	 legitimate	
strategies	 that	 only	 sidestep,	 rather	 than	 confront,	 environmental	 challenges.	 The	
credo	that	your	hybrid	vehicle	does	something,	Price	understands,	can	be	alluring,	
“and	half	persuade	you	to	imagine	that	your	Tesla	or	Prius	soars	heroically	into	the	
sky	 at	 night	 to	 scrub	 carbon	 out	 of	 the	 atmosphere”	 (19).	 Yet	 the	 environmental	
movement	of	the	twenty-first	century	has	asked	the	wrong	questions	and	taken	up	
the	wrong	banners.	The	question	of	“what	can	you	do	to	save	the	planet?”	has	been	
answered	with	a	call	for	individual	action	that	emphasizes	the	individual	rather	than	
“larger,	 public	 actions”	 and	 “conveniently	 passes	 the	 buck	 from	 producers	 to	
consumers”	(34).	And	“when	you	ask	how	your	Prius	does	pollute—instead	of	how	it	
doesn’t,”	 Price	 brilliantly	 and	 acerbically	 points	 out,	 “it	 can	 look	 far	 less	 climate	
friendly,	 and	 a	 lot	 closer	 to	 your	 neighborhood	 Tim’s	 Escalade	 than	 its	 ‘save	 the	
planet!’	 reputation	suggests”	 (15).	Such	 thinking,	Price	argues,	has	been	central	 to	
modern	 environmentalism’s	 failure	 to	 address	 the	 economic,	 social,	 and	 racial	
inequalities	that	are	wound	into	the	environmental	crisis.		The	second	half	of	the	book	
offers	 readers	 thirty-nine	 ways	 to	 “stop	 saving	 the	 planet”	 and	 rethink	
environmentalism.		
	
What	 are	 the	 markers	 of	 a	 manifesto,	 specifically	 a	 twenty-first	 century	
environmental	manifesto?	What	does	it	mean	to	write	a	critique	of	Whole	Planetude	
and	Green	Virtue	in	a	genre	meant	to	incite	social	change?	Sarah	Dimick	opens	the	
roundtable	 with	 these	 questions.	 Tracing	 the	 literary	 roots	 of	 the	 genre,	 Dimick	
situates	 Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!	 in	 contrast	 to	 consumerist	 environmentalism—
buying	our	way	out	of	climate	breakdown—and	ecomodernism’s	technological	fixes.	
The	manifesto,	as	a	 form,	 fits	 into	Price’s	writing	and	public	scholarship.	But	what	
corner	 of	 the	 public,	 Dimick	 asks,	 is	 it	 meant	 to	 galvanize?	 The	 following	 three	
roundtable	participants	also	take	up	this	question	in	some	way.	Nicole	Welk-Joerger	
asks	Price	to	explain	more	her	intended	audience	and	questions	the	reach	and	limits	
of	such	a	uniquely	structured	call	for	radical	environmentalism.	Like	Dimick,	Welk-
Joerger	also	reflects	on	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!’s	structure	and	authorial	voice.	She	
commends	 Price	 for	 her	 stylistic	 choices	 that	 eschew	 the	 pomp	 and	 solemnity	
common	to	academic	writings.			
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Pollyanna	Rhee	focuses	on	the	role	big	business	plays	in	Price’s	critique.	She	sees	
the	 rise	 of	 corporate-driven,	 consumption-based	 environmentalism	 as	 a	 central	
bogeyman	in	Stop	Saving	the	Plant!	Individual,	earnest	commitments	to	reduce,	reuse,	
and	 recycle	 do	 little	 to	 build	 new	 political,	 social,	 and	 economic	 commitments	 en	
route	to	a	more	equitable	environmentalism.	Rhee	sees	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	as	a	
call	for	an	environmentalism	that	reckons	with	class,	race,	and	how	environmental	
harms	are	unequally	shouldered.	 	This	would	be	a	radical	environmentalism,	Rhee	
points	 out,	 for	 recognizing	 inequalities	 that	might	 reorient	 environmentalism	 and	
economics.	
	
As	Rob	Gioielli	and	Price,	in	her	reply,	both	observe,	many	environmental	historians	
think	critically	about	environmentalism,	greenwashing,	and	environmental	injustice	
for	 a	 living.	 Gioielli	 outlines	 the	 uses	 Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!	 has	 for	 those	 who	
research,	teach,	and	practice	environmentalism.	He	situates	Price’s	scholarship	at	the	
nexus	 of	 core	 historiographic	 threads	 in	 environmental	 history:	 the	 move	 to	 see	
environment	beyond	 “wild”	places,	 the	 recognition	of	 the	work	done	by	 culturally	
constructed	ideas	of	“nature,”	and	the	weaving	of	social	justice	and	equity	movements	
into	what	 is	 considered	environmentalism.	Price,	 he	writes,	 has	 long	explored	 the	
(uncomfortable)	 ironies	 built	 into	American	 environmentalism	 and	 environments.	
Gioielli	also	asks	Price	to	explain	where	politics	are	in	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!’s	call	to	
action,	asking	how	she	balances	making	“non-political	claims	about	 issues	that	are	
one-hundred	percent	about	stark	power	relationships.”	
	
Jenny	 Price’s	 response	 crackles	 with	 feeling	 and	 insight.	 It	 exemplifies	 the	 rich	
conversations	that	the	H-Environment	Roundtable	format	fosters.	Price	explains	her	
approach	 to	 environmental	 justice-as-social	 justice	 and	 who	 is	 (and	 is	 not)	 her	
intended	audience.	She	also	explains	her	“take-no-prisoners	but	do	so	entertainingly”	
approach	to	historiography	and	historical	methods;	her	book’s	distinctive	structure;	
voice;	 and	 rhetorical	 strategies.	 In	 her	 reply,	 Price	 defines	 an	 equitable	 and	
democratic	 economy	 as	 one	 that	 uses	 and	 changes	 environments	 fairly	 and	
sustainably.	Justice,	she	says,	must	be	at	the	center	of	environmentalism.	So	must	be	
a	 frank	 assessment	 of	 how	 the	 existing	 economy	 is	 unjust,	 poisoning	 and	
impoverishing	people	and	ecosystems.  
	
Before	turning	to	the	first	set	of	comments,	I	would	like	to	pause	here	and	thank	all	
the	roundtable	participants	for	taking	part.	In	addition,	I	would	like	to	remind	
readers	that	as	an	open-access	forum,	H-Environment	Roundtable	Reviews	is	
available	to	scholars	and	non-scholars	alike,	around	the	world,	free	of	charge.	Please	
circulate.	
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Comments by Sarah Dimick, Harvard University  
	
he	 subtitle	 of	 Jenny	 Price’s	 second	 book—Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!:	 An	
Environmental	Manifesto—raises	 a	 set	 of	 deceptively	 simple	 questions:	What	
makes	 a	 text	 a	 manifesto?	 How	 are	 manifestoes	 entangled	 in	 contemporary	
environmentalism?	And,	 since	each	new	work	 shifts	or	 expands	 the	genre	 to	

which	 it	 belongs,	 how	 does	 Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!	 alter	 our	 sense	 of	 what	 an	
environmental	manifesto	can	accomplish?	
	
Formally,	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	is	composed	not	of	chapters,	but	of	eleven	“reasons,”	
each	subdivided	by	cheekily-titled	premises—“Why	trading	and	offset	programs	can’t	
save	Miami,	 ‘um,	 duh,’	 reason	 #2”—or	 rebuttals	 of	 potential	 counterarguments—
“Hmm	yeah	but	#1.”	Throughout,	Price	 leans	heavily	on	 the	rhetorical	question	 to	
advance	her	arguments,	a	stylistic	choice	that	recalls	the	manifesto’s	literary	roots	in	
religious	 doctrine	 and	 the	 question-and-answer	 format	 of	 catechisms. 1 	And	 yet,	
Price’s	exasperation	and	dry	wit	help	her	avoid	 the	didacticism	that	often	plagues	
texts	 driven	 by	 questions	 and	 responses.	 Describing	 the	 UN’s	 Clean	 Development	
Mechanism,	 which	 offers	 emission	 credits	 for	 reforestation	 even	 in	 places	 where	
these	same	forests	are	quickly	logged,	she	asks:	“What,	exactly,	about	these	‘efficient’	
strategies	to	tackle	the	urgent	and	increasingly	apocalyptic	climate	crisis	looks	even	
close	 to	adequate	or	even	remotely	effective—or	even	slightly	efficient?”	Or,	more	
succinctly:	“In	sum,	WTF?”	(81)	The	book	concludes	with	a	“stout	but	unexhaustive	
list”	of	39	suggested	actions,	emphasizing	that	this	manifesto—like	all	manifestoes—
is	a	text	intended	to	incite	social	change.	
	
As	a	genre,	the	manifesto—like	environmentalism	itself—has	a	reputation	for	almost	
painful	 earnestness.	 Two	 documents	 referenced	 in	 Price’s	 argument—“The	
Principles	of	Environmental	Justice,”	drafted	in	1991	at	the	National	People	of	Color	
Environmental	Leadership	Summit	in	Washington,	D.C.,	and	House	Resolution	109,	
drafted	in	2019	and	commonly	referred	to	as	the	Green	New	Deal—are	exemplars	of	
the	intensity	and	gravitas	expected	from	the	manifesto	and	its	near	of	kin.	These	texts	
convey	the	solemnity	of	their	convictions.	But	Price—who	promises	at	the	outset	to	
be	 “reasonable,	 if	 not	 entirely	 polite”	 (11)—maintains	 a	 chatty	 colloquialism,	
punctuated	by	some	gentle	scoffing:	“Buy	a	Prius,	eat	an	organic	peach,	regulate	CO2	
emissions.	It’s	all	good”	(20).	This	tonal	departure	is	an	intentional	gamble.	Price	is	
betting	on	the	fact	that	telling	“a	frickin’	 joke”	can	“break	down	people’s	defenses”	
and	expose	environmental	hypocrisy	or	 absurdity	 (131).	Her	book	 is	 a	bet	on	 the	
powers	of	polemical	comedy	in	a	moment	of	environmental	crisis.		
	
Price’s	 radical	 adaptation	 of	 the	 manifesto—her	 insistence	 on	 playfulness	 and	
snark—also	marks	 a	 departure	 from	 the	 bleakness,	 technocratic	 smoothness,	 and	
downright	violence	 that	mark	other	recent	environmental	manifestoes.	Despite	 its	
most	 famous	 example—Marx	 and	 Engels’s	 1848	 The	 Communist	 Manifesto—the	

 
1	Martin	Puchner,	Poetry	of	the	Revolution:	Marx,	Manifestoes,	and	the	Avant-Gardes	(Princeton:	
Princeton	University	Press,	2005),	20.	
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genre	is	neither	inherently	leftist	nor	progressive.	And	this	is	especially	true	within	
the	fraught	terrain	of	contemporary	environmentalism.	Paul	Kingsnorth	and	Dougald	
Hine,	authors	of	the	2009	Uncivilization:	The	Dark	Mountain	Manifesto,	share	Price’s	
disillusionment	with	much	 of	what	 passes	 for	 contemporary	 environmentalism—
environmentalism,	they	write,	“has	been	transformed	into	yet	another	opportunity	
for	shopping.”2	But	after	quite	a	bit	of	florid	prose,	Kingsnorth	and	Hine	double	down	
on	the	idea	of	wilderness,	their	logic	intersecting	with	Price’s	and	then	heading	in	the	
opposite	direction.	Far	more	disturbing	renditions	of	 the	environmental	manifesto	
include	the	2019	posts	by	mass	shooters	in	Christ	Church,	New	Zealand,	and	El	Paso,	
Texas.	 As	 April	 Anson	 reminds	 us,	 these	 ecofascist	 manifestoes	 marshal	
environmentalism’s	longstanding	entanglements	in	population	control	and	eugenics,	
using	climate	panic	to	justify	new	instances	of	white	settler	violence.3	Chillingly,	these	
web	posts	may	be	among	the	most	widely-circulated	environmental	manifestoes	of	
the	 21st	 century,	 and	 in	 this	 light,	 Price’s	 humor	 becomes	 more	 than	 necessary,	
working	as	a	 tonal	antidote	 to	 the	vitriol	espoused	 in	 these	 texts.	But	perhaps	 the	
most	crucial	environmental	manifesto—the	one	Price	is	most	in	conversation	with—
is	 the	 2015	 Ecomodernist	 Manifesto,	 collectively	 authored	 by	 a	 group	 at	 the	
Breakthrough	Institute	that	includes	both	Stewart	Brand	of	Whole	Earth	Catalog	fame	
and	the	geoengineer	David	Keith.	This	text	shares	Price’s	conviction	that	“we	literally	
change	environments	to	live”	and	her	interest	in	how	we	might	“change	environments	
a	thousand	times	better”	(14).	But	in	stark	contrast	to	the	tenets	of	ecomodernism,	
which	hinge	on	 the	 idea	 that	 technology,	 “applied	with	wisdom,	might	 allow	 for	 a	
good,	or	even	great,	Anthropocene,”	Price	is	wary	of	the	allure	of	technological	fixes.4	
“If	a	Prius	remains	an	iconic	strategy	to	demelt	the	glaciers,	then	Miami	and	lower	
Manhattan	are	just	utterly	doomed,”	she	argues	(17).	This	is	a	less	trendy	position	to	
take—it	lacks	the	stainless	steel	glint	of	the	ecomodernists’	rhetoric.	And	yet,	while	
ecomodernism	 can	 feel	 like	 corporate	 prosperity	 gospel	 disguised	 in	 the	 garb	 of	
reformation,	Price’s	position	seems	sturdier,	like	something	one	would	nail	to	a	door	
or	 tape	 to	 a	 telephone	pole	 rather	 than	 something	one	 inserts	 in	 a	 file	 folder	 and	
deposits	in	a	board	room.		
	
Among	contemporary	environmental	scholars,	Price	stands	out	for	her	willingness	to	
experiment	with	 forms	 that	 break	 free	 of	 the	 academy	 and	 engage	 larger	 publics.	
Since	her	monograph	Flight	Maps,	she	has	developed	an	iPhone	app	detailing	public	
access	to	Malibu’s	beaches,	authored	an	environmental	advice	column,	and	served	as	
a	founding	member	of	the	Los	Angeles	Urban	Rangers.	So	it’s	really	no	surprise	to	see	
Price,	who	has	devoted	her	career	to	public	scholarship,	take	up	the	manifesto	form.	
Manifestoes	 imply	a	collective,	a	public,	and	 it’s	worth	asking	who	Stop	Saving	 the	
Planet!	 is	addressing.	Who	is	the	intended	audience?	People	already	entrenched	in	
movements	for	environmental	justice	will	find	many	of	the	arguments	in	this	text	self-

 
2	Paul	Kingsnorth	and	Dougald	Hine,	“Uncivilization:	The	Dark	Mountain	Manifesto,”	The	Dark	
Mountain	Project,	accessed	September	14,	2021,	https://dark-mountain.net/about/manifesto/.	
3	April	Anson,	“‘Master	Metaphor’:	Environmental	Apocalypse	and	the	Settler	States	of	Emergency,”	
Resilience:	A	Journal	of	the	Environmental	Humanities	8,	no.	1	(Winter	2020):	69-70,	Project	MUSE.	
4	John	Asafu-Adjaye	et	al.,	“An	Ecomodernist	Manifesto,”	accessed	September	14,	2021,	
http://www.ecomodernism.org/manifesto-english.	
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evident,	while	members	of	ExxonMobil’s	board	are—tragically—unlikely	 to	 thumb	
through	these	pages.	Rather,	Price	targets	a	well-meaning	but	highly	privileged	“card-
carrying	American	environmentalist”	reader,	a	reader	who	buys	organic	apples	and	
has	a	closet	full	of	Patagonia	fleeces	and	devoutly	recycles	and	probably	loves	David	
Attenborough’s	Planet	 Earth	 (9).	We	might	 think	 of	 her	 intended	 audience	 as	 the	
environmental	 counterpart	 to	 “nice	 white	 parents”	 in	 American	 public	 schools,	 a	
demographic	that	claims	to	value	the	public	good	even	as	it	“profoundly	sabotage[s]	
the	broad	public	support	we	need	to	clean	up	the	devastating	environmental	messes”	
(61).5	
	
In	the	spirit	of	bold	eagerness	that	marks	manifestos	themselves,	I	conclude	by	posing	
a	 cluster	 of	 questions	 for	 Price.	 Reflecting	 on	 the	 Communist	 Manifesto,	 Martin	
Puchner	argues	that	the	genre	might	be	understood	as	“credo	plus	history.”6	It	strikes	
me	 that	 an	 environmental	 historian	 penning	 a	 manifesto	 has	 an	 unusually	 deep-
rooted	 relationship	with	 the	 second	 half	 of	 that	 equation.	 In	 what	 ways	 did	 Stop	
Saving	the	Planet!	 feel	 like	a	project	emerging	from	historical	training?	Were	there	
moments	during	the	writing	process	when	a	historian’s	vantage	point	felt	confining	
or	 generative?	 In	 other	 words,	 does	 the	manifesto	 loosen	 or	 tighten	 the	 work	 of	
environmental	history?	
	
	
	
	
			
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

 
5	Nice	White	Parents.	Podcast	audio,	2020,	https://www.nytimes.com/2020/07/23/podcasts/nice-
white-parents-serial.html.	
6	Puchner,	Poetry	of	the	Revolution,	21.	
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Comments	by	Pollyanna	Rhee,	University	of	Illinois,	Urbana-Champaign	
	
e	all	know	by	now	that	climate	change	 is	real.	Even	those	whose	politics	
prevent	 them	 from	uttering	 it	 so	 starkly	 can	admit	 that	 the	weather	has	
been	 a	 little	weird	 lately.	Wildfires	 in	 December,	 near-annual	 once-in-a-
century	hurricanes	and	floods,	and	70-degree	days	during	the	Arctic	winter	

are	part	of	our	reality	rather	than	Biblical	prophecy.	In	the	face	of	all	this,	the	fossil	
fuel	 industry	 uses	 its	 marketing	 budget	 to	 promote	 their	 commitment	 to	
sustainability	and	the	banks	that	fund	their	extractive	enterprises	construct	LEED-
certified	Platinum	headquarters.		
	
In	 response,	we	have	a	 flood	of	 individual	 commitments	by	decent,	 right-thinking,	
compassionate	people	to	recycle,	fly	less,	and	eat	a	plant-based	diet.	We	know	about	
our	 carbon	 footprint	 and	 the	 importance	of	 reducing	 it.	But	 fewer	may	know	 that	
British	 Petroleum	was	 instrumental	 in	 popularizing	 the	 phrase	 and	 developing	 a	
carbon	footprint	calculator	in	2004	to	help	each	person	assess	their	responsibility	for	
climate	 change.	More	 than	 five	 decades	 after	 Richard	Nixon	 declared	 it’s	 “now	 or	
never”	 for	the	environment	upon	signing	the	National	Environmental	Policy	Act,	 it	
seems	like	“now”	is	continually	being	deferred.	All	the	virtues	and	psychic	comforts	
that	stem	from	announcing	these	commitments	has	done	very	 little	 to	counter	 the	
ongoing	climate	crisis	or	put	us	any	closer	on	the	road	to	saving	the	planet.	Though	
they	do	produce	good	cringe	for	social	media.		
	
How	 did	 we	 end	 up	 here,	 what	 can	 we	 do	 about	 it,	 and	 why	 do	 people	 hate	
environmentalists?	Those	questions	animate	Jenny	Price’s	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	She	
diagnoses	the	major	problems	she	sees	in	modern	environmentalism	and	demands	
another	 one	 in	 its	 place.	 In	 her	 demand	 that	 environmentalists	 “stop	 saving	 the	
planet”	 is	 a	 call	 to	 end	 the	 illusion	 that	 our	 consumer-focused	 approach	 to	
environmental	responsibility	is	adequate.		
	
Instead	of	saving	the	planet,	Price	argues	for	an	approach	that	focuses	on	the	health	
and	well-being	of	people	and	environments	(14).	Her	tone—humorous,	exasperated,	
snarky,	and	sharp—can	belie	the	short	text’s	underlying	ambitions,	which	I	believe	
are	quite	considerable.	At	the	core	of	her	manifesto	is	a	call	for	environmentalists	to	
understand	that	environmentalism	 is	not	a	consumer	movement,	but	a	struggle	 to	
reorder	the	social,	political,	and	economic	basis	of	the	world.	This	is	something	that	
won’t	happen	one	fewer	plastic	straw	at	a	time.	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	insists	that	
readers	 rethink	 the	 foundations	of	our	political	 commitments	 to	 the	environment.	
Part	 of	 this	 is	 acknowledging	 how	many	 of	 our	 present	 approaches	 and	 ways	 of	
thinking	about	the	environment	have	actually	limited	our	ability	to	imagine	a	more	
equitable	world	in	the	face	of	ecological	crises.		
	
One	 of	 Price’s	 major	 steps	 is	 to	 argue	 that	 our	 lives	 are	 “foundationally	
environmental”	 (13).	 This	 might	 sound	 familiar	 and	 unobjectionable	 to	 the	
environmentalists	she	addresses.	But	what	she	means	by	environmental	here	 isn’t	

W	



H-Environment Roundtable Reviews, Vol. 12, No. 2 (2022) 8 

wide	expanses	of	unpopulated	territory.	Rather	it	is	an	appreciation	for	the	ways	that	
environmental	matters	are	central	to	our	economic	and	social	 lives.	The	ways	that	
environment	has	been	disaggregated	from	and	put	into	opposition	to	the	economy	
has	 only	 benefited	 those	 who	 are	 invested	 in	 keeping	 the	 environment	 in	 a	
subordinate	position	through	a	false	opposition.	“What	good	is	it	to	save	the	planet	if	
humanity	 suffers?”	 asked	Rex	Tillerson,	 former	Exxon	CEO	and	Secretary	of	 State.	
Despite	Tillerson’s	simplistic	juxtaposition,	his	question	resonates	with	many.			
	
Moreover,	Price	argues	that	environmentalists	have	to	share	some	responsibility	for	
sustaining	 the	narrative	of	 the	environment	versus	 the	economy.	Or	at	 least	 those	
who	have	mainly	subscribed	to	versions	of	environmentalism	that	privilege	stances	
she	names	“Green	Virtue	and	“Whole	Planetude.”	The	problem	is	that	these	stances	
make	 environmentalism	 benign,	 generic,	 and	 omnipresent.	 You	 can	 buy	 a	 Prius,	
organic	vegetables,	and	carbon	offsets	and	be	a	great	environmentalist.	Everything	
you	do	helps	 save	 the	planet.	The	 fact	 that	 “Green	Virtue”	 and	 “Whole	Planetude”	
encompass	a	host	of	ordinary	activities	reveals	much	about	who	has	been	able	to	set	
the	 priorities	 of	 our	 present	 American	 environmentalism.	 This	 is	 an	
environmentalism	uncomplicated	by	class	and	race	and	unwilling	to	acknowledge	the	
massive	social	asymmetries	when	it	comes	to	who	experiences	environmental	harms.	
This	is	an	environmentalism	congenial	to	a	well-off,	well-educated,	and	mostly	white	
population.	 In	 other	 words,	 this	 is	 an	 environmentalism	 that’s	 comfortable	 with	
capitalism	and	wary	of	examining	our	existing	order	too	closely.		
	
There’s	 nothing	 novel	 in	 observing	 that	 much	 of	 our	 society	 and	 the	 way	 we	
understand	our	relationships	to	it	and	others	is	shaped	by	the	market.	The	climate	
and	environment	have	easily	been	folded	into	that	understanding	and	are	presented	
to	 us	 as	 consumables.	 Rather	 than	 treating	 the	 climate	 as	 vital,	 we	 consider	 it	 a	
commodity,	as	Price	shows,	for	example,	in	her	analysis	of	California’s	climate	plan	
(75).	 Throughout	 the	 book,	 one	 thing	 that	 becomes	 clear	 is	 the	 how	 our	
environmentalist	 rhetoric	 is	 framed	by	 those	who	don’t	 care	 that	much	 about	 the	
environment,	except	as	a	way	to	make	a	profit.	Making	consumption	the	centerpiece	
of	one’s	identification	as	an	environmentalist	detracts	from	the	development	of	any	
substantial	environmental	movement.	Fifty	ways	each	of	us	can	reduce	our	carbon	
footprint	is	an	effective	method	of	misdirection.		
	
If	those	in	Price’s	target	audience	who	consider	themselves	good	environmentalists	
bristle	against	what	she	has	to	say—and	I’ve	seen	it	happen—it	might	be	because	she	
is	arguing	that	they	are,	however	unwillingly,	part	of	an	environmentalism	that	is	an	
accomplice	to	the	continuation	of	social	and	ecological	inequalities.	And	why	wouldn’t	
they?	 Having	 to	 admit	 that	 one	 is	 more	 allied	 with	 Rex	 Tillerson	 and	 industrial	
interests	than	with	a	resident	of	southeast	Los	Angeles	is	a	substantial	blow	to	one’s	
self-regard.		
	
Limiting	environmentalism	to	asking	“what	can	I	do”	is	part	of	the	problem,	but	so	is	
not	asking	who	 is	able	 to	ask	 that	question	and	who	 isn’t.	What	Price	wants	 is	 for	
environmentalists	to	recognize	the	necessity	of	economic	and	political	equity	for	the	



H-Environment Roundtable Reviews, Vol. 12, No. 2 (2022) 9 

revitalization	 of	 environmentalism.	 Many	 of	 her	 observations	 are	 long-standing	
tenets	 of	 the	 environmental	 justice	 movement.	 The	 Principles	 of	 Environmental	
Justice	 outlined	 in	 1991	 at	 the	 First	 National	 People	 of	 Color	 Environmental	
Leadership	 Summit	 demanded	 protections	 from	 hazardous	 wastes,	 political	 and	
economic,	 as	 well	 as	 environmental	 self-determination,	 workers’	 rights	 to	 a	 safe	
environment,	Native	rights,	and	an	end	to	military	occupation	and	the	“destructive	
operations	of	multinational	corporations.”	If	mainstream	environmentalism	took	up	
these	demands	thirty-years	ago,	where	would	be	now?			
	
What	can	we	do?	Price	lists	thirty-nine	ways	to	stop	saving	the	planet	that	focus	on	
thinking	about	the	environment’s	intersection	with	the	economy	while	also	defining	
the	 environment	 as	 part	 of	 a	 common	 good.	 Even	when	 some	 the	ways	 look	 like	
individual	 actions,	 the	 motivations	 behind	 them	 are	 towards	 a	 reoriented	
environmentalism	and	social	order.	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	is	a	call	for	a	more	radical	
environmentalism.	 But	 how	 do	 we	 get	 there?	 How	 do	 we	 organize	 for	 this	
environmentalism?	What	 are	 the	possibilities	 for	 solidarity	 around	environmental	
health	in	the	face	of	a	market	that	puts	forward	consumption	as	the	primary	marker	
of	sustainable	living?	How	do	we	work	to	create	a	more	livable	world	for	everyone?	
After	all,	we	can’t	afford	not	to.	
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Comments	by	Nicole	Welk-Joerger,	University	of	Wisconsin-Milwaukee	 	
		
	ith	wit	and	 fun,	 Jenny	Price	gets	 to	 the	heart	of	 the	 inherit	paradoxes	of	
environmentalism	in	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!:	An	Environmentalist	Manifesto.	
The	book	is	short,	breezy,	and	takes	the	reader	on	a	journey	through	eleven	
reasons	that	explain	1)	why	there	has	not	been	much	progress	is	addressing	

environmental	crises	and	2)	why	many	Americans	hate	environmentalists	(just	one	
reason	shy	from	a	potential	Ten	Things	I	Hate	About	You	reference!).	After	dishing	out	
the	 reasons	why	 an	 “out	 there,”	 planet-focused	 environmentalism	 does	 not	work,	
Price	goes	into	“39	Ways	to	Stop	Saving	the	Planet.”	These	one-	to	two-page	items	
serve	as	prompts	more	than	as	declarations,	with	a	key	of	twelve	infographic	“badges”	
and	“Scribble	Zones”	that	invite	the	reader	to	“Write,	draw,	ponder…”*	
	
*If	only	those	badges	were	stickers	to	mix	and	match,	learning	workbook-style!		
	
Price	 makes	 larger	 philosophical,	 ethnographic,	 and	 historical	 explorations	 of	
environmentalism	readable	and	relatable	in	her	eleven	reasons.	This	is	an	enormous	
task	 and	 contribution	 in	 a	 field	 where	 the	 writing	 can	 sometimes	 take	 itself	 too	
seriously	 (understandably,	 in	 the	 wake	 of	 constant	 crisis).	 Price	 gifts	 funny,	
vernacular	prose	that	still	conveys	the	frustration	and	haste	of	the	climate	crisis.	The	
most	 useful	 labels	 that	 Price	 goes	 into	 great	 lengths	 to	 identify	 and	 dismantle	 as	
“environmentalist	 instincts”	 include	“Green	Virtue,”	the	desire	to	feel	celebrated	in	
the	pursuit	of	saving	the	environment,	and	“Whole	Planetude,”	the	assumption	that	
all	 actions	 that	 claim	environmental	 conscientious	 foundations	are	effective	 in	 the	
joint	 cause	 to	 “save	 the	 planet.”	 Price	 demonstrates	 that	 both	 instincts	 have	 been	
easily	embraced	and	reconfigured	by	corporations	to	sell	products	that	may,	on	their	
surface,	 seem	more	sustainable,	but	 in	actuality	perpetuate	 the	same	 inequity	and	
damage	 to	 our	 surroundings.	 Price	 emphasizes	 that	 the	 only	 way	 to	 enable	 real	
progress	 in	 the	 pursuit	 for	 equity	 and	 sustainability	 is	 to	 root	 action	 in	 place,	
community,	 locale,	 people	 –	 an	 argument	 reminiscent	 of	 her	 2008	 “Rethinking	
American	 Environmentalism”	 article	 but	 repackaged	 in	 a	 generalizable	 and	
entertaining	pocket-sized	mantra.	
	
Unleashed	 from	 the	 restrictions	of	 conventional	 academic	writing,	Stop	Saving	 the	
Planet!	thus	reads	much	like	performance	art.	Each	“reason”	could	be	seen	as	an	act	
in	a	one-person	show	that	points	to	the	absurdities	of	environmentalist	rhetoric.	The	
creative	use	of	font	and	framing	ignites	Price’s	words,	which	sometimes	reads	like	a	
script	between	two	people,	sometimes	like	a	poem,	and	other	times	like	a	handbook.	
Price	 talks	 to	 you	 throughout	 the	manifesto,	 about	 your	Prius,	 your	 hopes	 for	 the	
future,	and	your	home	as	the	setting	of	the	stage	of	her	argument	for	action.	We	need	
to	stop	 focusing	on	 the	environment	and	start	 focusing	on	us	as	 inherently	 tied	 to	
those	environments	we	wish	to	sustain.		
	

W	
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My	 struggle	 with	 the	 manifesto	 can	 really	 be	 summed	 up	 with	 one	 big	 question	
related	to	these	various	“we”s	and	“you”s:	who	is	the	intended	audience	of	this	140-
page	exposition?		
	
The	strengths	of	the	book	–	its	bite-sized	length,	relatable	language,	and	invitations	
to	play,	reflect,	and	“scribble”	–	implies	a	wider	popular	audience.	After	all,	Price	cites	
South	Park	next	to	the	Obama	energy.gov	website	alongside	the	Onion	and	the	New	
York	Times	to	make	her	point	about	hated	environmentalists.	The	book	both	teases	
and	 tests	 environmentalism;	 giving	 important	 general	 insights	 while	 inviting	 the	
reader	to	explore	what	it	means	to	care	about	“the	environment”	as	something	we	
actively	 inhabit,	manipulate,	 and	 spend.	 I	 immediately	 thought	 about	 how	 I	 could	
assign	 this	 book	 in	 various	 undergraduate	 courses:	 Public	 Environmental	
Humanities,	Introduction	to	Environmental	Studies,	perhaps	even	a	first-year	writing	
seminar,	given	the	sheer	readability	that	has	long	set	Price’s	scholarship	apart	from	
others.		
	
However,	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!’s	glossy	overviews	and	thin	recommended	reading	
lists,	catering	much	enthusiasm	for	publications	like	the	Guardian	and	Grist,	framed	
my	 doubts	 about	 the	 reach	 of	 its	 audience	 (which	 includes	 that	 limited	 scope	 of	
people	who	might	enroll	in	those	undergraduate	courses	I	list	above).	It	makes	sense	
that	 the	 intended	 audience	 would	 be	 budding	 or	 wholly-invested	 fellow	
environmentalists,	perhaps	already	knee-deep	in	this	 literature,	but	maybe	not	yet	
familiar	 with	 William	 Cronon’s	 “Trouble	 with	 Wilderness.”	 The	 provocative	 title	
certainly	lures	this	group.	But	I	wondered	if	focusing	on	this	audience	replicated	some	
of	the	theoretical	pitfalls	that	Price	warns	about	across	the	work.	
	
Although	the	book	is	meant	to	be	performative	and	poetic,	three	sections	stood	out	to	
me	as	wavering	in	tone	regarding	its	reach	and	audience.		
	
First,	 in	 her	 10th	 Reason,	 “Everyone	 Hate	 Environmentalists	 (Now	 Add	 Whole	
Planetude),”	Price	proposes	the	different	locales	the	reader	might	live	in	the	United	
States	from	Southeast	L.A.	to	Newark,	New	Jersey,	with	“maybe	you”	and	“you	might	
live	 in”	 provocations.	 This	 section	 of	 the	 book	 invites	 the	 reader	 to	 position	
themselves	 in	 some	of	 the	most	 polluted	places	 in	 the	nation	where	 communities	
acted	through	protest	and	placed	responsibility	on	the	corporations	poisoning	them.	
Price	aims	to	answer	her	own	question	that	begins	that	section,	“Who	cares	where?	
Seriously?”	–	perhaps	in	anticipation	of	pushback	on	her	criticism	of	planet-focused	
environmentalism.	 One	 sentence	 reads,	 “Maybe	 you	 don’t	 trust	 rich	 people,	 or	
perhaps	 you	 don’t	 trust	white	 people—or	maybe	 history	 has	 given	 you	 plenty	 of	
reasons	not	to	trust	white	affluent	do-gooders”	(88).	Certainly,	this	might	be	turning	
the	intended	audience	of	the	manifesto	back	to	themselves	–	but	there	comes	a	risk	
of	 alienating	 the	 reader	 (whoever	 they	 might	 be)	 with	 this	 approach,	 especially	
considering	Price’s	positionality	as	a	white	woman.	I	wondered	if	Price	might	just	be	
having	 a	 rhetorical	 conversation	 with	 herself	 in	 this	 section,	 if	 it	 was	 meant	 to	
highlight	 the	 incredible	 activist	 work	 of	 marginalized	 communities	 in	 the	 United	
States,	or	if	it	was	a	space	of	condescension	for	the	intended	affluent,	white	reader.		
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Second,	Price’s	“39	Ways	to	Stop	Saving	the	Planet”	segment	is,	in	her	words,	a	“Stout	
but	Unexhaustive	List	of	Things	that	you	Can	Personally	Do.”	Even	if	it	is	unclear	who	
Price	 is	 talking	 to,	 she	 invites	 that	person	 (or,	 at	 least,	 the	 reader-onlooker	of	 the	
larger	 conversation)	 to	 work	 through	 the	 more	 useful	 foundations	 of	 a	 careful,	
intentional,	and	local	environmentalism.	As	a	workbook	for	a	classroom,	this	section	
is	 incredibly	useful	–	especially	 the	prompts	 that	encourage	readers	 to	recalculate	
costs	and	trace	connections	between	products	and	places.	Yet,	again,	the	tone	is	a	bit	
puzzling	since	most	of	the	manifesto	discourages	emphasis	on	individual	actions	in	
place	of	community-driven	ones	(especially	in	point	number	33,	which	contains	an	
additional	39	“no-brainer	 things”	 that	may	not	be	 “no-brainers”	 to	everyone).	 It	 is	
possible	 that	 this	 section	 might	 have	 benefitted	 from	 additional	 badges,	 perhaps	
signaling	to	the	reader	the	difference	between	an	individual	action	and	a	public	action,	
to	illustrate	how	they	coincide	when	the	intention	of	these	actions	focuses	back	on	
the	people	in	a	community.		
	
Finally,	this	inability	to	escape	the	importance	of	individual	actions	possibly	relates	
to	Price’s	ephemeral	pitch	 for	a	 “Great	Changes	environmentalism”	 in	place	of	 the	
planetary,	 “out	 there”	 model	 that	 quickly	 succumbed	 to	 greenwashing.	 The	
proposition	 is	 introduced	 very	 early	 on	 in	 the	manifesto,	 and	 Price	 describes	 the	
“Great	 Changes”	 approach	 as	 one	 that	 acknowledges	 that	 saving,	 protecting,	 or	
rescuing	the	environment	puts	it	outside	of	ourselves.	Regardless	of	our	intentions,	
our	approaches	actively	change	the	environment	because	we	are	in	it	–	for	better	or	
worse.	 It	 is	 an	 important	 distinction,	 but	 Price’s	 call	 to	 attend	 to	 this	 and	 change	
environments	 “fairly	and	 in	ecologically	healthy	ways”	assumes	 the	reader	knows,	
inherently,	what	fair	and	healthy	ways	should	look	like,	how	they	might	be	measured,	
and	who	gets	a	say	in	that	configuration	(related,	in	part,	to	that	10th	Reason	section	
and	where	the	savior,	accomplice,	allyship	distinctions	needed	teasing	out).	Further,	
Price’s	 various	 descriptions	 of	 potential	 Great	 Changes	 are	 huge	 and	 general	
throughout	the	manifesto.	She	does	not	cite	specific	actions	or	policies;	she	dreams	
big,	 especially	 in	 Reason	 11.	 In	 Reason	 1,	 Price	 explains	 that	 the	 Great	 Changes	
approach	 is	 “wonderfully”	 alive	 and	 kicking,	 but	 likely	 not	 as	 apparent,	 self-
congratulatory,	or	glamorous	enough	to	warrant	a	T-shirt.	It	felt	as	though	the	“39	
Things”	segment	of	Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	was	an	attempt	to	ground	these	enormous	
structural	dreams	into	a	T-shirt	deliverable;	a	counter	to	balance	out	the	ephemeral	
proposition	with	concrete	actions.					
	
Whoever	 reads	 Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!	 will	 find	 joy	 in	 the	 journey,	 even	 in	 the	
moments	that	seem	assumed,	opaque,	or	in	need	of	nuance.	Reading	this	alongside	
other	environmental	expositions,	such	as	An	Ecomodernist	Manifesto,	helps	highlight	
the	absurdity	in	“decoupling”	or	separating	environmental	issues	from	human	ones.	
Stop	Saving	the	Planet!	is,	at	its	core,	an	experiment	in	how	to	shake	consumer-driven	
people	who	care	about	the	environment	into	engaging	with	issues	of	social	justice	as	
environmental	action.	But	I	wondered	why	“justice”	was	not	cited	more	explicitly,	or	
spelled	out	with	more	conviction,	 in	the	prose	book.	Is	Price	carefully	and	cleverly	
introducing	 the	environmental	 justice-as-social	 justice	 concept	 to	potentially	wary	
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readers?	Or,	did	Price	write	this	to	those	of	us	who	are	trying	to	better	articulate	these	
connections;	 giving	 us	 a	 cathartic	workbook	 that	 assures	 us	 that	 small	 actions	 do	
enact	progress?		
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Comments	by	Rob	Gioielli,	University	of	Cincinnati		 	 	
	
n	first	glance,	many	of	you	reading	this	roundtable	might	think	to	yourselves	
that	 this	 book	 isn’t	 for	 you.	 “I	 KNOW	 how	 to	 think	 critically	 about	
environmentalism,”	 you	 might	 say.	 “I	 KNOW	 about	 greenwashing,	
environmental	injustice,	and	the	perils	of	green	consumption.”	This	book	is	for	

lay	readers	and	students,	you	think	to	yourself,	and	so	you	don’t	need	to	take	it	that	
seriously.	But	to	toss	off	Stop	Saving	the	Planet	as	a	short	jeremiad	for	non-academics	
would	be	a	mistake.	The	primary	audience	for	this	book	is	outside	of	the	academy,	but	
there	 is	 plenty	 of	 insight	 about	 how	 we	 research,	 teach	 and	 practice	
environmentalism	to	make	it	a	valuable	read.	And	although	it	is	not	an	environmental	
history,	the	text	is	undergirded	by	a	deep	knowledge	of	and	thinking	about	modern	
American	environmentalism,	and	points	in	new	directions	for	future	research	on	this	
topic.		 	
	
Those	familiar	with	Jenny	Price’s	work	have	probably	read	Flight	Maps:	Adventures	
With	Nature	in	Modern	America	(2000).	But	a	better	primer	for	the	arguments	and	
approach	 of	Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet	 is	 probably	 her	 2006	 essay	 “Thirteen	Ways	 of	
Seeing	Nature	in	LA.”	Building	upon	her	long-running	commitment	to	help	Angelenos	
reinterpret	the	value	and	meaning	of	the	Los	Angeles	River,	the	concrete	coated	flood	
channel	made	famous	by	Terminator	2,	“Thirteen	Ways”	upends	the	traditional	nature	
essay	 by	 focusing	 on	 the	 complex	 and	 often	 times	 uncomfortable	 ecological	
relationships	forged	in	the	everyday	spaces	of	our	streets,	backyards,	trash	bins	and	
drainage	ditches.7	Stop	Saving	the	Planet	does	something	very	similar	by	taking	many	
of	the	universally	accepted	slogans	and	approaches	of	the	environmental	movement,	
turns	them	inside	out,	and	exposes	how	they	might	be	doing	more	harm	than	good.		
	
The	book	 is	built	around	a	critique	of	 two	interrelated	characteristics	of	American	
environmentalism:	“green	virtue,”	aka	“I	recycle,	 I’m	an	amazing	person”	(19),	and	
what	Price	calls	“whole	planetude,”	the	belief	that	“all	strategies	‘save	the	planet’	and	
therefore	 that	anything	you	do	will	be	effective”	 (64).	Not	only	have	both	of	 these	
concepts	done	little	to	actually	address	the	root	causes	of	the	environmental	crisis,	in	
many	ways	they	have	helped	rationalize	“business	as	usual,”	she	argues,	by	allowing	
many	Americans	to	practice	their	environmental	politics	through	consumption.	As	an	
alternative,	Price	argues,	we	need	to	stop	practicing	an	“out	there”	environmentalism,	
primarily	concerned	with	the	wild	and	non-human	nature	far	removed	from	our	daily	
lives,	and	instead	shift	more	towards	a	“Great	Changes	environmentalism.”	This	type	
of	 environmentalism	 would	 not	 only	 have	 us	 focus	 on	 the	 “in	 here,”	 on	 the	
environments	of	our	homes,	communities	and	day-to-day	lives.	Price	argues	that	it	
would	 also	 have	 us	 think	 more	 conscientiously	 about	 the	 structural	 systems,	
particularly	 local	 and	national	politics,	 and	corporate	practices	 that	are	ultimately	

 
7	Jennifer	Price,	Flight	Maps:	Adventures	with	Nature	in	Modern	America,	1st	ed	(New	York,	NY:	Basic	
Books,	1999);	Jenny	Price,	“Thirteen	Ways	of	Seeing	Nature	in	LA:	Part	I	and	II,”	The	Believer,	April	1,	
2006.		
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responsible	for	our	current	challenges,	but	also	offer	the	best	path	towards	solving	
them.		
	
Price	does	flesh	out	what	“Great	Changes”	environmentalism	would	look	like	over	the	
course	of	the	book,	especially	in	the	final	section,	which	is	a	list	of	“39	Ways	to	Stop	
Saving	 the	Planet.”	But	 the	 strength	of	Stop	Saving	 the	Planet	 is	not	necessarily	 in	
providing	a	detailed	plan	for	a	new	type	of	environmental	politics.	It’s	in	critiquing	
how	 ridiculous	 and	 wrong-headed	 much	 of	 our	 current	 approach	 to	
environmentalism	is.		
	
And	this	is	where	Price’s	unique	acerbic	style	shines.	For	example,	at	the	beginning	of	
chapter	three,	she	points	out	some	of	the	many	books	available	on	Amazon	that	are	a	
version	of	“100	things	you	can	do	to	save	the	planet	…”	You	might	have	one	of	these	
books,	or	purchased	“101	Things	You	Can	Do	to	Save	the	Planet	Before	You’re	Twelve”	
for	your	precocious	tween.	We’ve	all	seen	them.	But	have	you	ever	thought	about	how	
insane	the	concept	is?	Price	has.	“Why	can’t	you	find	a	50	Simple	Things	You	Can	Do	to	
End	World	Poverty	handbook	at	the	grocery	store?	…	Or	Maybe	100	Budget	Friendly	
Things	You	and	Your	Horse	Can	Do	to	End	Slave	Labor	Worldwide”	(31).	Why	is	the	
environmental	crisis	the	only	one	that	we	believe	we	can	solve	with	a	series	of	small	
personal	decisions?	Such	is	the	power	of	green	virtue,	Price	argues.	Not	only	does	it	
“pass	the	buck	from	producers	to	consumers”	(34),	leaving	large	corporate	polluters	
off	 the	 hook.	 It	 also	 disconnects	 the	 environment	 from	 larger	 social,	 political	 and	
economic	issues.		
	
By	using	humor	as	an	entry	point	to	help	the	deflate	the	balloons	of	the	self-righteous,	
sandal	wearing,	Prius	driving	crowd	and	nudge	them	in	a	different	political	direction,	
Stop	Saving	the	Planet	is	a	needed	addition	to	the	environmental	manifesto	bookshelf.	
But	it	also	points	out	some	new	directions	for	the	history	of	environmentalism.	Since	
the	1990s,	 there	have	been	two	significant	evolutions	 in	this	scholarship.	The	 first	
was	the	dismantling	of	the	wilderness	cult.	Beginning	with	William	Cronon’s	seminal	
“The	Trouble	With	Wilderness”	and	then	fleshed	out	with	books	by	Karl	Jacoby,	Louis	
Warren,	 and,	 more	 recently,	 Dorceta	 Taylor,	 environmental	 historians	 not	 only	
explored	how	this	whole	“untouched	nature”	thing	is	a	full-on	cultural	construction,	
but	how	it	was	also	used	to	kick	indigenous	people	off	their	land,	rationalize	racial	
hierarchy,	and	further	colonial	projects	both	 in	the	US	and	around	the	world.8	The	
next,	 ongoing	 step	 has	 been	 to	 expand	 the	 field	 of	 what	 is	 considered	

 
8	William	Cronon,	“The	Trouble	with	Wilderness:	Or,	Getting	Back	to	the	Wrong	Nature,”	
Environmental	History	1,	no.	1	(January	1,	1996):	7–28,	https://doi.org/10.2307/3985059;	Karl	
Jacoby,	Crimes	against	Nature:	Squatters,	Poachers,	Thieves,	and	the	Hidden	History	of	American	
Conservation	(Berkeley:	University	of	California	Press,	2001);	Dorceta	E.	Taylor,	The	Rise	of	the	
American	Conservation	Movement:	Power,	Privilege,	and	Environmental	Protection	(Durham:	Duke	
University	Press,	2016);	Louis	S.	Warren,	The	Hunter’s	Game:	Poachers	and	Conservationists	in	
Twentieth-Century	America,	Yale	Historical	Publications	(New	Haven:	Yale	University	Press,	1997).	
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environmentalism,	 bringing	 in	 the	 more	 justice	 and	 equity	 focused	 activism	 of	
minority	and	working-class	groups	and	communities	into	the	larger	narrative.9		
	
Stop	Saving	the	Planet	builds	on	these	two	trends	in	the	scholarship.	The	“Out	There”	
vs.	“In	Here”	construction	has	an	obvious	debt	to	Cronon,	and	Price	points	out	how	
environmental	problems	 look	a	whole	 lot	different	 from	places	 like	Southeast	Los	
Angeles,	which	have	become	the	perpetual	“sinks”	for	the	toxic	pollution	that	fuels	
our	consumptive	lifestyles.	But	the	primary	arguments	here	that	historians	need	to	
think	 about	 are	 the	 critiques	 of	 mainstream	 environmentalism.	 Other	 than	 a	 few	
notable	texts,	such	as	Andrew	Case’s	recent	The	Organic	Profit:	Rodale	and	the	Making	
of	Marketplace	Environmentalism,	there	is	not	enough	work	that	specifically	explores	
how	 the	 politics	 of	 consumption	 shaped	 post-1970s	 environmentalism,	 and	
liberalism	more	broadly.10	Despite	Price’s	 joking	about	books	dedicated	 to	 solving	
slave	labor	and	poverty,	we	do	this	exact	thing	with	consumption:	buying	Tom’s	shoes	
because	for	each	pair	purchased	they	donate	one	to	a	poor	family,	or	enjoying	a	piece	
of	Tony’s	Chocolonely	because	it’s	“slave	free”	chocolate.	Each	aisle	in	Whole	Foods	
presents	 the	 happy	 shopper	with	 dozens	 of	 “green	 virtue”	 and	 “whole	 planetude”	
buying	choices,	all	to	make	us	feel	better	about	shopping	at	a	store	owned	by	one	of	
the	contemporary	world’s	most	exploitive	corporations.		
	
How	did	we	get	here?	The	literature	on	consumption	in	general	is	vast,	of	course,	but	
gets	 pretty	 weak	 after	 the	 immediate	 Post-World	 War	 II	 period.	 We	 need	 some	
serious	work	on	how	the	movement	that	emerged	in	opposition	to	buying	more	stuff	
has	become	all	about	just	buying	the	right	stuff.	The	sticker	used	to	say	“reduce,	reuse	
and	recycle,”	but	we	seem	to	have	forgotten	the	first	two	parts	completely,	and	the	
third	 one	 has	 become	 mostly	 useless.		
	
One	obvious	critique	of	Stop	Saving	the	Planet	is	that	it	is	picking	on	a	particular	type	
of	institutionalized,	mainstream	environmentalism	practiced	by	people	who	look	like	
I	do	(white,	male,	middle	class,	college	educated).	There	are,	as	Price	readily	admits,	
plenty	of	other	types	of	environmental	activism	in	the	United	States	that	are	focused	
more	 on	 justice,	 equity,	 and	 structural	 change.	 Nevertheless	 there	 are	 still	 large	
swaths	 of	 Americans	 whose	 primary	 orientation	 to	 and	 engagement	 with	
environmentalism	 is	 through	 green	 virtue,	 specifically	 green	 consumption,	 and	
“whole	 planetude.”	 If	 you	 teach	 environmental	 history	 or	 studies,	 you	 know	 that	
many	 of	 them	 are	 our	 students,	who	 have	 naturalized	 the	 good	 consumption=I’m	
saving	the	planet	equation.	But	it	is	also	our	friends	and	family	members,	neighbors,	
and	 really	 anyone	else	who	has	assuaged	 their	 guilt	 over	a	new	car	because	 it’s	 a	
Subaru,	or	has	not	one,	not	two,	but	twenty	reusable	water	bottles,	and	keeps	buying	

 
9	For	a	new	synthesis	that	fully	incorporates	the	perspective	of	marginalized	communities	and	the	
long	history	of	environmental	justice,	see	Ellen	Griffith	Spears,	Rethinking	the	American	
Environmental	Movement	Post-1945	(New	York,	NY:	Routledge,	Taylor	&	Francis	Group,	2020).	
10	Andrew	Case,	The	Organic	Profit:	Rodale	and	the	Making	of	Marketplace	Environmentalism,	(Seattle:	
University	of	Washington	Press,	2018).	
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more.	Most	of	us	are	stuck	in	this	paradigm,	one	way	or	another,	and	we	need	to	start	
figuring	a	way	out.	In	the	words	of	Pogo:	“We	have	met	the	enemy,	and	he	is	us.”		
	
In	addition	to	thinking	about	environmentalism	as	not	just	one	“thing”	but	a	host	of	
things	(or	as	Spears	calls	it,	a	“field	of	movements”11),	one	of	the	other	tensions	within	
Stop	Saving	the	Planet	is	between	the	collective	and	the	individual.	Price	spends	most	
of	the	book	criticizing	the	idea	that	simply	recycling	your	A&W	Root	Beer	cans	is	going	
to	stop	an	oncoming	global	climate	cataclysm.	But	then	the	final	part	of	the	book	is	
“39	Wars	to	Stop	Saving	the	Planet:	A	Stout	But	Unexhaustive	List	of	Things	You	Can	
Personally	 Do.”	 She	 is	 obviously	 leaning	 into	 the	 joke	 here,	 because	many	 of	 the	
recommendations	 are	 about	 collective	 action:	 voting,	 joining	 a	 national	
environmental	group,	creating	a	local	environmental	group,	etc.	Heck,	number	28	is	
about	 getting	 excited	 to	 pay	 taxes!	But	 this	 call	 to	 action	begs	 the	 question	 about	
politics.	What	are	they?	Where	are	they?	There	is	no	Democrat,	Republican,	Liberal,	
or	Conservative	in	this	book.	There’s	not	even	any	Capitalism.	There	is	a	real	value	to	
this	from	a	rhetorical	perspective,	but	I	wonder	how	far	it	gets	us.	One	of	the	primary	
critiques	we	could	level	at	mainstream	environmentalists	over	the	past	half-century	
is	 their	naivete	 about	how	seemingly	universal	 claims	 (“we	all	want	 clean	air	 and	
clean	water”)	in	reality	have	stark	political	consequences.	This	is	not	Price’s	position	
here.	In	fact	her	politics	are	pretty	clear.	But	I	wonder:	do	we	still	find	ourselves	stuck	
in	a	loop	of	making	non-political	claims	about	issues	that	are	one-hundred	percent	
about	stark	power	relationships?		
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

 
11	Spears,	Rethinking	the	American	Environmental	Movement	Post-1945,	5.		
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Response	by	Jenny	Price,	Sam	Fox	School,	Washington	University-St.	Louis	
	
’ll	begin	by	thanking	these	four	reviewers,	for	being	so	incisive,	generous,	and	duly	
provocative.	And	I’ll	respond	by	saying,	Yes.	And	then,	OK	right.	And	then	also,	
What.	
	

I’ll	back	up,	to	a	light-bulb	moment	I	had	when	I	first	began	to	write	the	book—in	the	
middle	of	an	argument	with	my	brother	Joe.	He’s	a	wonderful	classics	scholar,	and	we	
agree	on	most	things—but	I	was	insisting	it’s	counterproductive	to	cite	“humanity”	
as	the	cause	of	climate	change,	and	he	was	getting	seriously	angry—and	I	thought,	oh,	
OK!	With	this	book,	I’m	not	trying	to	persuade	everyone.	It’s	supposed	to	anger	a	lot	
of	people—and	I	will	have	failed	if	it	doesn’t.		
	
Stop	 Saving	 the	 Planet!	 is,	 ideally,	 an	 angry	 WTF	 critique	 of	 American	
environmentalist	 thinking	 and	 strategies—short,	 fun,	 and	 highly	 readable—that	
exploded	from	two	frustrations.	One,	why	do	American	greenies	continue	to	get	so	
excited	about	do-nothing	solutions—recycling,	carbon	offsets,	replacing	a	jillion	toxic	
cars	with	a	jillion	toxic	cars—while	climate	change,	the	plastics	apocalypse,	and	every	
other	urgent	crisis	just	gallops	apace?	And	two,	why	have	so	many	white	affluent	“yay	
environment!”	readers	of	my	previous	work	failed	to	see	that,	hey,	I’m	talking	to	you—
and	 how	 your	 zeal	 to	 save	 “the	 environment,”	 as	 a	 not-human	world	 “out	 there,”	
allows	you	to	refuse	to	take	responsibility	for	how	we	use	and	change	environments	
to	live.		
	
Other	 writers,	 perhaps,	 possess	 more	 magical	 powers	 than	 I	 do	 to	 challenge	 the	
cherished	and	powerful	American	credos	about	environment	(and	economy!).	Here,	
though,	I	would	try	less	to	persuade	than	to	kick	up	dust	and	provoke	conversations.		
	
It’s	been	an	experiment.	
	
So	Yes.	And	first,	 I	so	appreciate	that	all	of	you	see	a	dead-serious	critical	analysis	
inside	 this	 tiny	 fun	 duck	 of	 a	 thing.	 And	 thank	 you	 for	 noting	 it’s	 an	 experiment	
(Sarah).	 Thanks	 (Rob)	 for	 noting	 how	 I	 build	 on	 two	 existing	 critiques	 of	
environmentalism—the	 EJ	 movement,	 and	 Crononesque	 wilderness	 critiques—to	
slam	the	21st-century	passion	for	Teslas,	plastics	recycling,	offsets,	and	buying	tons	of	
green	stuff.		
	
Thank	you	for	zooming	smack	in	on	my	Green	Virtue	and	Whole	Planetude	analysis	
(Rob,	Nicole,	Pollyanna).	As	on	one	hand,	I’m	trying	to	stuff	these	critiques—which	
Cronon,	 Naomi	 Klein,	 Dorceta	 Taylor,	 Noel	 Sturgeon,	 and	 other	 scholars	 and	 EJ	
activists	have	proffered	for	decades—into	a	short,	engaging,	take-no-prisoners	read.	
And	yet	I	also	aim	to	add	two	biggish	points.	One,	that	you	cannot	understand	what	
so	 many	 environmentalists	 do,	 and	 why	 they	 do	 it	 so	 passionately,	 unless	 you	
understand	how	the	two	“save	the	planet!”	logics,	or	instincts	really—Green	Virtue	
(you’re	an	awesome	human	when	you	save	“the	environment!”)	and	Whole	Planetude	

I	
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(just	do	anything,	everything	saves	“the	environment!”)—flow,	well,	 logically,	from	
this	definition	of	environment	as	a	world	“out	there.”	And	how	these	logics	legitimate	
a	“just	do	anything,	it’ll	all	add	up”	greener-than-thou	approach—which	egregiously	
fails	 to	 ask	who	 is	 actually	 responsible	 and	what	 actually	 needs	 to	 be	 done.	 And	
thereby	sanctifies	a	frenzy	of	do-nothing	nonsense.	And	allows	you	to	pretend	that	
the	 economy	 isn’t	 the	 problem.	 And	 serves	 as	 the	 perfect	 recipe	 for	 corporate	
greenwashing.	And	is	hugely	annoying	to	boot.		
	
It	doesn’t	add	up.	It	hasn’t	added	up.	It	will	never	add	up.		
	
And	 two,	 while	 EJ	 advocates	 crucially	 challenge	 the	 absurd	 dichotomy	 of	
“environment	vs.	economy,”	I	aim	to	push	a	bit	farther—than	“environment	is	where	
we	live,	work,	and	play”—to	insist	(Pollyanna)	that	our	lives,	our	cities,	our	economy	
are	 foundationally	 environmental.	And	 that	 the	very	definition	of	an	equitable	and	
democratic	economy	is	to	use	and	change	environments	fairly	and	sustainably.	
	
Still,	I	have	to	confess	that	scholars,	mostly,	seem	to	see	and	get	the	nerdy	cultural	
analysis	at	the	heart	of	the	book—despite	all	my	“subtle	as	a	lightning	bolt”	intentions.	
	
Also,	Yes,	thank	you	for	“polemical	comedy”	and	“an	environmental	counterpart	to	
‘nice	white	 parents’”	 (Sarah),	 and	 a	 “pocket-sized	mantra”	 and	 “performance	 art”	
(Nicole).	A	girl	dreams	of	such	things.	
	
I’ll	move	on	to	OK	RIGHT.	
	
Has	 my	 experiment	 produced	 a	 glossy	 overview	 that	 over-generalizes	 (Nicole)?	
Maybe.	And	does	my	approach	“loosen	or	tighten	the	work	of	environmental	history”	
(Sarah)?	Well,	both,	I	think?	True,	I	don’t	cite	sources,	and	choose	instead	to	use	only	
facts	 you	 can	 easily	 quik-google.	 I	 don’t	 cite	 (mostly)	 the	 literatures	 I’m	 in	
conversation	 with—for	 example,	 I’m	 wildly	 pro-EJ	 (All)	 and	 rabidly	 anti-
ecomodernist	 (Sarah).	 I	 make	 big	 broad	 statements	 about	 “environmentalism,”	
especially—hardly	one	thing	historically	(Rob)—to	showcase	the	tenacity	and	power	
of	“save	the	planet!”	thinking.	I	felt	somewhat	reassured	when	my	historian	pals	who	
vetted	my	manuscript	didn’t	seem	at	all	 troubled,	and	omg	when	Richard	White—
whom	 I	 so	 admire	as	 the	quintessential	 keeper	of	 the	historian’s	motto	 “it’s	more	
complicated”—agreed	to	blurb	this	mite-sized	manifesto.	Still,	I	worry	that	I	used	my	
historian‘s	tools	to	develop	the	analysis,	and	then	set	aside	half	the	toolkit	and	added	
a	sledgehammer.	
	
Here’s	 the	 thing,	 though.	 I	 found	 it	 duly	 difficult	 to	 keep	 this	 short,	 to	 lead	 with	
argument	versus	story	(sooo	hard),	and	to	craft	a	voice	that’s	actually	not	quite	my	
own.	 This	wee	 book	 took	 far	 too	 long	 to	 finish.	Will	 I	write	 like	 this	 again?	Well,	
possibly,	but	not	in	the	near	future.		
	
OK,	RIGHT	—so	who	 is	my	audience?	I’m	not	really	writing	for	EJ	 folks	(as	Rob	and	
Sarah	point	out)—who	couldn’t	possibly	be	surprised	by	much	of	this—and	I	couldn’t	



H-Environment Roundtable Reviews, Vol. 12, No. 2 (2022) 20 

care	 less	 if	Republican	 senators	or	 the	CEO	of	Exxon	 read	 it.	 I’m	writing,	 first,	 for	
young	 folks—who	 are	 so	 frickin’	 tired	 of	 hearing	 they’ll	 inherit	 this	 world	 (“hey,	
you’re	not	dead	yet!	do	something!”).	And,	yes,	I’m	trying	to	talk	very	loudly	to	well-
meaning	environmentalists.	So	should	I	say	“if	you	live	in	Southeast	L.A.”	(Nicole)?		
Should	I	use	“you”	for	low-income	communities	of	color—and	for	white	low-income	
environmentalist-haters,	for	that	matter—to	ask	Save	the	Planeteers	to	imagine,	just	
imagine,	what	this	frenzy	of	ridiculous	self-congratulatory	nonsense	looks	like	from	
the	perspective	of	 the	communities	who	suffer	daily	and	by	 far	 the	most	 from	the	
persistent	and	unconscionable	failure	to	do	something?	Especially	as	I’m	an	outsider,	
is	this	rhetorical	strategy	legitimate?	Should	I	instead,	say,	have	quoted	EJ	scholars	
and/or	community	activists?	These	seem	to	me	very	fair	questions.	
	
And	finally,	WHAT?	
	
Here,	I’ll	push,	gently,	against	two	of	the	reviewers’	challenges.	One,	what	should	we	
do—or,	how	on	earth	can	we	make	 it	all	happen	(Rob,	Pollyanna)?	And	 two,	what	
about	politics	(Rob)	and	how	about	justice	(Nicole)?	
	
I’ll	start	with	the	second	What—and	by	confessing	that	“no	justice”	feels	puzzling,	as	
I	intend	for	SSP!	to	read	as	a	steady	drumbeat	of	“this	has	to	be	about	justice.”	I’ve	
tried	 in	 all	 11	 Reasons,	 and	 in	most	 of	 the	 39	Ways,	 to	 shake	my	 fist	 about	 how	
profoundly	inequitable	Save-the-Planeteerism	is,	and	how	the	rhetoric	makes	these	
inequities	invisible,	and	why	an	economy	that	is	ecologically	healthy	must	also	and	
absolutely	be	equitable.	So	I’m	not	sure,	but	perhaps	it’s	the	words	I	use—or	choose	
not	to	use?—and	not	(Nicole)	to	spare	readers’	feelings	(as	wow,	do	I	not	give	a	good	
goddamn	if	the	book	makes	feel-good	greenies	feel	not-so-good),	but	to	try	to	push	
readers	to	think	differently.	
	
The	most	obvious	example,	I	think,	is	that	I’ve	written	an	anti-capitalist	rant,	and	yet	
(Rob)	 I	 don’t	 use	 the	word	 capitalism.	What	 is	 capitalism,	 really?	Any	 ten	 readers	
might	 bring	 ten	 definitions.12	Instead	 I	 ask,	what	 is	 an	 economy,	 and	 how	does	 it	
work?	 What	 should	 an	 economy	 do?	 What	 should	 it	 maximize?	 Whom	 should	 it	
benefit?	 If	 you	 ask	 those	 questions—instead	 of	 “can	 we	 please	 finally	 smash	
capitalism	to	dust,	for	the	sake	of	all	that	you	and	I	value	and	love”—then	might	some	
“but	I	believe	in	capitalism!”	readers	agree	that,	no,	an	economy	should	not	poison	
and	impoverish	most	of	the	people	who	participate	in	it,	and	oh,	an	economy	probably	
shouldn’t	devastate	entire	ecosystems.	And	you	can	say,	hello?	
	
Again,	is	this	rhetorical	strategy	legitimate?	Will	it	work	at	all?	I	leave	it	to	you.	
	
And	 finally,	 what	 to	 do	 (Rob,	 Pollyanna)?	 I’ve	 written	 a	 book	 about	 how	
environmentalists	 think—all	 wrong!—and	 “yes,	 but	 what	 should	 we	 do”	 	 is	 the	
question	I	get	most	often.	And	my	answer	 is	 that	 I	don’t	know—or	at	 least,	others	
know	better.	I’m	a	cultural	critic,	and	that’s	how	I	think	I	can	be	most	helpful.	Still,	I’ve	

 
12	and	an	airline	could	charge	you	millions	in	excess	baggage	fees	
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also	come	to	believe—and	I	wish	I	had	said	it	explicitly	in	the	book—that	the	ultra-
urgent	what	and	how	questions	aren’t,	actually,	the	most	urgent	of	all.		
	
Why	aren’t	we	doing	it?	
	
We	know	so	many	of	the	answers,	yes?	We	have	decades	of	literature,	and	models	in	
the	 U.S.	 and	 across	 the	world.	 Every	 single	 day,	 I	 read	 about	 robust	 regenerative	
agriculture	 projects,	 healthy	 and	 equitable	 food	 systems,	 plastics	 bans,	 public	
banking,	worker	 cooperatives,	 and	 far	more.	 Bhutan’s	 “Gross	National	Happiness”	
index	 and	 New	 Zealand’s	 “well-being	 budget”	 challenge	 GDP,	 which	 maximizes	
mindless	growth	and	the	value-neutral	production	of	whatever	fucked-up	products,	
as	the	standard	measure	of	economic	health.	
	
Why	aren’t	we	doing	it?	Why	do	well-meaning	environmental	advocates—even	while	
genuinely	terrified	for	their	children’s	future—just	keep	doubling	and	quadrupling	
down	on	Teslas,	plastics	recycling,	and	the	byzantine	insanity	of	carbon	trading?	Why,	
especially,	do	they	insist	on	pretending,	despite	decades	of	counter-evidence,	that	we	
can	use	an	economy	that	 is	 inherently	socially	and	environmentally	devastating	to	
clean	up	the	spectacular	messes	it	so	inevitably	generates?		
	
And	that,	I’ll	argue,	has	everything	to	do	with	how	people	think	about	environment	
and	economy.	So	how	can	we	make	it	all	happen?	My	39	Ways	suggest	whom	to	ask—
and,	 emphasize,	 if	 ironically	 (Pollyanna),	 the	preeminent	 importance	of	 social	 and	
systemic	 vs.	 individual	 action. 13 	Mostly,	 though,	 I	 ask	 you	 to	 think	 differently.	
Redefine	environment.	Redefine	economy.	Redefine	extremist.	Redefine	costs.	Define	
a	 green	building	by	what	happens	 inside	 it.	 Pay	more	 attention	 to	how	you	make	
money	than	to	how	you	give	it	away.	And	so	on.	
	
What	 to	do?	You	 gotta	 bomb	 these	 tenacious	 logics	 into	nonsense.	 You	 gotta	 stop	
calling	basic	decency	“radical”—and	instead	call	out	this	economy	as	extreme,	cruel,	
and	downright	sociopathic.		
	
In	sum,	what	a	privilege	to	talk	with	you.	 I	hope	this	experiment	can	kick	up	dust,	
indeed—and	 inspire	 conversation,	 and	 provoke	 anger.	 As	 Pollyanna	 reports,	 “I’ve	
seen	it	happen”—the	anger,	that	is.	Yet	I’ve	seen	it	happen	in	both	directions—just	
this	 spring,	 for	 example,	when	 the	more	 insulted	members	 of	 a	 United	 Church	 of	
Christ	 congregation	 in	 Boulder	 chose	 not	 to	 join	 my	 “stop	 saving	 the	 planet!”	
workshop—while	many	others	smartly	put	the	39	Ways	to	work	to	almost	entirely	
rethink	their	on-the-ground	climate	activism.	
	
In	the	end,	I’ll	return	to	Pollyanna’s	question,	about	the	EJ	movement:	“If	mainstream	
environmentalism	[had	taken]	up	these	demands	30	years	ago,	where	would	we	be	
now?”		

 
13 and no one, and I mean no one, seems to get my “39 no-brainer things” joke—the 33rd Way, in which I 
cram all the usual do-nothing nonsense into one Way. Apologies to all. 
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It’s	2022,	and	what	are	we	waiting	for?	I’m	not	dead	yet,	and	as	Sarah	notes,	the	book	
aims	to	incite	social	change.	I	want	to	say	to	my	brothers’	kids,	my	godson,	my	cousins’	
and	friends’	kids,	the	college	students	I	talk	with—	I’m	trying.	I	am.	I’m	doing	what	
I’ve	developed	the	craft	and	experience	to	do.		
	
Is	it	enough?	Oh,	definitely	not.	
	
Am	I	hopeful?—is	another	question	I	very	often	get.	
	
And	I	respond	with	the	best	answer	I	can	muster.	
	
What	choice	do	I	have?	
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