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-- Garrett Hardin, 
Author of “The Tragedy of the 
Commons” 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
“Who owns - or should own - the sky?… 
It's nothing less than a trillion dollar 
question.” 

-- Peter Barnes 
Author, Who Owns the Sky?: Our 
Common Assets and the Future of 
Capitalism

http://www.sectionz.info/issue_5/content.html
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/full/162/3859/1243
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The Common Thread 
In 1962, the book Silent Spring taught a generation to trace the 
effects of pesticides upon the natural world, to piece together 
ecological connections. Eventually, we learned to name those 
connections as "the environment." It's easy to forget how recent - 
and how important - this usage is. Without a conception of the 
environment to guide us, how would we have mobilized to address 
acid rain or ozone depletion? Where would the duck hunter and the 
bird watcher find common ground? 

Now, it's 1962 all over again. Consider for a moment the six 
commons described in this issue of SectionZ. Each piece tells a similar 
story, stories that we might find discussed in the pages of the Wall 
Street Journal. But readers of Mr. Smith's article are not likely to 
make their own leap from a recommendation for common ownership 
of natural resources to, say, a better understanding of the public 
interest in broadcast spectrum policy. The common thread that binds 
these subjects together often remains hidden.  

We live in an age when the market ventures into areas previously 
unimagined. Even our DNA has become a commodity. Yet at this very 
time, we have forgotten how to name the realm that can function as 
the market's natural counterweight - the commons. Learning to see 
the commons and to verbalize it as the vessel of our common interest 
is the crucial first step. Only then can we ensure that the power of 
the market is captured for the common good - and ensure that 
property remains the servant, and not the master, of our 
Commonwealth. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 
“The true friend of property, the true 
conservative, is he who insists that 
property shall be the servant and not 
the master of the commonwealth.” 

-- Teddy Roosevelt 
From: "The New Nationalism" 
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