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Poverty and the Environment -- Global Lessons, Local 
Solutions 

Policy leaders from seventy-five 
different organizations explored issues 
of "poverty and the environment" at the 
Atlas International Workshop held in 
Orlando, FL. Atlas colleagues have long 
proposed ideas to address environmental 
concerns, often to find intense 
opposition based on "moral" arguments. 
Critics hold up property rights, 
capitalism, and markets as examples of 
moral decadence. In contrast, this 
February program examined compelling 
arguments that markets provide --, . 
nstitutional arrangements which enable 

O n a t  ions to rise out of poverty. As wealth 

environment." 
She described 
how the human 
condition has 
been one of 
continual 
improvement by 
showing how we 
have become 
more efficient in 
our resource use, 
how we are able 
to produce more 
output with 
fewer inputs, and 
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The program opened with a dinner cleaner options. Guatemala) 
speech by Hernan Biichi, Chile's former 
economic minister (Institute Libertad 
y Desarrollo, Chile), who endorsed the 
idea of focusing on poverty and the 
environment as a means of positively 
influencing public policy. 
"Environmentalism is an emotionally 
charged issue, but the focus on poverty 
and the environment offers a rational 
balance because it shows that people 
have to make choices." He encouraged 
the participants, as "idea creators," to 
find innovative ways to help people 
realize they have to make choices, each 
of which has different consequences. 
The choices that lead to a wealthier 
society also lead to a society that has 
greater freedom. 

The program's first panel focused 
on empirical data and supporting 
arguments for the theme, "wealthier is 
healthier." Lynn Scarlett (The Reason 
Foundation, Los Angeles, CA) 
contended that "poverty is perhaps the 
greatest threat to human health and the 

Ana M. de Lamas (Estudio 
Lamas, Taboada & Asociados, 
Argentina) 

Sally Pipes (Pacific 
Harry Teasley, (former president, Coca-Cola Nestle 
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Research Institute, San 
Francisco, CA) offered empirical 
evidence to back the argument that 
environmental conditions are, in fact, 
improving. Each year Pacific publishes 
an environmental index which delineates 
primary, secondary, and composite 
measures of environmental well-being. 
The figures show that economic growth 

and environmental improvement go 
hand-in-hand, and additionally, that 
economic growth is the main 
prerequisite for environmental 
improvement. 

Both speakers added the caution 
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that regulations can be costly, typically 
imposing an overall negative effect on 
both the economy and the environment. 
By documenting the strides that have 
been made, institutes can work to 
counter the pessimistic views towards 
the environment and focus on the 
positive contributions that the market 
alternative offers. 

On the second panel, Calvin 
Beisner, author of m e r e  Garden Meets 
JT7t%lderness, looked at "The Human 
Dimensions of Poverty." He pointed out 
that many countries simply can't afford 
the technologies that enable people to 
have a clean environment. The 
environmental costs of poverty -- indoor 
air pollution from burning coarse 
biomass fuels, untreated sewage, and 
low-efficiency vehicles which burn 
highly polluting fuels, for example -- 
diminish as economies grow through 
continued hard work, learning, and 
capital investment. 

Speaking from a similar 
~ i las ' s  director of 

environmental programs, Jo Kwong 
asked, "What kind of environmental 
ethics ignores the plight of the less 
wealthy among us, and instead, focuses 
on hypothetical or phantom risks at 
unreasonably high costs? 
Environmentalism is distinctly a 
Western preoccupation, yet our Western 
ideals are being exported worldwide to 
countries where people simply cannot 
afford to adopt these costly measures." 

Terry Anderson (PERC, 
Bozeman, MT), a hero to many program 
participants for penning Free Market 
Environmentalism with coauthor Don 
Leal, picked up the regulatory theme 
introduced in the previous panel and 
described how barriers to free trade, 
through their negative impacts on 
economic growth, end up hindering the 
ability to enhance and protect the 
environment. 

Participants received an 
information-packed keynote luncheon 
address from Harry Teasley, former 
president of Coca-Cola Nest16 
Refreshments Company. Combining 
classical liberal insights with his 
experience as a top multinational 
business leader, Teasley delivered a 
powerful perspective on "Packaging: 

Good for Trade, Health, and the 
Environment." He countered 
widespread environmental 
perceptions with common sense 
rebuttals. On the topic of orange 
juice packaging, he responded to 
the oft-heard claim that "mother 
nature offers the best packaging 
available, so consumers best 
protect the environment by 
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buying oranges and making their own 
juice at home." Not so, responds 
Teasley. Not only is there far greater 
efficiency in the amount of juice that 
commercial operations can achieve, but 
the rinds are turned into animal feed so 
there is little waste to speak of. 
Additionally, the energy costs of 
shipping fresh oranges are far greater 
than shipping orange juice concentrate: 
oranges generate nine times more 
corrugated waste, weigh more than 
seven times as much as the frozen 
orange juice alternative, and take more 
than six times the number of trucks to 

Margaret Conditt 
(Procter & Gamble 
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distribute. Using other real world 
examples, Teasley revealed a remarkable 
history of innovation and improvement 
in product packaging that has vastly 
contributed to economic and 
environmental well being. 

The Orlando, Florida, location 
offered the Disney advantage: in the 
afternoon, a group of program 
participants privately toured the Waste 
Management, Composting and 
Recycling Facility of Disney World. On 
the panel preceding the tour, Roy 
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Mecklenburg, Disney's Animal 
IOngdom Horticulture manager, 
presented an overview of Disney's waste 
management and composting facilities. 
He was joined by Monica Ozores- 
Hampton, an agricultural engineer at the 
University of Florida, who explained 
how Walt Disney World processes food 
wastes, waste paper and wood chips into 
organic compost. 

Later that evening, Fred Smith 
(')(Competitive Enterprise Institute, 

Washington, DC) presented a briefing 
on his experience in Kyoto during the 
December Global Warming Summit and 
offered the slogan, "A world starved of 

energy will be a world of starving 
people." Reflecting on the slim 
numbers representing free-market 
perspectives, Smith urged institutes to 
pursue NGO (non-governmental 
organization) status to achieve greater 
participation in the future. Contact Jim 
Sheehan at CEI for ideas on pursuing 
NGO classification. 

For those institutes steeped in 
solid waste management issues, the 
Saturday program offered both broad 
overviews and detailed operations 
presentations. In the opening panel, 
Harvey Alter (US Chamber of 
Commerce, Washington, DC) described 
how the Base1 Convention (the first 

global attempt at addressing hazardous 
wastes) and other treaties of 
international governance, deny national 
sovereignty, impose unproductive trade 
barriers, and impede positive 
developments in waste management 
strategies by creating conditions of 
ambiguity and uncertainty. Subsequent 
speakers also looked at flawed 
regulations and their impacts on 
innovation and development. Lynn 
Scarlett described extended producer 
responsibility (the idea that producers 
should bear responsibility for 
environmental impacts of their products 
throughout the product's life cycle); 
Henry Miller (Hoover Institution, 
Stanford, CA) described biotechnology 
regulation and its continued focus on 
theoretical risks; and Roberto Fendt 
(Instituto Liberal do Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil) and Patricia Vasquez 
(FundaciBn Republics, Argentina) 
addressed trade barriers imposed by 
ecolabelling programs. 

Roger Bate (IEA Environment 
Unit, London) discussed how fear and 
misinformation drive public policy 
decisions despite the availability of 
scientific evidence that allows issues to 
be put in relative perspective. Enrique 
Ghersi (CITEL, Peru) drove home that 
point by illustrating how fears over 
chlorine's potential cancer effects led 
policy makers to eliminate chlorine from 
the Lima drinking water system. A 
cholera epidemic ensued, causing far 
more deaths than those hypothetically 
posed by chlorine. 

Harvey Alter returned to the 
podium for the luncheon address and 
discussed the growing problem of 
environmental treaties as a dangerous 
new strain of paternalism and 
colonialism. Amid all the bad news 
coming out of Kyoto, he noted, is the 
good news that developing nations have 
rediscovered the fact that "emerging 
economies soar, and people's lives 
improve dramatically when they build 
basic industries with scrap metals and 
other recycled materials." That is one 
reason they refused to sign the accords. 

Unfortunately, under competitive 
pressure from these developing nations, 
several OECD countries have sought to 
shield their own industries by practicing 
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