Carbon Democracy, Finance, and Global Limits (Mitchell)
I. Carbon Democracy: Core Thesis and Limits
· Carbon Democracy: Explores how fossil fuels (coal and oil) created both the possibility and the limits of 20th-century democracy.
· The Oil Curse: States reliant on oil revenues tend to be less democratic. Most accounts focus only on oil rents (government income) and ignore how oil is physically produced, distributed, and used.
· The Larger Limit: The political machinery governing the carbon age is seemingly incapable of addressing its end (oil depletion and catastrophic climate change).
· Energy Scale: Fossil fuels are highly concentrated, buried solar energy. The amount burned in one year required organic matter equivalent to 400 years of the earth's plant/animal life production.
II. Coal: Concentration and Democratic Possibility
· Socio-Technical Shift: Coal enabled the concentration of populations in cities, freeing them from relying on adjacent woodlands/pastures. This concentration led to the emergence of mass political movements (from 1870s).
· Network Structure: Coal moved along dendritic networks (narrow channels: mine face, railways, ports). This concentration of energy flows created choke points.
· Miners' Power: Coal miners held significant power, able to slow, disrupt, or cut off energy flow. Their strike rate was high (e.g., US rate was three times the average 1881–1905). They had unusual autonomy underground (room-and-pillar method), distinct from "regimented work".
· Political Effect: The connection between mine workers, railwaymen, and dockers (the 'triple alliance') made the general strike a powerful weapon. This vulnerability compelled political allies and owners (e.g., Rockefeller, King) to accept welfare democracy and universal suffrage to weaken worker mobilization.
· Post-WWII Shift: US planners encouraged Europe's conversion to Middle East oil to undermine the political power of European coal-miners.
III. Oil: Flexibility and Limiting Democracy
· Technical Differences: Oil requires a smaller workforce and workers remain above ground under supervision. Pipelines replaced vulnerable railways.
· Network Structure: Oil flows along grid-like networks (multiple possible paths), allowing tankers to be quickly re-routed to avoid blockages (strikes/nationalization).
· Shipping and Labour: Oil's fluidity allowed massive transoceanic shipping (60–80% exported). This eliminated the labour of coal-heavers/stokers and allowed companies to escape democratic regulations using "flags of convenience".
· Production of Scarcity: Oil companies managed global competition by creating a "long-distance machinery for maintaining limits to supply" via cartels and consortiums (a "technical zone").
· Political Enforcement: Oil installation struggles (e.g., Iraq's K3 pumping station shut down in 1948) did not grant workers the same paralyzing power as coal. Control was secured via US intervention (CIA-backed coups: Syria 1949, Iran 1953).
Global Economy & Ugandan Class (Mitchell/Mamdani)
IV. Oil, Finance, and "The Economy" (finishing up mitchells part)
· Oil-Dollar Link: The post-WWII financial order (Bretton Woods) was sustained because oil, the largest commodity, was purchased largely in US dollars. Oil was so central it "almost constituted a currency in itself".
· US Financial Power: This link granted the US seigniorage privileges, allowing it to extract a "tax" via inflation when other countries paid for oil with dollars.
· "The Economy" Concept: Keynesian expertise (a form of petroknowledge) manufactured "the economy" as the main object of democratic politics. It was measured by GNP (Gross National Product) — the speed and frequency of monetary transactions.
· Limitless Growth: Oil helped foster the idea of growth without limit: 
1. Oil prices continually declined (1920–1970).
2. GNP calculations ignored resource depletion (oil treated as inexhaustible).
3. Costs of pollution/climate change were not deducted; spending on mitigation added to GNP.
· 1967–1974 Crises: Interlocked crises: US defaulted on gold convertibility (1971) and Middle East nationalization (e.g., Iraq 1972). Oil companies shifted narrative to forecasting "the end of oil" (1971) to justify unprecedented price increases. This led to the weapon-dollar-petrodollar coalition, linking petrodollars returning to the US to buy arms, increasing militarism in the Middle East.
V. Contradictory Class Perspectives in Uganda (Mamdani) 
· Democratic Conflict: Defined by the tension between the bourgeoisie (seeking narrow, formal, universal democracy) and the popular classes/peasantry (seeking democracy tied to production relations and living conditions).
· The Agrarian Question: Central to democracy in Africa; struggle must address exploitative and unequal production relations faced by the peasantry.
· Dual Compulsion in Production: 
1. Voluntary: Market-mediated relations (wage labor, renting) leading to internal class differentiation.
2. Involuntary (Extra-Economic Coercion): Direct compulsion enforced by the state/state-connected institutions (officials, Church).
· Forms of Coercion: Includes forced labour (communal projects), forced contributions (money, animals, fees for parties/churches), and forced enclosures (land).
· Bureaucratic Bourgeoisie: This class exploits state power and resources due to a close individual-state connection, rather than developing independent property.
· 1975 Land Reform Decree (Amin Regime): Abolished customary tenure, turning peasants into state tenants. It resulted in the extension of extra-economic coercion via local administrative and judicial structures (e.g., District Land Committees).
· Popular Democracy Pre-requisite: Requires dismantling the coercive regime where the direct producer is not a "free agent". This means achieving reform of production relations and local governance.
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