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(Until recently, design’s mistrust of green activism limited the 
speculative utility of ecologic models to a sanitized analog for 
complexity and emergence.) In any event, recent work suggests 
that the debut of entrepreneurial environmentalism has several 
common character traits:

EXTROVERTED 
If “the failure of earlier urban design and regionally scaled enter-
prises was the oversimplification, the reduction, of the phenome-
nological richness of physical life,”22 entrepreneurial 
environmentalism must produce extroverted content. In the race 
for consumer attention, it must exacerbate its identity and stake 
claim to user participation or lose relevancy.

CONSENSUAL 
Entrepreneurial environmentalism is equally social and operative. 
Fixes for global issues of poverty, health, and education are merg-
ing with environmental solutions—we can’t solve one without pay-
ing attention to others.

PLURAL 
Entrepreneurial environmentalism results from the collusion of 
architecture, urbanism, and landscape is not a post-disciplinary 
condition, but a mix of super-disciplinary roles that cross-pollinate 
information and technique. Pervasive info- and eco-tech fuse 
buildings, sites, and cities into contiguous environments that are 
responsive and resilient.

All this points toward fresh cultural terrain in which our perfor-
mance—how we consume, how we waste—is incontrovertibly 
connected to the state of the world. Rather than serving as a 
maternal membrane that insulates users from external impact, 
architectures and ecologies are derived from the looping of 
diversely productive environments. A kind of comprehensiveness 
results: call it a Big Nature. At the core is a societal prerogative 
born from consumerism: like Big Pharma (read: Pfizer) embracing 
our collective health paranoia, like Big Tech (read: Apple) thriving 
on our appetite for intelligence and connectivity, Big Nature 
raises consumer desire by tapping into growing fears of demise 
at the hands of advancing climate change or cataclysmic culture 
clash. Each successive Katrina, tsunami, melting ice cap, and 
drought binds the social aspirations of first, second, and third 
world economies into a common predicament of limited resources. 
Taken at face value, entrepreneurial environments are about the 
collective gain of planetary health. In reality though, its popular-
ity is driven by mass protectionism—individuals concerned about 
the preservation of their lifestyles. Today, consequently, there is 
a formative moral component to choices about how and why we 
relate to our environments. We are coming to recognize at the 
macro scale that our activities have tipped the balance. Survival 
of consumerist society, and thus the metropolis, is tied to a tech-
nological nature both beneficent (productive) and angry (destruc-
tive). In short, the environment has become a social enterprise, 
and society, an environmental enterprise.


