Emilio Biagini

The alleged saviours of planet Earth

Riassunto. - I pretesi salvatori del pianeta
Terra

Le confuse basi ideologiche della contestazione an-
tiglobal si fondano sul neopaganesimo gnostico. Gli slo-
gan sono quelli ben noti, che evadono dai veri problemi
del “terzo mondo”, appellandosi ad un vago terzomon-
dismo. Altra radice ideologica ¢ quella della nevrosi
ecologista. Al contrario di quanto sostenuto dai noglo-
bal, le diseguaglianze sono sempre esistite e la globaliz-
zazione, fenomeno di graduale inclusione nei circuiti
commerciali ed informativi, tende piuttosto ad atte-
nuarle. I paesi che realmente rimangono indietro sono
quelli che, presi nella morsa di societa statiche, di gover-
ni autoritari e spesso corrotti, di burocrazie invadenti e
non meno corrotte, nella globalizzazione non riescono
ad inserirsi, e questo spiega perché ’antiglobalismo &
presente solo nei paesi sviluppati, in quanto si tratta di
un movimento di retroguardia postmarxista.

Introduction

The ideological justification underpinning the
violence unleashed through the streets of Genoa
during the G8 meeting is obviously rooted in
“third world” rethoric (the very expression “third
world” has been invented by estreme leftwing
propaganda) and environmentalism, besides hav-
ing links with neopaganism, in the form of nature-
worship, in line with neognostic philosophies. Its
spokesmen are the “peaceful” demonstrators and
their abettors: people who have taken on them-
selves the task, perhaps slightly ambitious, to save
the world. Selfsstyled “interpreters and legitimate
representatives of mankind”, they maintain that

the world is threatened by an iniquitous and pol-
luting globalization: a perverse process engi-
neered by the “masters of the planet”, a process
producing wealth for a few, poverty for all others
(a muddled “third world” ideology) and environ-
mental degradation (environmentalism). These
are exceedingly old contentions, which must now
undergo a rational examination.

The miracles of Saint Percentage

Saint Percentage is not on the calendar but
performs miracles. To the imagination it lends
reality to something which is far from real. The
secret lies in that aggregate 100% (20% of man-
kind owning 80% of the riches, while the remain-
der 80% of people owns only 20% of all riches,
therefore injustice and an urgent call for “redistri-
bution”). All this yields a decided impression of a
closed number, of a given amount which cannot
be increased, a cake that has mysteriously ap-
peared from somewhere, and that some malig-
nant wizards have cut into unequal parts. But the
economy is not a cake, it is a great number of con-
fectioners appointed to bake different cakes.
Some are good confectioners who make good
cakes, others are not so good, some waste or steal
the flour, the sugar and the other ingredients.
Some even sell the ingredients to buy a Kalashnik-
ov for themselves.

According to the current propaganda, the
wealthy, under the deforming lens of envy and
hatred, become automatically the parasytes of the
poor. Since many people rely on emotions caused
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The whole matter hangs upon the level of dyna-
mism of the sociely. If the opposing contention
were true, and the wealthy were rich only at the
expense of the poor, how could we possibly ex-
plain that countries which never possessed any
colonial empire, such as Sweden or Switzerland,
have an income per caput higher then Great Brit-
ain, which has ruled for centuries over the largest
colonial empire in history? Spain and Portugal
also had giant colonial empires and certainly did
not restrain themselves in exploiting them. But to
what use did they put the riches thus accumulat-
ed? Instead of investing them in productive activ-
ities, they built lavish palaces and purchased works
of art. As a consequence, the economies of the two
Iberian countries have lagged far behind the rest
of Western Europe. Their living standard began to
rise only when they undertook industrialisation, in
the second half of the 20" century, when colonial-
ism was long gone.

On the contrary, England and Holland in the
16" century, before undertaking the conquest of
their colonial empires, and even before entering
the great circuits of world commerce, which was
being formed on the wake of great geographic
discoveries, were the two wealthiest countries in
the world. Why? The answer is straightforward,
perhaps too straightforward for those who like
complications, allowing a broader range of prop-
aganda maneuvre: local innovations, local entre-
preneurship, exploitment of local resources with
local manpower. An efficient agriculture (com-
pared with contemporary standards), coal mining,
metallurgy, wool cloth making, in England. High
quality agriculture, linen cloth, fishing of North
Sea herrings and their export after smoking them,
in Holland. These were the economic recipes of
the two countries which are sill among the most
meaningful among those having a high develop-
ment level. The riches of India and Indonesia,
forthcoming great colonial objectives of these two
European powers, were still to come to the fore.
Colonial conquest was a consequence, and not the
cause, of their strength, which took the form of
military and political power, in comparison with
the weakness of the future colonies. Weakness has
always invited aggression. Exploitment took place,
no one denies it, but it was by no means the cause
of the imbalance in riches and power.

And after all, how did India and Indonesia fare,
before being colonised, respectively by the British
and the Dutch? “Third worldism” has emphasized
their wealth, Golconda diamonds, for example, to
compare them with their present widespread pov-
erty which is alleged to be due to colonial (and

neocolonial) dependency. But, the fabulous
wealth of precolonial India was held by the maha-
rajas, while poverty had always been the common
lot of the mass of the population long before the
Indians heard of such thing as the British Empire.
Moreover, Indian poverty is receding. And what
about the vast modern sector of the Indian econ-
omy, including the great computer pole of Banga-
lore, largely responsible for solving the problem of
the dreaded “millennium bug”?

Severely depressed conditions existed in the
Precolumbian empires: yes, the Inca swam in (un-
productive) gold, but what of his subjects, system-
atically held in humiliating subjection? If they,
trembling, had to visit the Inca, were obliged to
carry a weight tied on their back, in order to stress
their abysmal inferiority, and the fact that perhaps
this was not felt as something humiliating, “be-
cause it was part of their own culture”, as the rel-
ativist anthropologist would say, just makes things
worse. And when they were sacrificed to ferocious
and cannibal gods? These gods, in the diabolical
mythologies prior to evangelisation, were deemed
to “need” drinking human blood to live. Our rel-
ativist friend would object, again, that “so was their
culture”, and it was not felt as a negative thing.
And again, the answer is that this just makes the
case even blacker. Asia, Precolombian America,
Africa (at least the better organised tribal king-
doms) lived in the tradition of oriental despotism,
in which the ruler was master of everything, in-
cluding the life and the death of all his subjects. In
Russia, oriental despotism was introduced by the
Mongolic invasion in the early 13" century, and
this heavy heritage accounts for a great many
things, in terms of non existent democratic tradi-
tions, of economic backwardness, of elephantlike
bureaucracy, of political “justice” used to destroy
any opposition to the regime and not to protect
the common people against common criminals:
this was, and to some extent still, the conditon of
the desperate Eurasian lands where communism
has found an easy ground and has taken roots.

Leaving aside the exceptional case of Indian
weavers (prevented by caste barriers from chang-
ing occupation to escape the competition of Brit-
ish cloth, during the colonial age), on which Len-
in (1916) insisted so much, taking it to be the
general rule of all European imperialism, it is
impossible to sustain that colonialism invariably
worsened the economic conditions of colonial
peoples, first of all because it would be hard to
find something to worsen the situation even more,
and moreover because in the colonies something
has been built (the Indian railways have been the
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contain the number of obnoxious human beings.
What an excellent thing, abortion. The unborn
child is sacrificed to the comfort of adults, and in
this wav more room can be found for the animal
species threatened by human encroachment. The
sweet moralists so deeply moved by the cruel des-
tiny of seals have apparently no qualms for the
children murdered before their birth. Extremist
ecologism, by disowning the Western open society,
is also responsible of throwing discredit upon the
only effective controls on environmental prob-
lems, exercised thanks to transparency of informa-
tion.

Precisely the democratic control exercised in
the West by the people upon economic initiatives
has prevented the dreadful environmental havoc
brought forth by communist industrialisation in
Eastern Europe and in the Eurasian plains. In
Ucraine, oil pollution is such that a lighted ciga-
rette stump thrown into the Dnjeper has set fire
on a river stretch several kilometers long. The
burning of coal in the open air has poisoned the
people from East Germany to the Urals and be-
yond. The Kara peninsula has become a danger-
ously radioactive area. The hydrology of the Rus-
sian great plains are in disastrous disarray, large
parts of the taiga are dying due to the lowering of
the water table, the Kara Bogaz has been dried up
and steppe winds are scattering many million tons
of salt over the fields in Central Asia, lakes and
rivers are dead all over Russia and Siberia. The
highly hazardous Three Gorges project (involv-
ing, among other things the dislocation of more
than one million people) in the strongly dias-
trophic area of Central China poses a serious
threat: in the event of major earthquake, the con-
sequences will be too ghastly to contemplate.
More of this in a further contribution, by Corona,
in the present volume.

Environmental protection is a serious matter:
in the Western countries evaluations of environ-
mental impact for every major project are justly
mandatory. What is not acceptable, instead, is ex-
treme ecologism, which is not science, but a fash-
ionable ideology, a form of mystique clothed in
scientific terms culled from truly scientific ecolo-
gy. It is a kind of pantheism, evidently rooted in
the neognosis, in awe in front of “mysterious forc-
es of nature”, which fires gullible spirits wishing to
feel themselves part of a “grand project to save the
planet”. After rejecting Christianity, with its ob-
noxious Ten Commandments (“Do as you please”,
was the motto of diabolical initiation of the Hell-
Fire Club, a highly significant product of the 18™
century English Enlightment), the human soul is

thirsty of purpose and meaning, and tries to find
it in gnosis. The gnostic ideology rejects the limit-
ed human perfection, it is the frenzy of those who
“do not tolerate not to be God” (Samek Lodovici
1991), and thanks to “a magic jump beyond the
mirror of reality”, hope to find the edenic world.

It is an extremely old heresy: harking back to
the dawn of Christianity, with clearly pre-Christian
forerunners. It reappeared in thousand different
shapes and versions. The myths of the “good sav-
age”, of “mother nature”, of the “living planet “,
are some of its most recent idols. The ideology of
“Gaia”, the living planet, is but a reissue of the
heathen Gea or Mother Earth. Of course, any
planet is but a big stone revolving around a star,
which can or cannot offer physical and chemical
conditions favourable to life. The idea of “Gaia” is
mystic, not scientific. Confronted by these forms
of irrationality, it matters little that ecology, the
truly scientific one, has shown the high resilience
of ecosistems (Holling 1978), or the fact that the
very concept od sustainable development is utterly
vague and needs, at the very least, a careful re-
interpretation and redefinition.

It matters little that the Club of Rome has al-
ready been obliged to reasses many times its cata-
strophich predictions that had been proved utter-
ly wrong, thereby causing the Club to become the
target of devestating criticism (Clark 1973, La-
rouche 1983). In the meantime, misguided fanat-
ics are prepared to make use of highly unconven-
tional methods to prevent the broadening of a
road necessary to ease traffic and prevent acci-
dents: they dig tunnels and bar them with steel
doors to forestall their pursuers. Their presence
underground prevents bulldozers from coming
into action for fear to cause a collapse of the tun-
nels on the human moles. They chain themselves
to trunks, or even nail themselves to them; in short
they seek sacrifices they probably would not even
dream of undertaking to save a human being or
their very soul.

In accordance with the newly rising heathen-
ism, one finds in ecologism all the moral features
of the old pagan world: infanticide by exposure
under the cloak of legalised “therapeutic” abor-
tion to prevent the spread of human life, the de-
nial of a special place in nature to man (degraded
to an animal among animals), the cult of the
Mother Earth, tree worship, and worship of water
sources and animals, a rampant superstition which
enriches without measure such individuals as “ma-
gicians”, seers and quacks (he who does not be-
lieve in God is by no means a “free” thinker, but a
conceited being ready to believe anvthing), the
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