Oopsie: Earth Heats Up Due To
Clean Air During Economic
Lockdown

Climate alarmists will have some crow to eat now that it is documented
that the earth heated up as man-made economic activity decreased. This
is diametrically opposed to their claims that man’s activity and increased
industrial activity is the cause of global warming. ⁃ TN Editor
Earth spiked a bit of a fever in 2020, partly because of cleaner air from
the pandemic lockdown, a new study found.
For a short time, temperatures in some places in the eastern United
States, Russia and China were as much as half to two-thirds of a degree
(.3 to .37 degrees Celsius) warmer. That’s due to less soot and sulfate
particles from car exhaust and burning coal, which normally cool the
atmosphere temporarily by reflecting the sun’s heat, Tuesday’s study in
the journal Geophysical Research Letters reported.
The study states:
“The COVID-19 pandemic changed emissions of gases and
particulates. These gases and particulates affect climate. In

general, human emissions of particles cool the planet by scattering
away sunlight in the clear sky and by making clouds brighter to
reflect sunlight away from the earth. This paper focuses on
understanding how changes to emissions of particulates (aerosols)
affect climate. We use estimates of emissions changes for 2020 in
two climate models to simulate the impacts of the COVID-19
induced emission changes. We tightly constrain the models by
forcing the winds to match observed winds for 2020. COVID-19
induced lockdowns led to reductions in aerosol and precursor
emissions, chiefly soot or black carbon and sulfate (SO4). This is
found to reduce the human caused aerosol cooling: creating a small
net warming effect on the earth in spring 2020. Changes in cloud
properties are smaller than observed changes during 2020. The
impact of these changes on regional land surface temperature is
small (maximum +0.3K). The impact of aerosol changes on global
surface temperature is very small and lasts over several years.
However, the aerosol changes are the largest contribution to
COVID-19 affected emissions induced radiative forcing and
temperature changes, larger than ozone, CO2 and contrail effects.”
Overall, the planet was about .05 degrees (.03 degrees Celsius) warmer
for the year because the air had fewer cooling aerosols, which, unlike
carbon dioxide, is pollution you can see, the study found.
“Cleaning up the air can actually warm the planet because that (soot and
sulfate) pollution results in cooling” which climate scientists have long
known, said study lead author Andrew Gettelman, an atmospheric
scientist at the National Center for Atmospheric Research. His
calculations come from comparing 2020 weather to computer models
that simulated a 2020 without the pollution reductions from pandemic
lockdowns.
This temporary warming effect from fewer particles was stronger in
2020 than the effect of reduced heat-trapping carbon dioxide emissions,
Gettelman said. That’s because carbon stays in the atmosphere for more
than a century with long-term effects, while aerosols remain in the air
about a week.

Read full story here…

The Fraud of Climate Change
And the Drive for Control

The birth-pangs of Technocracy are painful and messy as pseudo-science
is pitted against real science. Climate change (and the COVID-19 panic)
are instruments used to stampede the world into Sustainable
Development, aka Technocracy. Will the lies ever stop? Not likely. ⁃ TN
Editor
Man-made Climate Change is being used as the catalyst for tall tales of
melting ice caps, drowning polar bears, and flooded islands. It’s even
being blamed for a rise in wars and poverty. In the name of Climate
Change there is a drive to destroy Free markets and the very concepts of
limited Government, private property, and individual liberty.
We’re told that we must all sacrifice and give up our “selfish” lifestyle as
we are required to “live on less” – to save the planet. And above all, we
are warned not to question any of this because the science is settled. The
debate is over. Stop talking about it – We must act NOW!

But what are the facts? What is the basis of the Climate Change charges,
and why is there no room for a difference of opinion, no matter what new
facts may be discovered? In short, what is the true “end game?”
Climate Change alarmists claim that about 2700 scientists agree with
them and that these represent about 97% of all scientists. And so, they
claim, it is an indisputable fact. But the fact is, there is no consensus in
the scientific community over Climate Change. A U.S. Senate minority
report says more than 650 scientists express dissent over man-made
global warming claims. In addition, over 30,000 scientists have signed
on to a petition that says there is no convincing evidence that human
release of carbon dioxide, methane or other greenhouse gasses causes
or will … cause catastrophic heating of the Earth’s atmosphere and
disruption of the Earth’s climate.
Now, I’m not a scientist, but neither is Al Gore. However I know that
true science is rarely settled. Consensus means nothing. Science isn’t a
democracy in which the one idea with the most votes wins. Science is
based on fact – provable fact. It doesn’t matter how many agree or
disagree. Truth in science is all that matters. But if you cut off anyone’s
ability to even question someone’s findings you have fallen prey to a
specific political agenda. And that is exactly what we are facing.
You can obviously run down a lot of rabbit holes in trying to discuss manmade Climate Change. But the real question is this – is climate change
caused by man or is temperature change really just from natural causes?
That is the debate – the ONLY debate. The answer to that question is
mandatory before we allow Climate Change forces to begin to impose
massive regulations that will control, perhaps even destroy human
existence.
Those pushing the Climate Change position insist that it is not of natural
causes. They declare that the warming is purely man-made from
pollution – specifically emissions of CO2 into the atmosphere. They say
that is creating what has been called a Green House effect as the CO2
becomes trapped, forcing a warming of the Earth.
It’s absolutely vital that they win that argument because IF climate

change is actually proven to be from natural causes and not man-made,
then their entire argument would fail and their entire political agenda
will collapse along with their influence over government policy and their
access to massive amounts of money. Is it any wonder that they are very
nervous about those they call climate skeptics – those scientists and
spokesmen who dispute their dire findings about the climate?
That’s why, to maintain control, radical environmental forces, such as
the Sierra Club, Nature Conservancy, and the World Wildlife Fund, have
used their power and influence over scientific journals to block the
publication of any reports to the contrary. They have moved to block
research grants to anyone who doesn’t toe the party line. Al Gore has
called for Nuremberg-style public trials for anyone publicly questioning
or disputing the claims of global warming. No discouraging word is to be
heard.
But if Global Warming is so real – non-debatable – then what are they so
afraid of? Why such dire efforts to stop anyone from expressing doubts?
The fact is – and they are well aware of this – there simply is no evidence
of man-made global warming.
According to scientist Joanne Nova, a former climate change alarmists –
turned skeptic, if greenhouse gases are warming the earth, then, by
now, we are supposed to see the first signs of it in a patch of air 10
kilometers above the tropics. But this hot spot just isn’t there.
MIT scientist Willie Soon, wrote that the warming during the past 30
year period was basically caused by storm activity on the Sun. He titled
his report, “It’s the Sun, Stupid!”
In 1985, Ice cores extracted from Greenland revealed temperatures and
CO2 levels going back 150,000 years. The original data seemed to
indicate that temperatures and CO2 were locked together, thus giving
birth to both the theory of the “greenhouse effect” and the climate
change movement. But in 1999, scientists began to find that carbon
levels actually rose and fell “AFTER” the temperatures did. And by 2003
scientists had much better data to show that the lag between
temperatures rising and rising carbon levels was a lag of as much as 800

years.
Skeptic scientists who question the validity of the man-made Climate
Change argument say that, if CO2 was a major driver of temperature
change then they would rise indefinitely in a “runaway” greenhouse
effect. That hasn’t happened in 500 million years. Their conclusion is
that CO2 is obviously trivial in determining what causes temperature
changes. Something else is causing global warming.
What we have experienced is a tsunami of data from computer models
and government warming data collection thermometers screaming about
massive warming taking place. The models are man-made and THEY are
wrong. These are the facts: There has been no warming – at all – in the
past 18 years. If anything, we are seeing a cooling period beginning.
That is completely natural. It gets cold. It gets hot. The North and South
Poles are not melting. The ice is actually growing thicker. Global sea ice
is at a record high.
So the sea levels are not rising and islands are not about to drown. And
neither are polar bears. Their population is actually increasing by large
numbers. Tropical rain forests are growing faster than scientists
thought, due to rising levels of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. CO2 is
actually good for nature.
What, then, is the true end game? Why are they so desperate to hang on
to the Climate Change argument, no matter how many times it is
disproved?
Christine Stewart, the former Canadian Minister of the Environment,
said, “No matter if the science of global warming is all phony…climate
change provides the greatest opportunity to bring about justice and
equality in the world.”
Timothy Wirth, formally of the Clinton Administration, and now the
President of the UN Foundation, said, “We’ve got to ride this global
warming issue. Even if the theory of global warming is wrong, we will be
doing the right thing in terms of economic and environmental policy.” In
other words, the end justifies the means!

What do these two quotes tell you? They hint that there is a bigger
agenda than environmental protection in the Climate Change
enforcement drive. They talk about economics and justice. Can it be that
the environment serves simply as the excuse to disguise a larger plan?
Can such a diabolical plan exist? Or is that just a conspiracy theory from
paranoid right wing fringe fanatics. The Club of Rome, one of the
premier power forces working under the UN tent said in one of its
reports, “In searching for a new enemy to unite us, we came up with the
idea that pollution, the threat of global warming, water shortages,
famine and the like, would fit the bill. All of these dangers are caused by
human intervention, and it is only through changed attitudes and
behavior that they can be overcome. The real enemy then, is humanity
itself.”
National sovereignty, free enterprise, and private property ownership
were all targeted as an evil oppressor that must be eliminated in the
name of peace, health and happiness. As this process moved forward
there were public statements that hinted of what was to come.
Paul Ehrlich, now a Professor of Population Studies at Stanford
University said, “A massive campaign must be launched to de-develop
the United States. De-development means brining our economic system
into line with the realities of ecology and the world resource situation.”
And then in 1992, the United Nation’s Earth Summit in Rio introduced
the master plan – what they called a “Comprehensive Blue Print” for
reorganizing human society. It was called Agenda 21.
The UN explained Agenda 21 like this, “Effective execution of Agenda 21
will require a profound reorientation of all human society, unlike
anything the world has ever experienced. A major shift n the priorities of
both government and individuals and an unprecedented redeployment of
human and financial resources. This shift will demand that a concern for
the environmental consequences of every human action be integrated
into individual and collective decision-making at every level.”
Maurice Strong, Chairman of the Earth Summit, summed it all up in his
official address to the Summit when he said, “Isn’t the only hope for the

planet that the industrial nations collapse? Isn’t it our responsibility to
bring that about?”
And isn’t that exactly what we see happening in the United States and in
industrial nations around the world? Always the same three words were
used to describe the all-encompassing reach of this new Comprehensive
Blue Print. Those words are, Economy, Equity, and Environment. Better
known as the Three Es. It started as Agenda 21, then became Agenda
2030, now it’s the Green New Deal, and its racing into policy across the
nation from city council, to county commission to state legislature.
Social Equity
Social Equity is based on a demand for “social justice.” Social Equity and
Social Justice require that the world’s wealth be redistributed according
to government dictates. No private property. No private industry. Black
Lives Matter and ANTIFA are demonstrating how Social Justice will work
for you. Pay attention.
Economic Prosperity
At the root of Agenda 21 economics are Public/Private Partnerships –
pulled together into a government-driven economy called “corporatism.”
The partnerships allow for special tax breaks; access to certain lands for
some developers, but not others; non-compete clauses in government
projects that guarantee profits for some, access to grants and lucrative
special government projects, and much more.
Corporations that play ball get the power of government and
Government gets to hide behind the independence of private business.
Nearly every state is now working on legislation to make this official
government policy. It’s called Benefit Corporations.
This is the new way business is being run in America under Sustainable
Development. The business plan of the day – lobby for regulations.
Destroy your competition with regulations and gather the goodies for
yourself. Watch how many millions of dollars these global corporations
are donating to BLM to achieve more power.

It’s not free enterprise. The true description is government-sanctioned
monopolies, right out of the Mussolini fascist play book.
Ecological Integrity
That’s just the excuse for it all. To understand the power of this
transformation of society under sustainable development, consider this
quote from the UN’s Biodiversity treaty which was also introduced at the
1992 Earth Summit:
“Nature has an integral set of different values (cultural, spiritual
and material) where humans are one strand in nature’s web and all
living creatures are considered equal. Therefore the natural way is
the right way and human activities should be molded along nature’s
rhythms.”
This quote lays down the ground rules for the entire Sustainable
Development agenda. And only a strong, central, all-powerful
government can protect the environment. Individuals and limited
government can’t be trusted because man is nothing more than a swarm
of locusts which swoops down on nature and sucks it clean until there is
nothing left. Nothing good comes from man, according to Sustainablist
doctrine.
Agenda 21 is a threat to our nation, to your local community, to you –
because it IS a comprehensive blueprint specifically designed to change
our way of life and our form of government. Al Gore, in his book, Earth in
the Balance, said we would have to go through a “wrenching
transformation” to rid us of the horrors of the Twentieth Centuries’
Industrial Revolution.
Christiana Figueres (Executive Secretary, UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change), the woman in charge of the drive
to impose global warming policy, said just couple of months ago,
“This is the first time in the history of mankind that we are
setting ourselves the task of intentionally, within a defined period
of time, to change the economic development model that has
been reigning for at least 150 years, since the industrial
revolution…” Can their goals be any clearer?

But, how do you take such radical, obviously Socialist ideas and enforce
them in the number one free market nation on Earth? Answer: impose it
on the local level in every community in the nation.
The American Planning Association is the largest planning group in the
nation. They are operating in almost every community. The APA is part
of the Planners Network which promotes a statement of principles that
reads, “We believe planning should be a tool for allocating
resources…and eliminating the great inequalities of wealth and power in
society…because the free market has proven incapable of doing this.”
That is what every planner in every community believes and that is what
is incorporated in every planning program they create.
Author Ted Trainer, explains how and why to impose the local process as
he described it in his book, “Transition to a Sustainable and Just
World.” “Consumer society cannot be reformed to make it sustainable or
just; it must be largely replaced by a society with fundamentally
different structures. Local planning focuses on curtailing energy and
natural resource and land use.” Says Trainer, “The essential aim is not to
fight against consumer- capitalist society, but to build the alternative to
it.” And that’s exactly what Agenda 21 and Sustainable Development are
designed to do – build an alternative to our American Republic of
elected, representative, limited government.
There are three main targets of attack:
1. Destroy private property ownership and control.
2. Impose regional councils and government, taking government
further away from the people.
3. Feed the plan with federal grant money.
From the 1992 UN Earth Summit, the process moved forward rapidly.
President Bill Clinton created by Executive Order, the President’s
Council on Sustainable Development. Through the Council, the same
Non-governmental Organizations (NGOs) which had helped to create
Agenda 21, now fanned out into the federal bureaucracy. They helped to
write the grant programs through nearly every federal agency. These
grants, touted as voluntary, came armed with specific dictates to any

community that took the grant – detailing specific programs and
guidelines that must be followed. Those guidelines were the specifics of
the implementation of Agenda 21.
Armed with such regulations and the federal grants, the same NGO’s
then descended on state legislatures to pressure for passage of
regulations to force every community to prepare a comprehensive
development plan. Then those same NGO’s headed to the local
communities to “help” them write and implement those master plans.
And of course, they came loaded down with the necessary money to pay
for it – the federal grants. The grants, through HUD, the EPA and nearly
every other agency in the Federal Government are the kool-aid used to
spread the policy into your community.
The rules impose guidelines created on the international level for
building materials, building, plumbing, and electric codes; installing bike
lanes; building apartment buildings with no parking lots, and
establishment of public transportation, including light rail trains to
discourage the use of private transportation. Not to mention restrictions
on water and energy use.
If a community takes the grant, they accept the restrictions. In short,
they must implement the guidelines of Agenda 21. In the back rooms of
city hall and the state legislature, your government officials work handin-hand to write policy with the very NGOs which created Agenda 21.
And what are the results of this internationally-created, federally-funded,
and state-enforced assault on your local community and your own home?
Private property rights are disappearing; energy is being tightly
controlled; jobs are disappearing; community development means pack
and stack high rise housing; and bike paths are jamming roads as taxes
are skyrocketing.
The function of legitimate elected government within the Sustainablist
system is fast becoming little more than the rubber stamp to create and
enforce the dictates of something called Stakeholder Councils – run by –
you guessed it – the same NGO organizations that wrote Agenda 21 in
the first place. It’s the demise of representative government.

The UN Commission on Global Governance said: “Regionalism must
precede globalism. We foresee a seamless system of governance from
local communities, individual states, regional unions and up through the
United Nations itself.” Is it then a coincidence that regionalism is
becoming the fastest growing change in how our government is
operating?
Why does it seem so difficult today to deal with government – to get
them to listen to you? Because you don’t count. Local control is gone.
They make their plans in the back rooms, out of sight and out of reach of
the people. These non-elected regional councils should never have the
power to legislate. That must only be done by actual elected bodies
directly representing and answerable to you. This is how government is
spiraling out of control under Sustainable Development. The main
change from all of this growth in the power of government is corruption
and loss of control by the people.
The economics of so-called Sustainable Smart Growth are sobering and
hit few harder than the poor and young families just starting out. A
recent report by the real estate data firm Zillow says that developers are
no longer planning to build starter homes for young or low income
buyers. The only homes they plan to build are those for the rich or
federally-subsidized low-income apartments.
To get you out of your cars, the State of Washington’s legislature has set
a target of reducing per capita driving of cars by 50% by 2050. Oregon is
the first state to implement plans to measure how many miles you drive
per year and tax it. Oregon is also the first state to ban zoning
protections for single-family homes. There are plans now to install
devises that will allow the government to shut off your car if your drive
too much.
In the San Francisco Bay Area, thousands of low income families are
being uprooted from their homes and relocated, often against their will,
into “Preferred Development Areas.”
Yet, as Americans are being forced to live this way, all under the excuse
of environmental protection – here is the kicker – the little known fact-

that none of it is necessary – because it doesn’t work.
A few years ago, the American Planning Association did a study to see if
all of their efforts to enforce Smart Growth worked. Would you be
shocked to learn that the APA’s own study reported that Smart Growth
does not work?!
Here is the final concluding paragraph of that APA-sponsored study:
“The current planning policy strategies for land use and
transportation have virtually no impact on the major long term
increases in resource and energy consumption. They generally tend
to increase costs and reduce economic competitiveness…In many
cases, the socioeconomic consequences of less housing choices,
crowding, and congestion may outweigh the very modest co2
reduction benefits.”
The fact is, Smart Growth really means the end of private property rights
and single family homes, to force us to live in stack and pack high rises
where residents are over-taxed, over-regulated, rents are high and
individual thoughts and actions are viewed as a threat to the “wellordered society.”
THIS is what your local officials are telling you is a LOCAL plan. Yet,
every plan is the same – across the nation. And every single one of these
programs is now being enforced in your local planning boards.
This top down control is the perfect description of a “Soviet.” And THAT
is what Sustainable Development is. THAT is what the comprehensive
blue print is in action! THAT is what regional planning really is. THAT is
Agenda 21. And THAT is the root of the Biden Administration’s “Great
Reset” policy.
Read full story here…

Bill Gates and Neo-Feudalism:
A Closer Look at Farmer Bill

Bill Gates is a poster-child for Technocracy. He clearly has his eye on
monopoly-power over humanity’s health with mass vaccines, but is he
also trying to gain monopoly control over food? This is a must-read
article by Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., that digs deep into Gates’ global
activities. ⁃ TN Editor
Bill Gates has quietly made himself the largest owner of farmland in the
United States. For a man obsessed with monopoly control, the
opportunity to also dominate food production must seem irresistible.
“Gates has a Napoleonic concept of himself, an appetite that derives
from power and unalloyed success, with no leavening hard experience,
no reverses.” — Judge Thomas Penfield Jackson, presiding judge in the
Gates/Microsoft antitrust-fraud case
The global lockdowns that Bill Gates helped orchestrate and
cheerlead have bankrupted more than 100,000 businesses in the U.S.
alone and plunged a billion people into poverty and deadly food
insecurity that, among other devastating harms, kill 10,000 African
children monthly — while increasing Gates’ wealth by $20 billion. His
$133 billion fortune makes him the world’s fourth wealthiest man.

Gates has been using that newfound cash to expand his power over
global populations by buying devalued assets at fire-sale prices and
maneuvering for monopoly control over public health, privatizing
prisons, online education and global communications while promoting
digital currencies, high tech surveillance, data harvesting
systems and artificial intelligence.
For a man obsessed with monopoly control, the opportunity to also
dominate food production must seem irresistible.
According to the newest issue of The Land Report, Gates has quietly
made himself the largest owner of farmland in the United States. Gates’
portfolio now comprises about 242,000 acres of American farmland and
nearly 27,000 acres of other land across Louisiana, Arkansas, Nebraska,
Arizona, Florida, Washington and 18 other states.
Thomas Jefferson believed that the success of America’s exemplary
struggle to supplant the yoke of European feudalism with a noble
experiment in self-governance depended on the perpetual control of the
nation’s land base by tens of thousands of independent farmers, each
with a stake in our democracy.
So at best, Gates’ campaign to scarf up America’s agricultural real estate
is a signal that feudalism may again be in vogue. At worst, his buying
spree is a harbinger of something far more alarming — the control of
global food supplies by a power-hungry megalomaniac with a Napoleon
complex.
Let’s explore the context of Gates’ stealth purchases as part of his longterm strategy of mastery over agriculture and food production globally.
Beginning in 1994, Gates launched an international biopiracy
campaign to achieve vertically integrated dominion over global
agricultural production. His empire now includes vast agricultural lands
and hefty investments in GMO crops, seed patents, synthetic foods,
artificial intelligence including robotic farm workers, and commanding
positions in food behemoths including Coca-Cola, Unilever, Philip Morris
(Kraft, General Foods), Kellogg’s, Procter & Gamble and Amazon (Whole
Foods), and in multinationals like Monsanto and Bayer that

market chemical pesticides and petrochemical fertilizers.
As usual, Gates coordinates these personal investments with taxpayersubsidized grants from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, the richest
and most powerful organization in all of international aid, his financial
partnerships with Big Ag, Big Chemical, and Big Food, and his control of
international agencies — including some of his own creation — with
awesome power to create captive markets for his products.
Former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, a protégé and partner to
David Rockefeller, observed that, “Who controls the food supply controls
the people.” In 2006, the Bill & Melinda Gates and Rockefeller
Foundations launched the $424 million Alliance for a Green Revolution
in Africa (AGRA) promising to double crop productivity and boost
incomes for 30 million small farmers by 2020 while cutting food
insecurity in half.
Characteristically, Gates’ approach to global problems put technology
and his chemical, pharmaceutical and oil industry partners at the center
of every solution. As it turned out, Gates’ “innovative strategy” for food
production was to force America’s failed system of GMO, chemical and
fossil fuel-based agriculture on poor African farmers.
African agricultural practices have evolved from the land over 10,000
years in forms that promote crop diversity, decentralization,
sustainability, private property, self-organization and local control of
seeds. The personal freedom inherent in these localized systems leaves
farm families making their own decisions: the masters on their lands, the
sovereigns of their destinies. Continuous innovation by millions of small
farmers maximized sustainable yields and biodiversity.
In his ruthless reinvention of colonialism, Gates spent $4.9 billion
dollars to dismantle this ancient system and replace it with high-tech
corporatized and industrialized agriculture, chemically dependent
monocultures, extreme centralization and top-down control. He forced
small African farms to transition to imported commercial
seeds, petroleum fertilizers and pesticides.
Gates built the supply chain infrastructure for chemicals and seeds

and pressured African governments to spend huge sums on subsidies
and to use draconian penalties and authoritarian control to force farmers
to buy his expensive inputs and comply with his diktats. Gates made
farmers replace traditional nutritious subsistence crops like sorghum,
millet, sweet potato and cassava with high-yield industrial cash
crops, like soy and corn, which benefit elite commodity traders but leave
poor Africans with little to eat. Both nutrition and productivity
plummeted. Soils grew more acidic with every application of
petrochemical fertilizers.
As with Gates’ African vaccine enterprise, there was neither internal
evaluation nor public accountability. The 2020 study “False Promises:
The Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa (AGRA)” is the report card
on the Gates’ cartel’s 14-year effort. The investigation concludes that the
number of Africans suffering extreme hunger has increased by 30
percent in the 18 countries that Gates targeted. Rural poverty has
metastasized dramatically, and the number of hungry people in these
nations has risen to 131 million.
Under Gates’ plantation system, Africa’s rural populations have
become slaves on their own land to a tyrannical serfdom of high-tech
inputs, mechanization, rigid schedules, burdensome conditionalities,
credits and subsidies that are the defining features of Bill Gates’ “Green
Revolution.”
The only entities benefiting from Gates’ program are his international
corporate partners — and particularly Monsanto, in which the Gates
Foundation Trust purchased 500,000 shares worth $23 million in 2010
(but later divested those shares after pressure from civil society groups).
Gates himself even filmed commercials for Monsanto’s GMOs, touting
them as the “solution” to world hunger.
In a typical example of Gates’ strange largess, his foundation apparently
made his taxpayer-subsidized “charitable” grants amounting to $10
million to the Big Ag behemoth, Cargill, to build his supply chains for
GMO soy in South Africa. Africans call Gates’ program “Neocolonialism”
or “Corporate Colonialism.”

The AGRA Watch initiative of Seattle-based Community Alliance for
Global Justice follows Gates’ agricultural and food policies. According to
Heather Day, an AGRA Watch spokesperson, AGRA is a trojan horse for
corporate kleptocracy.
“The Gates Foundation and AGRA claim to be ‘pro-farmer,’ ‘pro-poor’
and ‘pro-environment,’” Day told me. “But their approach is closely
aligned with transnational corporations, like Monsanto, and foreign
policy actors like USAID [United States Agency for International
Development].They take advantage of food and global climate crises to
promote high-tech, centralized, industrial agriculture that generate
profits for Gates’ corporate partners while degrading the environment
and disempowering farmers. Their programs are a dark form
of philanthrocapitalism based on biopiracy and corporate biopiracy.”
Read full story here…

