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The Big Green Lie
by Stephen Corry on Counter Punch

WWF recently released (June 5th, 2020) a short video (1) of British "national treasure" and
conservation icon, Sir David Attenborough, telling us that "suddenly" saving the world is within
reach. He says they know what to do and have a plan to build a stable, healthy world that we can
benefit from forever. What's not to like? Well, a lot! WWF's plan regurgitates a 19th century racist
assumption: That too many of the wrong kind of people threaten us all.
Their "plan" has four commandments: 1) "stop the damaging stuff"; 2) "new green tech"; 3) get
population down, and; 4) keep hold of "natural wealth we have currently got." (2) Let's begin
by removing the two "no-brainer" outliers, the first and last in the plan, stopping doing damage and
keeping existing advantages. Both are self-evident approaches to pretty much anything. What we're
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left with then is just two answers to the planet's problems – new green tech and reducing population.
What's the underlying message in the first: We can carry on business as usual so long as we change
our energy source? We swap oil and coal for wind and solar and hey presto the world is saved? But
hang on, what about the carbon footprint, and the slave and child labor, used in building that "new
green tech" – tiny children digging cobalt in the Congo, (3) for example? What about the growing
inequalities which fuel the massive overconsumption by the élite? If the world's most famous opera
house in Milan played to a packed house of the world's richest people, it'd be host to nearly twothirds of the total money owned by everyone on the planet. (4) Might that astonishing detail be
relevant? What about the fact that the average American citizen – leave aside a well-heeled WWF
executive – in just over a week consumes about the same as a sub-Saharan African does in a year,
and uses the same energy as a South Sudanese does in two years? (5) Who bears the real
responsibility for doing "the damaging stuff"? After all, there are hundreds of millions of people in the
world who live and die, often hungry, who are responsible for practically no pollution at all.
Yes, it's certainly vital to stop burning fossil fuels, but will the "world" be saved simply by swapping
oil for renewables, or might that really also be about enabling the élite to carry on doing what they're
doing, just by investing in different companies?
But it's in the other "solution" – getting the population down – where both Attenborough and WWF
really plumb the depths of their elitist ideology. One can visualize the meetings of writers who
struggled to express this without attracting attacks from those like me who think the 200-year old
cry of "overpopulation" is ideological, fundamentally racist, certainly eugenic, and nothing to do with
science.
The writers finally came up with, "stabilize the human population as low as we fairly can." They
presumably thought that using "stabilize" rather than "reduce" (which is what they mean), and that
inserting "fairly," would satisfy the critics. That only goes to show just how little they understand
what the problems with their "overpopulation" dirge actually are!
The inconvenient truth, never mentioned by the ideologues, is that the Global North's population has
been dropping for generations. Overall numbers are still growing there only because they're boosted
by newcomers from the Global South. (6) The largest growth area is sub-Saharan Africa, where
the population density remains extremely low and where they use very little of the world's resources
themselves. (7) That's because the "natural wealth they have currently got" is largely stolen from
them by the North. (8) Have a look at the area at night from a satellite to see just how little energy
is used in Africa compared to Europe, or get the view from a plane, as Attenborough will have done
hundreds of times.
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In other words, if you're worried about overpopulation threatening the environment, then you're
blind to the real menace: It's not the growing number of "have nots" in the South, but growing
overconsumption by the "haves" in the North.
One group acutely worried about this non-existent "overpopulation" is the fascists who believe
in "replacement theory" – that the "white races" are being overrun by growing numbers of Africans,
Asians and Latin Americans. Many progressive folk don't realize just how widespread that conviction
is, but it's time they wised up: It's been the founding creed of the extremist right wing for over
a century. (9) Ecofascists are also concerned about the environment being overrun, and so are many
in the conservation sector, which has its own foundation in racism and anti-immigration. (10) They
might balk at thinking they too share ecofascist beliefs, but many of them do.
To underscore its point, WWF's footage accompanying its cry to "stabilize" the population "low"
looked like it was shot on the banks of the Ganges or similar. The inference is clear. Overbreeding
non-Europeans threaten our world.
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Now, social media is not the best repository for definitive answers to the universe's riddles, or even
one planet's problems, but let's consider all this. The film may be less than a minute long but
it doubtless cost WWF thousands. Experts would have pored over the script to ensure it was exactly
right before attaching the best footage to illustrate the meaning. Attenborough's people, probably
the man himself, must have approved the final cut, after all he's probably the world's most
experienced broadcaster and he certainly picks his "issues" with extreme care. Believe me, nothing
here was left to chance.
People on social media, including me, reacted quickly to the film. We complained and forced
the conservation giant to take it down and apologize. (11) But it's too late. It's clear what WWF and
their ilk actually believe.
The story reminds me of WWF fundraising from 1994, which posed the very odd question: whether
to send in the army or an anthropologist to stop indigenous people destroying the Amazon (its
proposed answer, needless to say, was to give WWF yet more money). Yes, WWF actually suggested
that indigenous people, not the industry bigwigs (12) it invites to sit on its boards are the destroyers
of the world's largest rainforest, an ecosystem which those same indigenous people are both
responsible for creating and by far the best at protecting. That can now be proven from satellite
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pictures and data about the higher biodiversity in indigenous-controlled territories.

The real tragedy here is not what Attenborough and WWF believe – that won't change unless and
until savvier folk get a controlling hand – it's that they are able to foist their propaganda on so large
a sector of the Global North, including on many progressives. Perhaps many white environmentallyaware people really do believe that "overbreeding" will overrun the Earth and see it as a duty, even
"sacred" duty, to defend the planet from the barbarian hordes. That's been the really big lie
drummed into us for over a century, it's a key component of racism and anti-immigration. It has
financial support from corporations and big foundations, and enormous backing from governments
which dedicate massive amounts of our money to foment it. Worst of all, those who promulgate this
lie are now planning on getting billions more dollars through their terrible "new deal for nature,"
which is warming up to be the biggest land grab in history. They want control of no less than onethird of the globe for their "Protected Areas," and yes, they are sending in the army, often private
militias, to get local people out. (13)
If we really want to save the world, we have to fight against such a truly destructive message. My
guess is that it's a struggle which will never end, but like combatting bigotry, cruelty and disease,
that's no reason not to engage. Here's the real choice: On the one side are billions of dollars, on the
other, billions of lives.
Attenborough and WWF say, "We now have the choice to create a planet that we can all be proud
of." They illustrate it with a sci-fi-like cityscape to illustrate what they have in mind.
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It's actually a picture of Singapore's "Gardens by the Bay" theme park, which cost over (U.S.) $700
million to build and $20 million a year to run, in the world's third richest country (per capita). (14)
As you would expect, the futuristic "gardens" were built by migrant laborers who face prison and
beating if they overstay. Many low-paid construction workers in Singapore are from India. (15) Who
knows, perhaps some of the same laborers could be in the clip of the overpopulated "Ganges" earlier
in the film? Anyway, it's entirely fitting that Attenborough and WWF's choice for the future is a theme
park reserved for the rich. If the rest of us have a choice, then please count me on the other side.
Notes.
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we can all be proud of, our planet, the perfect home for ourselves and the rest of life on earth." ?
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