Green New Deal Demands End
To Factory Farming
In a panic to cut CO2 emissions, demands are being made to end factory
farming and shut down large scale animal operations like feed lots.
There are strong overtones of radical veganism and vegetarianism in this
movement. ⁃ TN Editor
This week, a petition signed by more than 100,000 people was delivered
to Congress, outlining issues that should be addressed in Representative
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY) and Senator Ed Markey’s (D-MA) Green
New Deal. This petition shows overwhelming support for the Green New
Deal, and calls for more attention to be brought to how our food system
can be reformed to combat climate change. With the food and farming
sector being the United States’ largest employer, and the country being
one of the highest contributors toward climate change, citizens are
calling for action to be taken to protect our world.
As someone in their mid-twenties, I have grown up seeing how climate
change is actively impacting me and my community. Here in California, I
expect droughts in the summer and extreme wildfires or mudslides in
the fall; learning from a young age to always conserve water because the

next shortage is just around the corner. Young activists from all across
the U.S. have seen similar changes in their home states, and we
recognize that our future depends on action being taken to stop the
climate crisis before it is too late.
A unique opportunity to address climate change can be found in our
agriculture sector—an area which must be made sustainable if we’re
going to survive. Climate scientists have identified agriculture as one of
the largest contributors to climate change. This an opportunity to shift
agricultural practices away from the large scale, conventional farms that
currently dominate our food system to a regenerative, locally-focused,
small-scale system that values the welfare of the land and those who
work it. CFS has identified several focus points that should be
implemented with the passing of the GND resolution to cut back
greenhouse gas emissions and create a healthier, more sustainable food
system.
1. Invest in regenerative, local agriculture
The future of agriculture lies in the shifting of practices away from large
scale monocultures towards small and medium-sized diversified farms.
We must wean away from the mass amounts of toxic chemical pesticides
and fertilizers being used, and instead integrate regenerative practices
such as cover cropping, the use of compost, and the implementation of
hedgerows as alternatives that not only add nutrients into the soil, but
provide many other ecosystem services. Among these, regenerative
agriculture protects biodiversity, including the native bees and
pollinators that are currently being decimated by conventional
agriculture. Our “Regenerating Paradise” video series covers many
practices currently being practiced in Hawai’i—including several that
can be implemented nationwide—to reduce carbon emissions and
protect our soils. Implementing these practices can sustain our food
production all while sequestering carbon, protecting pollinators, and
promoting on-farm biodiversity.
Switching to these regenerative agriculture practices will not be easy,
but it will be beneficial. Despite research showing the vast benefits that
come from cover cropping and other regenerative practices, farmers

have been slow to start implementing them. Government and university
grants, technical assistance, and further research should be funded to
help promote these practices, transition farms, and aid the continuous
education of farmers and farmworkers. This investment will have farreaching effects on farms—preserving native pollinator habitat,
sequestering carbon, and providing climate-smart food to local
communities.
2. Cut meat consumption and shut down environmentally-harmful
animal factory farms
Disinvestment from factory farms is necessary, not only from a climate
standpoint, but from a larger human and environmental health
perspective as well. Large scale animal operations pollute the water,
lead to a higher risk of disease in humans, and contributelarge amounts
of methane and other greenhouse gases into the air. Cutting back meat
consumption, purchasing meat from local sources, and shifting toward
plant-based sources of protein are all ways that individuals can help.
More people than ever, especially young people, have recognized the
harmful impacts of meat consumption and we are turning toward a
flexitarian diet, vegetarianism, and veganism as a way to cut back on our
carbon footprint. The government has the opportunity to support this
effort on a larger scale by providing financial support and technical
assistance to ranchers to help them transition to pasture-based and
integrated livestock operations that reduce livestock’s impact on climate
change and help sequester carbon in the soil.
CFS’s recently launched EndIndustrialMeat.org, a website that
highlights some of the negative impacts that come with factory farming,
including the vast amount of carbon released into the air and heavy
metals being drained into the ground; serious consequences that
disproportionately affect rural populations and disadvantaged
communities. The GND’s goal to secure clean air and water, healthy
food, and a sustainable environment for all communities mean that
shutting down these harmful operations is imperative.
3. Reverse the trend of consolidation within the agriculture sector

For decades now, there has been increasing consolidation of seed,
livestock, and other agriculture-related companies. These megacorporations have purchased vast quantities of land and set the rules for
how a farm has to run, undercutting disadvantaged farmers and
farmworkers, and wrecking rural communities. GND policies can be
used to break up these mega-farms, and empower local communities to
take back the food system. Breaking up these predatory mega-farms
would not only reinvigorate the economies of rural areas, but it would
also give these communities access to the healthy, climate-friendly food
necessary to slow the rate of climate change.
The growth of small and medium-sized farms would allow farmers and
farmworkers to set fair wages and provide safe and humane conditions
for themselves and a future for their children. Doing so would not only
allow current farmers to continue their operations, but also would open
the door for young farmers to have access to the land, resources, and
funds needed to operate for a viable, sustainable farm.
Read full story here…

Globalization Is Destroying
The ‘Great American Middle’
Sen. Hawley has correctly nailed the big picture, except to name those
who created weaponized globalization in the first place. TN readers can
start with The Trilateral Commission and its New International
Economic Order. ⁃ TN Editor
The ruling class’s consensus in support of globalizing the American
economy is working “quite well” for its architects, the “cosmopolitan
class,” while leaving behind the “great American middle,” Sen. Josh
Hawley (R-MO) says.
During his keynote address at the National Conservatism Conference,
Hawley slammed what he called the “political consensus that reflects the
interests not of the American middle, but of a powerful upper class and
their cosmopolitan priorities” that has been supported by both
Republicans and Democrats for decades.

The goal of the “cosmopolitan class,” Hawley says, is mass globalization,
not only of the American economy but of the American way of life, with
efforts for “closer and closer economic union, more immigration … more
trade on whatever terms” to blur the “boundaries between America and
the rest of the world” and eliminate land and economic borders.
“Call it the cosmopolitan consensus,” Hawley said of the ruling class’s
globalist priorities.
Hawley continued:
The goal is to build a global consumer economy, one that will
provide an endless supply of cheap goods, most of them made
with cheap labor overseas, and funded by American dollars.
[Emphasis added]
But it’s about more than economics. According to the
cosmopolitan consensus, globalization is a moral imperative.
That’s because our elites distrust patriotism and dislike the
common culture left to us by our forbearers. [Emphasis added]
…
The cosmopolitan elite look down on the common affections
that once bound this nation together: things like place and
national feeling and religious faith. They regard our inherited
traditions as oppressive and our shared institutions—like family
and neighborhood and church—as backwards. [Emphasis added]
The cultural and economic model that has been foisted on American
citizens by the ruling “aristocracy,” Hawley said, is one entrenched in “a
progressive agenda of social liberation in tune with the priorities of their
wealthy” counterparts around the globe.
This “cosmopolitan economy” and culture has “worked quite well” for
the ruling elite, but has left the American middle class behind with
economic and social destruction, according to Hawley.
“Whom it has not served are the people whose labor sustains this

nation,” Hawley said. “Whom it has not helped are the citizens whose
sacrifices protect our republic. Whom it has not benefited is the great
American middle. Because in this bargain, foreign competitors get to
make the goods, and we just buy them. And then they buy up American
companies with the profits.”
“And yes, in this bargain there are lots of jobs—jobs on Wall Street, or in
Hollywood, or in Silicon Valley,” Hawley continued. “Because the truth
is, the cosmopolitan economy has made the cosmopolitan class an
aristocracy. At the same time, it has encouraged multinational
corporations to move jobs and assets overseas to chase the cheapest
wages and pay the lowest taxes.”
This, Hawley said, has left middle America with “flat wages, with lost
jobs, with declining investment and declining opportunity” that has
translated into a social crisis for the working class, declining rates of
marriage, declining birth rates, falling life expectancy, as well as an
opioid and drug addiction epidemic.
Hawley said:
Is it any surprise that in the last half-century, as our leaders have
pursued a program the American middle does not espouse,
does not support, and does not benefit from, that public
confidence in American government has collapsed? Is it any
wonder that American voters regularly tells pollsters they
feel unheard, disempowered and disrespected? [Emphasis added]
Because who now listens to the American middle? The
cosmopolitan agenda has driven both Left and Right. The Left
champions multiculturalism and degrades our common
identity. The Right celebrates hyper-globalization and
promises that the market will make everything right in the
end, eventually … perhaps. [Emphasis added]
In truth, neither political party has seemed much interested
in the American middle for quite a long time. And neither has
seemed much interested in the republic the middle sustains.
[Emphasis added]

A comprehensive survey by Pew Research Center released in March
reveals an overwhelming divide between the country’s working and
middle class and the ruling class, as well as their allies in the donor
class.
About 73 percent of Americans said the gap between the rich and poor
will continue to grow, a plurality of nearly 40 percent said the country
will be weakened culturally due to a growing multicultural population,
44 percent said the standard of living for Americans by 2050 will be
worse than today’s standard, nearly half of the working class said
automation will take their jobs in the future, and majorities across
economic groups said the lower class is likely to increase and the middle
class is set to decrease.
Read full story here…

Emptiness: The City’s Future
Is Childless
If climate hysteria isn’t curtailing bearing children, economic pressures
of the city are. Young, high-powered workers can’t afford kids, don’t
want to get married and many don’t even want to have sex. The
lemmings are headed to the edge of the cliff. ⁃ TN Editor
Cities have effectively traded away their children, swapping capital for
kids. College graduates descend into cities, inhale fast-casual meals,
emit the fumes of overwork, get washed, and bounce to smaller cities or
the suburbs by the time their kids are old enough to spell. It’s a coast-tocoast trend: In Washington, D.C., the overall population has grown more
than 20 percent this century, but the number of children under the age
of 18 has declined. Meanwhile, San Francisco has the lowest share of
children of any of the largest 100 cities in the U.S.
The modern American city is not a microcosm of life but a microslice of
it. It’s becoming an Epcot theme park for childless affluence, where the
rich can act like kids without having to actually see any.
Okay, you might be thinking, but so what? Happy singles are no tragedy.
Childlessness is no sin. There is no ethical duty to marry and mate until
one’s fertility has exceeded the replacement rate. What’s the matter with
a childless city?
Let’s start with equity. It’s incoherent for Americans to talk about
equality of opportunity in an economy where high-paying work is
concentrated in places, such as San Francisco and Manhattan, where the
median home value is at least six times the national average. Widespread
economic growth will become ever more difficult in an age of winnertake-all cities.
But the economic consequences of the childless city go deeper. For
example, the high cost of urban living may be discouraging some
couples from having as many children as they’d prefer. That would mean
American cities aren’t just expelling school-age children; they’re actively

discouraging them from being born in the first place. In 2018, the U.S.
fertility rate fell to its all-time low. Without sustained immigration, the
U.S. could shrink for the first time since World World I. Underpopulation
would be a profound economic problem—it’s associated with less
dynamism and less productivity—and a fiscal catastrophe. The erosion of
the working population would threaten one great reward of liberal
societies, which is a tax-funded welfare and eldercare state to protect
individuals from illness, age, and bad luck.
This threat sounds hypothetical, but low fertility rates are already roiling
Western politics. In a 2017 essay, I explained how low fertility in the
U.S. and Europe might be feeding into right-wing populism. The theory
went like this: Low natural population growth encourages liberal
countries to accept more immigrants. As growth stalls, native-born lowand middle-class workers become frightened of the incipience of foreign
workers. To protect themselves, the white petit bourgeoisie turns to
retrograde strongmen who promise to wall out foreigners.
Finally, childless cities exacerbate the rural-urban conundrum that has
come to define American politics. With its rich blue cities and red rural
plains, the U.S. has an economy biased toward high-density areas but an
electoral system biased toward low-density areas. The discrepancy has
the trappings of a constitutional crisis. The richest cities have become
magnets for redundant masses of young rich liberals, making them
electorally impotent. Hillary Clinton won Brooklyn by 461,000 votes,
about seven times the margin by which she lost Pennsylvania, Michigan,
and Wisconsin combined. Meanwhile, rural voters draw indignant power
from their perceived economic weakness. Trump won with majority
support in areas that produce just one-third of GDP by showering hate
and vitriol on cities that attract immigration and capital.
Is there a solution to the childless city?
Surely, downtown areas can be made more family-friendly. Mayors can
be more aggressive about overcoming the forces of NIMBYism by
building affordable housing near downtown areas. The federal
government can help. The trouble is that some of the causes are too big
for any metro to solve.

If global demographics had a television show, it’d be called “No Sex in
the City.” Across the developed world, couples aren’t just having fewer
children. They’re having less sex, as Kate Julian has reported—and my
podcast Crazy/Genius has explored. The possible culprits of this “sex
recession” include “hookup culture, crushing economic pressures,
surging anxiety rates, psychological frailty, widespread antidepressant
use, streaming television, environmental estrogens leaked by plastics,
dropping testosterone levels, digital porn, the vibrator’s golden age,
dating apps, option paralysis, helicopter parents, careerism,
smartphones, the news cycle, information overload generally, sleep
deprivation, [and] obesity.” The trend extends far beyond the U.S.
According to the Japan Family Planning Association, 45 percent of
women ages 15–24 “were not interested in or despised sexual contact,”
and more than a quarter of men said they felt the same way.
Read full story here…

