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Abstract

The political impact of Moore’s Law is enormous wil
give the planet the means to create a world langudg
homogenize the planet culturally, to create a deator
global state, and thus rid the world of war, of taans
trade, of ignorance and poverty. It will connectdan
educate everyone, making everyone affluent. Thisfesio
explains what the Globists want, why they wardant] how
they plan to achieve their goals.

1. Introduction

Probably the most significant phenomenon of ouesins
Moore’s Law, which states that the number of trstioss
that one can cram onto a chip keeps doubling et&ry
months or so. When Gordon Moore (co-founder of the
microchip company Intel) formulated this trend 1865,
there were only a small number of transistors ol IC
(integrated circuits). Now there are billions, besa we
have had many “Moore doublings” over the past desad
This enormous electronic capacity shows no sigristbihg

up, because as one technology exhausts its caehiit is



overtaken by a new one. This constant renewalasgiging
computing and telecommunication possibilities that
humanity could only dream of even only a few desaalgo.

However, even though we may marvel at what hasdyre
occurred, the main impact of Moore’s Law lies ie fature.
Physics says that there is effectively no limihtw small a
substrate need be to be able to transmit informati@r
example, one could put one bit of information osiragle
atom, a feat probably to be achieved before 2020.

All this fabulous electronic capacity has had aehimgpact
on the telecommunications industry. The internet eell
phones are examples of what the telecom indussybban
able to dream up in recent decades. In fact, the aa
which information can be transmitted has been dogbl
even faster than Moore’s Law. For the past few desat
has been doubling evemnyvelve months, a phenomenon
called “BRAD” (bit rate annual doubling). Given the
likelihood that there is effectively no lower linof the size
of “bit transmitters” this means that 30 years froaw, the
internet speed will probably be a billion timestéasin 40
years it will probably be a trillion times faster.

What could one do with an internet that is a hilliomes
faster than today’s, a phenomenon likely to exishiw the
lifetimes of many people reading this?

This manifesto claims that one of the major consaqas
of a billion fold greater internet speed will beethreation
of a democratic global state, called “Globa.” Denatic



nations are far less likely to go to war with eather, so
the prevalence of warfare in the world will go riglown,
so that the nearly 2 trillion dollars a year hunmani
currently wastes on purchasing arms can be diveided
humanitarian pursuits.

A billion fold faster internet will allow the citems of the
planet to receive the media of the world — “evep/gets
everything,” which will put pressures on the creatof a
world language. This is turn will make the transsios of
ideas round the world much easier, and lead evintioa
the creation of a globally homogenized world cwdtur

With these prerequisites in place, the final gohltle
“Globists” (i.e. to create a global state), will mich more
readily achievable.

In a war free, highly educated world, we can gdt aof
poverty, of the arms trade, of ignorance, of suffgr of
disease, and make people a lot happier than tleetoday.
This is the dream of the Globists, who feel thaalily, now
that we have Moore’s Law, we have the tools nedded
make this dream a reality, and probably within half
century, given the rate at which Moore’s Law is rapag.

This manifesto lays out what needs to be done liegae

this dream of a war free, culturally homogenized,
linguistically unified, democratic world state.

2. What Needsto Be Done and Why?



a) Wire the World

Since Moore’s Law is basic to the vision of the lGébs,
considerable efforts should be made to ensureMbate’s
Law continues for the next few decades to enabé th
Globists’ dream to come into fruition. It is liketizat sheer
economic forces will make this happen. In China for
example, at the time of writing (2012) about 500lion
Chinese have access to the internet and 800 mhilawe a
cell phone. Within a decade or so it is likely thmbst
people on the earth will be using the internet aed
phones (or other mass communication devices.)

As the bit transmission rate keeps increasing, it w
become easier and easier to give everyone all tréd\w
media. This process has already started. For exathd
author has on his iPad, an “app” which allows hintigten
to 1000s of radio stations from all over the plariéte user
interface allows the choice of which continent,rtivehich
country, then which city, and then a list of the/'si radio
stations that the user can listen to. With toda812)
band width available on the domestic internet, st i
technically possible to provide 1000s of radio iets.
Admittedly most of them are in the national langem@f
the countries of origin, but increasingly more lbém are
going global in their reach, and hence use English.

Something similar is also happening with televisidhe
author also has an “app” on his iPad that allows to look
at about 100 TV channels from around the world. iAga



most of them are in the local languages, but irsinggy,
the major countries have already created globaligbn
channels that use English (e.g. US, UK, Austrdfi@nce,
Germany, Japan, Russia, Korea, China, Qatar, &&).
bandwidth increases and costs come down, more anel m
countries will use English to spread their natiooakural
messages to the world.

As this happens a linguistic “snow ball effect” Wiake
place. English is already far and away the moskepdirst

or second language in the world. As more young lgeop
notice that English is the world language, and smamuch
media on the internet is in English, they will cbBeoto
learn English as their second language.

This in turn will impact on the decisions of goverents as

to which languages to use when spreading theilomali
cultural messages to the world. They know that iEhgk
already the world language, so they will choose to
broadcast in English (as well as their own national
language.) Thus, the “linguistic snowball effects i
generated. The higher is the percentage of progoamibe
world media that are in English, the higher is the
percentage of the world’s citizens who will chodsdearn
English as the world language. Telecom ministetstiagn

be more likely to choose English as their languageach
the world, because they know that English is tmgulmage
that is the most understood worldwide.

The creation of a world language will only occurcen
since people will simply not bother to learn a s®to



“world language.” It takes too much time and effartearn
a foreign (world) language, so they just won’t leativith a
second one. Learning onlyne world language will be a
kind of linguistic “gwerty effect.”

b) Compulsory English in All Schools Around the World

At first, this proposal by the Globists sounds alkictial and
culturally chauvinistic, but it is virtually unawaable. The
world needs a world language. It is coming, and iatal
prerequisite to achieve the vision of the Globigtgthout a
global language the Globists feel, there will nelverworld
peace, and certainly no global state. Probably, esom
governments will object to English being the global
language, e.g. the French, and several other cesntrut
the linguistic snowball has already built up so muc
momentum that it is now unstoppable. It will simigep
rolling until it reaches saturation, i.e. until eyene speaks
at least two languages, their own local nationafleage,
and the world language.

Those countries that are too myopic to see thangribn
the wall will lose out in their economic competéiwess.
Those countries that implement a compulsory progoam
English teaching at all levels of their schoolingl isecome
more economically competitive in the internatioaa¢na,
since their citizens will be more able to commutecand
close business deals than their monolingual comagpsti
from other countries.



Ministers of education and telecommunications sthdaéd
made very conscious of this by the Globist loblsyist
Globists should preach the idea of “compulsory Ehgin
schools” in their national media sent across tlamet. All
countries have made education compulsory for cérldr
All children need to learn to read, to write, tdccdate, etc.
Such basic skills are essential to their persounalial in
the economic market place.

In the world of the next few decades, anyone nawkng
the world language will be considered an illiterdtecause
they will be cut off from the world’s knowledge,ofn
world culture. They will be like country bumpkinsigg to
the city for the first time and not knowing howdpeak to
the city slickers.

As more and more countries make the learning ofligimg
compulsory in schools, greater pressure will be bglthe
straggling countries. The Globists can then dirdsir
attention to such straggling countries, ridiculthgm, and
shaming them for their backwardness and callousness
towards their own citizens, depriving them of theits of
world culture and commerce.

c) Culture Bashing : A Globification Tool to Shake the
Monos Out of Their Nationalist Complacency

In  migrant countries, the ethic of “PC” (political
correctness) is very strong. This makes semisigin such
countries because migrants to these countries toeézel
welcome, and not be rejected because they come from



some country that the migrant country doesn’t like
particularly. For example, (educated) Americanspes
the Chinese government because it has killed meoplp
than Stalin or Hitler, yet Chinese immigrants to éina
are (officially at least) welcomed as “new Amerisaand
hence are not criticized, not culture bashed.

However, PC is counter productive when it comes® of
the basic prerequisites of globification (i.e. tneation of a
global state), and that is the creation ofcalturally

homogenizedlobal citizenry.

In today’s world, there are huge cultural differesc
ideological differences, religious differences, b&tween
peoples, making the idea of a war free global stmite
impractical (“Globalony.”)

One of the essential goals of the Globists is tibucally
homogenize the planet, and that will be difficuittihe
“monos” (mono cultured people) remain stuck in thei
monocultured ways. One very effective way to “shike
monos out of their nationalistic complacency” isctdture
bash them.

What is “culture bashing?” It is severe criticism the
inferiorities of a given culture’s customs and sty the
citizens of other cultures, and particularly wheme t
criticisms come from the “multis” (multi culturedepple)
who are familiar with the customs being criticizédf who
are also familiar with the alternative customs aadits of
other cultures that they have lived in. These raultius



have a basis for comparison, and can speak with rea
authority because they have lived in several caftur

In today’s world (according to BBC's travel senjidalf a
billion people travel internationally each year.allmeans
that soon, the majority of people on the earth nale lost,
at least to some extent, their totally monocultustdus. In
other words, the world is becoming increasingly Itmu
and hence more open to the criticisms of the mtdtssards
the monos.

In a decade or two, a tipping point will be reachetien
the number of multis will outweigh the number of mos,
so that the severe criticisms of the multis wilcbme more
acceptable, because a higher proportion of the disorl
citizens will be more open to “multi” thinking.

As the internet gets faster, and a global medib(figdia™)

IS established increasingly, and as English becomes
increasingly the world language, then billions aople

will be able to communicate with each other.

At this point, the Globists can then push for tbeersal of
attitudes towards “Culture Bashing” by changingcitisrent
status of being “rude,” to being “essential” andn“a
important stepping stone towards globification.”

But culture bashing hurts, if one is a mono, livimga
culture that is being bashed, especially when dshing is
coming from all sides. Imagine how a nationalistiono
will feel when some custom of his is being heavily



criticized from dozens of countries across the gjoas
made visible on the world media, expressed in toedv
language.

In the 1990s, for example, in Japan, there wereyman
western researchers attracted by Japan’s salandsha
prospect that Japan would become the dominant egpno
by 2000. But it didn't happen. The westerners were
repelled by the many inferiorities of Japaneseucaliand
voted with their feet. By the end of the decade &whem
were left. Before they left, they took part in & ¢d “Japan
bashing”, which the Japanese just shrugged off. The
criticisms simply didn’t penetrate. It was watef afduck’s
back.

But these criticisms made a lot of sense. The Jmgan
could have learned a lot from these western mudtisthey
chose not to, with the result that the Japaneséncento
suffer the consequences of these “inferiorities.”

It is only human nature to dismiss heavy criticidmected

at oneself. It is (national or nationalist) egoatede. It is to
be expected that if a citizen of country X criteszthe

customs of country Y to a citizen of country Y, ihall too

probably, the “Yist” will simply reject the critisms as due
to the “Xist’s” bias.

But, if the same criticisms come from many diffdren
countries, e.g. if 95% of people around the wortgress
their contempt of some custom of a given culturentoy,
then it will be virtually impossible for the citine of that



country to reject them. They will feel emotionallihat
there is real wisdom in the crowd, and that 95%haf
world’s citizens cannot be wrong. It will turn thdieads,
and make them do some real and painful soul seaychi

This “wisdom of the crowd” can be very useful tceth
Globists, who can encourage the planet to engageliare
bashing with the aim to foster cultural homogenarat

Once the world is talking to the world in a wor&thfuage,
world wide culture bashing becomes practical. Otiee
older PC values are reversed, people will feel rfree
culture bash. It will be encouraged by the Globibisthe
spirit of the times, by the enabling technologies.

What will be the effect of culture bashing (CB)?wl
create a form of global competition of ideas, oftoms, of
life styles. Only the best will survive. Most widlie out.
Most will not be competitive with the best. As aul of
this, most people will become “global citizens” salbing

a global culture, and since that set of ideas/custare
shared world wide, we can talk about the cultural
homogenization of the planet.

But, one may argue, that would make for a morengpri
world. The counter to this is that it would be vdiary, and
that each person could argue that he/she felt ralligu
much richer being a Globan than a nationalist. Global
culture would be far richer than any national adfuand
ultimately, national cultures will die out, beingptaced by



a far more attractive global culture. Only the best
ideas/customs will survive by global public vote.

As the world globifies, it is likely that religiousnd
ideological differences will die out, or at leaBetmix of
ideas/customs will be much the same the world dYece
this happens, it will be much easier for peopledentify
with other people, because they will be thinking time
same way.

Once this happens, it will be easier for them tofyun
politically, and eventually to form a global statadoba.”

Hence the Globists should encourage CB (culturbibgg
It will be painful at first for the nationalist mos, but in
this case, the end definitely justifies the medie end is
the creation of a democratic global state, whichulde
war free, educated, rich, and civilized. It is coqi The
Globists simply want to hurry it along.

What form might CB take?

Here are some examples, namely criticisms of thieires
of China, the US, and India.

If the Chinese are told by most of the world, thiaé
country is poor, dirty, corrupt, mean spirited, iBnds
poorer than the west, and worst of all, has thetrongal
government in history, that has killed more peotblan
Stalin or Hitler (mostly under Mao, whose face til sn
the country’s money) then the Chinese who are idl



poor to travel much, will react with nationalistaride,
since their government has been pumping them foaakss
with nationalistic propaganda on the Chinese mealar
which the Chinese government has monopoly confiiod
Chinese government also bans international satelighes,
so the Chinese people remain very largely untravele
uncosmopolitan, “non world citizens” and utterly
chauvinist, even jingoist.

Culture bashing will be extremely painful for théiQese.

But having their national ego badly bruised will geem
thinking. Hopefully, they will learn to be ashameafdbeing
Chinese, and hence become motivated to upgrade
themselves, to develop economically a lot mordegalize
(e.g. by having ten million lawyers instead of 3M), to
democratize, and to civilize (i.e. losing their alvimean
spirited abuse towards members of the “out group.”)

By 2020, according to the Chinese government, 1dlidm
Chinese will be traveling internationally every ye@hey
will then experience how the rest of the world Isa@own
on them, due to their being such a brutal cultureyhich
anyone haranguing the Chinese government is shipfied
to a “laogai” i.e. a “gulag” style slave labor canfigr
political prisoners, which today contain betweelf teatwo
million people. About 50 million Chinese prisondrave
been through these camps and about half of themrnev
returned. The Chinese will be brutally confronteithw
“cognitive dissonance” when they travel internailiyand
learn/feel that most of the rest of the world (esqé/ the



democratic world) looks down on them, treating Ghais a
“moral shit hole.”

The US is easy to criticize. It is the only indisized
nation in the world that does not have a natioredlth
service. One of the basic criteria that has todisfsed in
order to be classified as a civilized nation by Wald, is
that a nation has to take care of the physicaltinedsl its
citizens. America does not do that. It has tensidfons of
citizens without any health insurance, who then die
prematurely with greater frequency. America is éhare
not civilized. It is an international pariah wheércomes to
its lack of national health insurance, a brutalcarmg,
pariah.

The US murders its own murderers. The hypocristhist
seems to escape most Americans. The few other roesint
in the world which murder their murderers are China
(which murders more of its own citizens than th&t od the
world combined), North Korea, Iran, etc — hardlygmons

of civilized nations.

Americans have 10,000s of gun deaths a year comhpare
Japan’s 100, because buying a gun in the US iasg but
illegal in Japan and China etc. Mass gun KillingEus
regularly in the US, but the Americans never ledrhe
world has grown bored of “yet another mass Kkilling
some gun crazy American.”

American democracy was one of the first on the gtlara
historical experiment. The US “founding fathers” rave



“democratic amateurs” who didn’t know what they wer
doing. The resulting “presidential democracy” thhey
created contrasts greatly with the “parliamentary
democracy” of most countries, which democratizaérla
Most of these countries consider the parliamenfiamy of
democracy to be superior to the US presidentiahfor

In the US form, the leader is elected (more or)ldg®ctly

by the people, and advertising plays a huge rofgetting a

US president elected. Hence American presidential
candidates go through the “American political cgtthat
takes a year, to roam around the country shaking$hand
taking bribes from corporations to pay the heftgtsmf the

TV ads.

In a parliamentary system, the people elect thaypar
usually with proportional representation, and thenmg
party politicians then elect their leader, who bres the
leader of the country. This way, the leader is mibedy to
be a competent politician, rather than a populat &s is
too often the case in the US. (Imagine if the bungoPalin
had become US president?! But the US did have dapw
actor as a president, and a gum chewing footbalyqul
who (mis)led the country!)

In a democracy, government should be “for the p=opy
the people” but in the US, the corporations havehsa
bribing stranglehold on American politicians, thtte
politicians have to do what the corporations wamig to
hell with the people. The people don’t have the eyoto
bribe the politicians to pay for the advertisingstsoto get



reelected. American politics is in need of fundatakn
reform. Its current old fashioned system stinksidéds to

be reformed into a modern parliamentary system that
listens to the people’s needs, and not just to the
corporations needs. Then the US can claim to be a
democracy of and for the people.

Here is a case where CB (culture bashing) is sored¢ded.
The Americans are so insular minded, and theiwvistn
IS so dumbed down (owned by ad driven corporatieng
pitch their programs at the majority, i.e. the ‘“p&s,”
whose 1Qs lie in the peak of the Bell curve) thabsin
Americans learn very little about the rest of tharh.

If the world “CBs” the US for its “rotting democnat
most Americans will not listen. Hence the strengththe
CBing against it will need to be hefty. Polite icigm will
not shake the American nationalist monos out ofirthe
political complacency.

The Indians are stupid. Their average 1Q is only 85
compared to the Americans 100, and the Chinese 105.
Therefore it will be virtually impossible for thadians to
compete effectively with the Chinese to become the
superpower of the 2century (before all cultures are
finally swallowed by Globa.)

The Indians are far dirtier and poorer than then€se and
have contributed very little to world culture, usseyou
count their propensity towards creating religiods@duism,
Buddhism, Jainism, etc) but in a culturally homaged



world, it is likely that European style seculariswil win
out, so India’s absorption in religious superstigowill
only hold it back.

India’s basic lack of raw intelligence will be artar fact

to swallow than some more malleable cultural custom
Even worse will be the same argument for black o&fri
which is far dumber, with an average IQ of 70. indnd
Africa (and the Arabs) will have a harder time taag
western levels of material affluence, due to tHewer
average 1Qs. But it is a fact, as shown by 100sudies, so
will have to be accepted, and absorbed, no matar h
unflattering it is.

You will see that CB (Culture Bashing) is hard teaiow,
but it is necessary to culturally homogenize thangt. If
one is a mono, then being humbled by the “wisdorthef
global crowd” will force one to face up to one’s mao
cultured inferiorities. Hopefully this awareness llwi
motivate monos to update their inferior customs.

d) Dedictation

Dedictation means the active process of riddingwhbed

of its last dictatorships. 90% of people living side of
China live in democracies, making China the “bigd ba
backward exception.”

Globists want to live in a war free world. Expegershows
that democracies rarely go to war with each othleeir
voting populations do not allow it), so Globists arery



keen on the world becoming totally democratic.dday’s
world (2012) two thirds of countries are democradiee.
having several political parties competing in peito
elections.) Countries are democratizing at the oétabout
2 per year. The Arab countries are finally startitog
democratize now. China is the big hold out.

So, Globists suggest strongly to people aroundwtbed,
that whenever they see Chinese tourists in theinttg that
they approach them and make them feel inferior with
guestions like “When is China going to democratize?
“Why is China so politically backward?” “Is it trugou
Chinese still have over 1000 slave labor campgddtical
prisoners (laogai)?” “Is it true Mao killed moreqpde than
Stalin or Hitler?” “Why do you Chinese tolerateitig in
such a political shit hole?”

When 100 million Chinese tourists a year feel tted
world looks down of them for not being a civilized
democratic country, they will then start soul sbarg and
putting pressure on their brutal dictatorial goveemt to
either get out of power (which may involve a ciwihr, that
may kill millions) or (more intelligently) to refan itself
into a democratic party using the highly effectimessage
to the voting Chinese public — “Do you want youuotyy
run by a bunch of amateurs, and see the world'aesig
average economic growth rate evaporate?” It wowdab
powerful slogan, and one that a reformed CCP (Gaine
Communist Party) ought to adopt, thus increasirgy it
chances of actually winning the Chinese electiqgoisis(
utterly disassociating itself from Mao Zedong, tireatest



Killer tyrant in history, who killed more peopleath Stalin
or Hitler, yet his face is still on the Chinese ragnwhich
is about as immoral as if the Europeans were ceapyigh
to put Hitler's face on the Euro.

Once China democratizes (which should happen initado
decade, after its standard of living goes over tieaal
“democratic threshold” of about $6000-$8000 perrym
person, that research on 100 other democratizingtdes
over the past half century, shows is when singlgypa
dictatorships transition to multi party democragiesnd
Russia completes its very partial democratizatiban the
“big 5” (China, India, US, Europe, Russia) can putlhe
rest of the “dictatorial stragglers” into becoming
democracies through sheer economic and moral gqadliti
pressure.

Hence the democratization of China is critical for
dedictation, and the creation of a fully global denatic
world. Globists place a lot of emphasis on the clation

of China.

e) Globist Organizations

Globists need to organize. Their first step isdosolidate
their ideology. This essay attempts to help in tkegard. It
tries to show what Globism is, why it is desiral@dad how
it can be achieved.

Once the ideology has been established enough,is&ob
need to start forming groups, at grass roots lataiational



level and globally. The Globists will need to doatimany
other political groups have done in the past, @epate their
slogans, their flag, their anthem, their politipgamphlets,
their media stars, etc. They will have a heavy &skad of
them, because creating a culturally homogenizeddvwuail
be very difficult. Nationalist “tribal” loyalties W be very
difficult to overcome. A lot of education will beenessary
to get people to think globally, to abandon theld o
religious superstitions, their nationalistic famas etc.

f) Edsats (Education Satellites), Globiversities

Globists consider education to be critical. It wile
iImpossible to make a Globan out of an illiterategaat
who (as the Chinese say) “doesn’t even know onéngsSk)
character.”

One of the great goals of the Globists is to malery®ne
affluent. One vital condition for this to happen tisat
everyone is given the means to educate themsaivétet
limit of their ability (if they choose to.)

The Europeans are now sending up internet sateliitat
beam down the internet to satellite receivers. This
technology is being applied first in Europe, thenida etc.
From the Globist point of view, these internet bBits
have a wonderful “dedictatorial potential.” If th#ack
African peasants can become educated, by absotbig
world’s knowledge beamed down by ultra broad band
internet satellites, then they will become middiess, and
like so many other countries in the world, theyl wtquire



middle class aspirations, i.e. they will want teeliin a
democracy, with rule of law and accountable pdlitic
leaders who can be thrown out when they become
incompetent.

These “edsats” (education satellites) could beamndall

the educational material needed to lift an impsherd,
corrupt, “dictated to” population into the middleass.

Edsats, fed by content coming from global universit
(“globiversities”) would be a very powerful tool rfo
dedictation.

The Chinese government realizes this, so that Aeinaw
the only third world dictatorship that has anti eflge
weapons. The edsats could dedictate the whole tplatie
the exception of China, which may mean that Chuia
be the last country in the world to democratizehume
black mark against them for future centuries (natiies
their current status of being the only country tmotse an
alphabet in their writing. The Chinese use an aniciere-
alphabetic “character based” system that requites t
memorization of 1000s of characters, instead adlphabet
of two dozen letters — utterly stupid, and someaghihe
world will reject when China becomes more powerliie
big world will force little China to alphabetizesitvriting.

So, given China’s anti satellite weapons, the neffsictive
way to dedictate China will be to put moral presson
China’s tourists (and its leaders at internatianaktings.)
The Chinese government censors the internet inaChin
employs some 30,000 programmers to do this. Whén 10



million Chinese tourists travel internationally bagear,
they will be “corrupted” by the ideas and standacods
cultures greatly superior and more civilized thiagirt own,
with its CCP, its laogai, its Mao, etc.

So Globists should push the world to push the Ganthe
biggest obstacle to dedictation and hence to gtaibn.

3. Conclusions

The Globists have a dream. They want to live incba
state, one that is totally democratic, where eveeybas
access to the world’s knowledge, and speaks thddwor
language. In such a culturally homogenized wortidyill
be easier to create a globally unified politicahtst
“Globa.” This “Globa” would be hugely more desirabl
than today’s “Sovereign Nation State System” wh200
countries are all preparing for the next war, spamndearly
2 trillion dollars a year on arms. Globists wanvar free
world, an educated, civilized world, and they thitiat
modern and near future technologies will make gsilale.

Globists are pushing for the creation of Globa,tisat it
might also be able to tackle the hugely bigger |enmbof
the rise of the massively intelligent machine (tadilect
(artificial intellect)). Whether Globa can prevenmassive
global civil war (the “Artilect War”) over the issuof
“species dominance’ (i.e. whether humans or atslec
should be the dominant species) is a whole otlseleisand
the topic of many other of the writer’'s essays.
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