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	“Food and medicine are not two different things: they are the front and back of one body. Chemically grown vegetables may be eaten for food, but they cannot be used as medicine.”

	 

	― Masanobu Fukuoka, The One-Straw Revolution

	 

	 

	In 1974, Foreign Affairs (CFR) published an essay entitled “The Hard Road to World Order” by Richard N. Gardner, who stated that: 

	 

	In short, the “house of world order” will have to be built from the bottom up rather than from the top down. It will look like a great “booming, buzzing confusion,” to use William James’ famous description of reality, but an end run around national sovereignty, eroding it piece by piece, will accomplish much more than the old-fashioned frontal assault.

	 

	For many people, the world changed completely in 2020 when the COVID-19 pandemic was declared. For others like myself, the drastic dissolution of our freedoms and Western society’s accelerated decay were the mere continuation of a long-standing, methodical plan. 

	Eroding our national sovereignty piece by piece—and with it our individual sovereignty—is precisely what the globalists were working towards long before Gardner’s words were even printed. To achieve their goal of a “world order,” a multitude of chaos-triggering events were weaponized, aided by mass manipulation techniques and followed up with coordinated policymaking at national and international levels.

	The playbook isn’t new: under the guise of “health” and “safety,” those who rule over us have systematically used our “security” as a justification to undermine our personal sovereignty. Manufacture a problem via a conscious and intelligent fear campaign, in order to offer a “solution”—their solution. Yet each time these “solutions” are implemented, our genuine problems only deepen.

	This latest “crisis” was no exception. The suicide rates, vaccine side effects, cognitive impairment of children locked up and masked, abuse of the elderly, and the general dehumanization of our society—these are but a few of the immediate outcomes. The decimation of the middle class and private businesses has left many destitute, with people struggling to make ends meet and feed their families. We must expect more to come. 

	These were not unintended consequences: they are deliberate, and they have succeeded in making us more vulnerable than ever. The objective? Accelerate and herald the final stages of a societal overhaul coined “The Great Reset,” which is, in reality, the globalists’ latest iteration of the New World Order: a global governance system to centralize every aspect of our lives. And they are incredibly close to reaching their goal: due to technological progress and the advent of 5G, which has made possible the Internet of Things, we are on the cusp of having our every move recorded and tracked. The idea is to measure everything we do, everywhere, all the time. Just like in China, a social credit score system for each individual will be tied to a digital ID. Rations of food, energy, and consumer goods will inevitably follow, leaving us at the mercy of a ruling class intent on removing our most basic right as humans: our free will. 

	Like many others who openly call out these machinations, REN and I have been labeled conspiracy theorists by those seeking to obfuscate their motivations and discredit our evidence-based claims. But this is not a conspiracy theory, for the globalists’ agenda has been thoroughly documented throughout the years. And that which is not hidden, is not a conspiracy. Though the globalists use certain smokescreens, most of their attacks are done in plain sight, and the evidence of what they have done is often readily available. Documenting the full extent of the social engineering forced upon us, right through the twentieth century and up to the present day, would fill a sizeable library. For much has been done to render us compliant to the point of losing ourselves in a transhumanist matrix of perpetual serfdom.

	This has been achieved through the capturing of entire industries that operate as cartels, the usurpation of our political systems, and the infiltration of our institutions, like the education or medical systems and governing bodies such as the FDA, the FCC, or the WHO. In addition, the creation of international organizations dictating the global agenda was an essential part of pushing both narratives and policies upon individual nations. This of course was enabled by an almost total stranglehold over the media, entertainment, tech sector and academia. And all of this was underpinned by the financial structure headed by the central banks that ensure and perpetuate the citizens’ enslavement via debt and usury. The use of population-manipulation techniques, the rewriting of history, the dumbing-down of society and, last but not least, the infliction of trauma were all indispensable to facilitate the herding of the masses blindly towards the slaughterhouse.

	Indeed, looking at the past one hundred years, it is clear for those of us who have gone down the rabbit hole: the people at the very top of the pyramid have gone to great lengths to deliberately poison us—mind, body and soul. Weak populations are easier to control.

	The Eggs Benedict Option (EBO) is the first book that focuses on the poisoning of our body via the food we consume in the context of today’s Great Reset. REN does an outstanding job at giving a concise yet well documented overview of precisely how the globalists consolidated their dominion over the world’s food supply chain, leaving us reliant on a handful of companies to feed ourselves. Through the meticulous study of the corporatization of agriculture and the industrialization of the farming system, the EBO exposes one of the most fundamental ways we’ve been robbed of our independence, and how we’ve been harmed as a result. The key to a healthy life—our food—is no longer in our possession.

	As REN correctly points out several times, it’s not a question of when these supply chain changes—and thus changes in food quality—will occur. They already have been implemented to a large extent, and the effects have been devastating. The stunting of our growth and marring of our physiognomy, the downgrading of our DNA, the increase of degenerative diseases and other physical ailments—all are without question largely the result of our impoverished diet. At this point, it is only a question of degree—from quasi-total to total control of the food production and distribution system.

	Again, this isn’t conjecture, as you will find out in the first part of the EBO.

	REN identifies the globalists’ key players and policies you need to know about, starting with the World Economic Forum (WEF) and Klaus Schwab. Also covered are the other usual suspects: the Rockefeller Foundation; the UN and partner organizations such as the EAT Foundation; chemical and food processing corporations; pharmaceutical companies; and “esteemed” “health” commissions or so-called scientific publications like The Lancet. All working hand in hand towards the completion of the Great Reset and the UN’s 2030 Sustainable Development Goals.

	Looking at the news currently, you can see their concerted programming playing out in real time: the celebrities eating bugs; the push for fake meat; the promotion of processed foods along with the vilification of healthy foods and glorification of plant-based diets. It is worth stressing that our regulatory and medical authorities seem to support harmful practices by choice, making them fully complicit in our ill health. We are told to “trust the science,” but they are lying to us. 

	Also painfully obvious is the engineered scarcity, whether by the destruction of an inexplicable number of food processing plants or the staged conflict in the Ukraine, and, of course, by the manufactured economic pressures via regulations on farming, leaving independent small-scale farmers unable to earn a living. Economists and forecasters agree, an unprecedented famine is about to hit us as a result.

	Another chapter in the crisis playbook is the environmental justifications to reduce our consumption of nourishing foods and monitor our “carbon footprint.” The narrative is well underway to use “climate change” to implement rations, quotas, and absurd “recommendations,” including upcoming “climate lockdowns.” In other words, expect more doomporn of an even more terrifying sort.

	The globalists are using all their might to complete the centralization of the food supply chain. They will stop at nothing to capture the last remaining pockets of production that aren’t fully under their control—and according to their own timeline, these Malthusian psycho freaks are on a mission to complete their plan by 2030.

	One of the most vocal academics who rejected the overpopulation narrative was Julian Simon, famous notably for challenging famed eugenicist and population-control charlatan Paul Ehrlich. It was Ehrlich who in 1969 stated to the United States Commission for UNESCO that “the Government might have to put sterility drugs in reservoirs and in food shipped to foreign countries to limit human multiplication.”

	Needless to say, Julian Simon was on the right side of history and had a very good grasp on the false paradigm we’ve been taught:

	 

	Not understanding the process of a spontaneously-ordered economy goes hand-in-hand with not understanding the creation of resources and wealth. And when a person does not understand the creation of resources and wealth, the only intellectual alternative is to believe that increasing wealth must be at the cost of someone else. This belief that our good fortune must be an exploitation of others may be the taproot of false prophecy about doom that our evil ways must bring upon us.

	 

	He also understood the true nature of our predicament: “The world’s problem is not too many people, but a lack of political and economic freedom.”

	It is easy to feel discouraged when realizing how badly we’ve been poisoned throughout the years, but it is only by naming and framing the problems in the first place that an opportunity arises to solve them. After a brilliant albeit depressing exposé of the globalists’ machinations, REN manages to be incredibly motivating by sharing viable solutions that have been tried and tested. And while REN doesn’t reinvent the wheel—nor does he purport to—we can be thankful for the invaluable guidance he provides us at this juncture. By reintroducing us to household gardening, also known as backyard agriculture, with which we have lost touch here in the West, REN reorients us towards our environment, our ancestors, the treasure trove that is traditional knowledge and, thus, our humanity. 

	Drawing from the leading figures in the field of regenerative agriculture such as Joel Salatin in America and case studies of Russian gardens or “dachas,” the EBO shows us the alternative paths to explore in lieu of the current system, providing us with a great starting point for further research. Once you read this book, you’ll understand the urgency and necessity of reclaiming our independence from this corporatized food supply system. I have no doubt it will inspire you to start digging. Quickly, you’ll realize that many elegant—and even profitable —solutions abound. From the teachings of Joel Salatin to those of figures such as André Voisin, Alan Savory, Darren Doherty, Sepp Holzer, David Holmgren, and Richard Perkins, to name a few, you’ll find the world of regenerative agriculture in general is fascinating—and it makes sense. Growing nourishing food based on your direct environment and exchanging produce locally should be the standard, or as Darren Doherty said years ago, “this needs to be the New Normal.” Yes, not the ridiculous New Normal the globalists are trying to enforce! 

	The beauty of these solutions is that they are actually beneficial for the environment where they are implemented. In the words of Michael Pollan in an interview for Polyfaces (2015), a documentary on Joel Salatin’s farming methods:

	 

	The idea that we could take beautiful food off of the land and heal it at the same time . . . that’s a very hopeful lesson, because it’s bigger than food or farming. It suggests that as long as the sun shines, there is a free lunch. And that you can capture that energy and run it through a system, and not diminish the world.

	 

	As noted above, this message is the exact opposite of the narrative we’ve been fed ad nauseam about our supposedly finite resources, which are used to justify horrendous measures implemented to our detriment. In the WEF’s words, “you’ll own nothing and you’ll be happy,” which translates to you’ll own nothing—not even your health—but we’ll own everything including you, enslaved to a system that weakens us to a point where we neither have the physical strength to break away nor the will to contemplate emancipation, transformed into completely malleable creatures devoid of inner and physical fortitude, disconnected from ourselves and others. Their plan has worked brilliantly so far—one need only look at the state of our society. We are sick and divided, ready to be conquered.

	But there is another plan, and thanks to REN’s work, many will be awakened to the truth and will thus be able to reject this evil premise in favor of a promising new way of life, a path where we return to methods that foster our independence from overarching governing structures, nurture cooperation with our fellow man, and cultivate the building of communities around the most essential need that joins us together: food. 

	It is of utmost importance that we urgently look to these tried and tested alternatives to the current poisonous system closing in on us. Fighting for our independence over what we put into our bodies is an essential front in this war. We owe it to ourselves, and our children, to stop this assault on our physical integrity and reclaim our sovereignty. For if we do not even have autonomy over our own health, what freedom do we have? 

	The time to change course is now. The right option is The Eggs Benedict Option. 

	 

	Noor Bin Ladin

	July 2022
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	This is a book about food and social control. Although this might seem like an unlikely pairing, in truth the two things go together like peas and carrots. And it’s been that way for a very long time.

	During his famous trip down to the Piraeus, as imagined in Plato’s Republic, Socrates and his young companions Glaucon and Adeimantus begin to consider how justice first arises in a community (Book II). After both of the young men have had their chance to speak at some length, Socrates proposes that, in order to pursue their inquiry further, they should take the development of a city as a kind of metaphor for the individual’s moral development. The three men discuss how, from the start, a division of labor is necessary to supply the community with food, shelter, and clothing, how the functions of each different class of worker are complementary to one another, and how goods will be exchanged, through marketplaces where they are bought and sold. Then the conversation turns to the lifestyle of the ordinary people of this imagined community, including the kinds of foods they might eat. Socrates continues:

	 

	So let us consider first how our citizens, so equipped, will live. They will produce corn, wine, clothes, and shoes, and will build themselves houses. In the summer they will for the most part work unclothed and unshod, in the winter they will be clothed and shod suitably. For food they will prepare wheat-meal or barley-meal for baking or kneading. They will serve splendid cakes and loaves on rushes or fruit leaves, and will sit down to feast with their children on couches of myrtle and bryony; and they will have wine to drink too, and pray to the gods with garlands on their heads, and enjoy each other’s company. And fear of poverty and war will make them keep the numbers of their families within their means.1

	 

	Young Glaucon is quick to object that this is “pretty plain fare for a feast,” which leads Socrates to concede that the ordinary people would be allowed “a few luxuries.” These consist of:

	 

	Salt, of course, and olive oil and cheese, and different kinds of vegetables to make various country dishes. And we must give them some dessert, figs and peas and beans, and myrtle-berries and acorns to roast at the fire as they sip their wine. So they will lead a peaceful and healthy life, and probably die at a ripe old age, bequeathing a similar way of life to their children.

	 

	But even these “luxuries” aren’t enough for Glaucon: “That’s just the fodder you would provide if you were founding a community of pigs!” The ordinary people must be allowed to recline on couches, eat off tables, and they must “have the sort of food we have today,” meaning meat and fish as well.

	Socrates agrees that allowing these things too might actually prove useful to the discussion, but not without introducing an important caveat. Whereas the community that he had been describing was “the true one, like a man in health,” this new society is “one in a fever.” This fevered state needs more than mere “necessaries” and must be enlarged considerably as a result—in occupations, to produce the new goods its people desire, and in territories, to yield more land for pasture and plough as the population increases. And if the neighboring states are also in a fevered condition, as is likely, then war will follow, since the neighbors will also want to expand beyond their original borders. So now our imagined state requires an army—a new class of “guardians.” The discussion continues.

	Interesting, isn’t it, that even in the mid-fourth century BC, when Plato was writing The Republic, diet was thought to have profound enough effects that a widespread change could turn a once-peaceful, harmonious society on its head? Although it’s clear that the republic that is described in the rest of the book is not a strictly vegetarian one, it’s equally clear that Plato—or rather, Plato’s Socrates—believed the truly ideal community would be one where the workers did not consume meat of any kind.

	Plato was one of the first social planners—Karl Popper saw him as the father of modern totalitarianism—and today his heirs in organizations like the World Economic Forum have very similar ideas about the necessity of feeding ordinary people, the world over, a plant-based diet in the name of utopia. This would be something unheralded, a first in human history. They call it the Great Reset, with good reason. While these proposals for a global food transformation are clothed in today’s familiar garb of sustainability, equality, health, and well-being, the truth is that the logic is not so far from that underlying the claims Socrates made about the “true” community. A global, plant-based diet is indeed the right food for a quiescent lower class—and not just because of the physical and mental effects of not eating meat either. This global food transformation will be brought about through a corporate takeover of the entire food supply that will leave the people totally alienated from the production of the food they eat. We will be totally at the mercy of corporations whose only real concern is not our health nor well-being, nor indeed our rights, nor the proper stewardship of the environment, but their own bottom line, plain and simple. This will be a disaster—and it’s only the beginning of the twisted system of control the globalists want to establish.

	Although this plan is well advanced and has the backing of many of the most powerful individuals and organizations in the world, we still have a chance to stop it. My hope is that this book will not only alert people to the true nature of the problem, but also get them to think about and mobilize effectively against it. Even if you don’t agree with all of my ideas, I hope you can agree at least with this one: that we must start to imagine a new way of living, and we must do so fast. Because if we don’t, there are others who are more than happy to do so for us instead. And they have a lot to gain at our expense—the whole world, in fact.

	 

	RAW EGG NATIONALIST
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	Welcome to 2030

	 

	“Welcome to 2030,” the headline reads. “I Own Nothing, Have No Privacy and Life Has Never Been Better.” Published across multiple sites on November 10th, 2016, this World Economic Forum “thinkpiece” and its title in particular has come to be emblematic of what the Great Reset means, at least to its opponents. This will be our departure point.

	The piece, written by Ida Auken, a female Danish politician, imagines a 2030 that has been transformed beyond recognition by the advent of the much-hyped Fourth Industrial Revolution, as new technologies like AI, gene editing, advanced robotics, and the Internet of Things create a new hyper-connected, “smart” global society. We meet a nameless denizen of a nameless city who explains to us just how much things have changed between then and now:

	 

	Welcome to the year 2030. Welcome to my city—or should I say, “our city.” I don’t own anything. I don’t own a car. I don’t own a house. I don’t own any appliances or any clothes.

	 

	Everything that was once a product has now become a service—transportation, accommodation, food, communication, energy, “all the things we need in our daily lives.” After communication and energy became free, the die was cast, and the rest inevitably followed. Nobody needs to own a car when a driverless vehicle or flying car can be called, for free, in a few minutes. And why own or rent a house, when you can just use spaces in the city as and when you need them? “My living room is used for business meetings when I am not there.” You don’t even need to own cooking equipment, since a “pasta maker or crepe cooker” can be delivered near-instantaneously when you need it—again, for free.

	The economy is now totally “circular.” Planned obsolescence—the short lifespan that is built in to consumer products today—is no more. Instead, things are made to last and to circulate among people, rather than just going in the bin. Materials are recycled and reused efficiently and cleanly. Indeed, there are now no environmental problems, “since we only use clean energy and clean production methods.” There is clean air, clean water, and large parts of nature have been circumscribed because of their value to human well-being. Cities are now much greener places than they ever were before.

	But how was all this possible? As well as the discovery of cheap, plentiful forms of renewable energy, this social revolution owes its existence to robots and AI, which have eliminated the need for most work. Labor now has no real value, since more or less all socially necessary work can be done by a machine. What little “work” humans do hardly merits the name. “It is more like thinking-time, creation-time and development-time.” This benevolent AI is so powerful that it can make choices for us, since, in a world where everything is data, the AI knows our tastes and preferences as well as, if not better than, we do; in fact, it even knows when we want to have things. This can actually be a liberation, we are told, when choosing for ourselves ceases to be fun.

	But not everything is well here, if you couldn’t have guessed. While the abandonment of ownership and choice have had untold benefits, another form of abandonment pains our nameless guide, although perhaps, it was no less necessary or inevitable all the same. As if to anticipate the backlash that the article itself was about to draw, we’re now told about a less fortunate, less enlightened group of people: “those we lost on the way.” “Those who felt obsolete and useless when robots and AI took over big parts of our jobs. Those who got upset with the political system and turned against it.” Like Aristotle’s gods and beasts who live outside the polis (city-state), or the strange primitives in Michel Houellebecq’s novel The Possibility of an Island, these dissenters “live different kinds of lives outside the city,” lives that are more or less incomprehensible to those within it. While some have organized and “formed little self-supplying communities,” other groups simply inhabit the ruins of the old world, living in “the empty and abandoned houses in small 19th century villages.” 

	These people, presumably, were the ones who refused to believe “that we could not continue with the same model of growth,” who didn’t realize “that we could do things differently.” Maybe—maybe—there’s some kernel of truth to their protest. It’s annoying not to have any real privacy, we’re told, annoying not to be able to go anywhere without it being registered somewhere by someone. Even our thoughts and dreams aren’t safe—or, at least, it feels that way sometimes. Then again, what was the alternative? After all, these drastic changes were the only way we, as a species, could deal with the witch’s brew of threats we’d been facing, almost any one of which could have been fatal on its own, let alone in conjunction with any one or all of the others: “lifestyle diseases, climate change, the refugee crisis, environmental degradation, completely congested cities, water pollution, air pollution, social unrest and unemployment.” It was this or disaster.

	I’ve tried to summarize this extremely strange piece as best I can, but if you want the full effect you really have to read the original for yourself—assuming you haven’t already, that is. Summaries of course lose something in the retelling, and in this case the strangeness is what’s most obviously diminished. It’s not just what’s said so much as the way it’s said. Social changes that should at the very least alarm if not horrify the reader—quite literally, the destruction of more or less everything we know today—are described in this utterly flat, robotic tone, almost like procedurally generated text. It’s extremely jarring. So strange in fact, that my initial reaction to the piece was to think it must be some kind of parody. But that was before I knew what I now know about the World Economic Forum and the Great Reset agenda.

	Maybe it’s just that the author is a Dane (she is) and an extremely liberal one at that. A flat-pack person, with flat-packed views and a flat-packed personality—maybe though that flat-pack tone is quite apt. Isn’t it precisely what we’d expect from the inhabitant of a world where so much, perhaps even everything, of what it means to be human has been stripped away and labeled retrograde? For what could possibly animate, excite, or challenge a person living in that nameless city? Parody or no, I thought it certainly wasn’t the kind of world I would want to live in. And I wasn’t the only one who felt this way—far from it. The backlash against the article, mainly through social media and alternative-media reporting, came thick and fast. Initially, this drew a “clarification” from the author herself, which was added at the end of the piece as a note:

	 

	Some people have read this blog as my utopia or dream of the future. It is not. It is a scenario showing where we could be heading—for better and for worse. I wrote this piece to start a discussion about some of the pros and cons of the current technological development. When we are dealing with the future, it is not enough to work with reports. We should start discussions in many new ways. This is the intention with this piece.

	 

	As a piece of fire-fighting, this “clarification” was an utter failure. The World Economic Forum soon had a raging inferno of public criticism and speculation to deal with—and the time for wet towels was long past. So, at some point—I don’t know exactly when—the piece was quietly removed from the Forum’s website. Since it was published elsewhere, though, you don’t need to read screengrabs or go to the Wayback Machine to read it. It remains up on Forbes, for instance.

	Although “Welcome to 2030” covers more or less every theme of the Great Reset, from the abolition of private property to the key role of AI and robots, it’s worth noting that the phrase “Great Reset” doesn’t actually feature in the piece at all. Another essential aspect of the Great Reset that doesn’t feature, apart from in passing, is food. Remember that “pasta machine” and “crepe maker”? Our nameless guide appears to subsist solely on carbs, which is actually more telling than you might think, since an integral part of the Great Reset is a transition to diets that are entirely, or almost entirely, plant-based. If you know anything about the Great Reset already, I’d wager that phrases like “You vill eat ze bugs!” and the clapback “I will not eat the bugs!” are likely to be among the first to jump into your head, apart from the ominous “you will own nothing and have no privacy.” The truth is, though, that eating bugs is just one small part of what the Great Reset will mean for the way we, as a species, consume food. Alternative protein sources like cockroach milk—four times more nutritious than cow’s milk!2 —and new ersatz plant-based meat alternatives are actually just one aspect of a much larger plan for food transformation that turns on two stated needs: to reduce the environmental, especially greenhouse-gas, effects of traditional agriculture and to produce enough food to feed a global population that is projected to reach ten billion by 2050. Be in no doubt: these measures are not incidental to the new planetary tyranny the globalists are fast-building. Control of the food supply has been the foundation of the tyrant’s fortress since the dawn of agriculture, as we shall see, and in this respect the Great Reset will be no different. 

	This book, and the eponymous Eggs Benedict Option, are my response to the Great Reset and in particular its vision of a revolution in the way we eat. In place of a globalist model of food production and consumption that will only further sicken us and make us into the compliant slaves the globalists want us to be, I will propose a new, nationalist model to produce and eat food that has the potential to destroy the globalists, at the same time as revitalizing and freeing us—indeed, by doing those very things. But before I lay out my vision, we must examine the Great Reset in more detail.

	Just to be clear, what we are dealing with is not a conspiracy theory. In this respect, the Great Reset is nothing like theories about the death of JFK or the moon landings or Nazi bases in Antarctica. I will not be directing you, at any point, to look for boxes of documents hidden in a warehouse somewhere, nor to take my word about missing evidence or witness testimony that came into my possession in shadowy circumstances, nor will I be referencing cryptic tweets by former astronauts about ancient evils lurking under the ice. I won’t even be asking you to read between the lines—or, at least, not very much. The policies of the Great Reset and its official slogan, “Build Back Better,” are on the lips of prime ministers and presidents, members of royalty, business leaders, celebrity activists and so-called thought-leaders, more or less everywhere you care to turn (with a few important exceptions). The global elites are convinced it will happen, as they now keep telling us, and just this once I think we should take them at their word. No, the Great Reset is not a conspiracy theory. The only thing that’s up for debate is whether it’s a good or a bad thing. Either this is a plan to change our world for the better by radically transforming the way we live, or it is a plan to enslave the nations to a new form of global corporate government. It can’t be both. 

	 

	The Great Reset in Depth

	 

	Despite the very public nature of the Great Reset plan, until recently the focus of the mainstream media was on debunking it, pure and simple. “The baseless ‘Great Reset’ conspiracy theory rises again,” wrote Davey Alba in The New York Times, on November 17th, 2020. “‘The Great Reset’ Conspiracy Flourishes Amid Continued Pandemic,” cried the Anti-Defamation League a month later. 

	But outright denials have now given way to official recognitions that, yes, the Great Reset is in fact a real thing. In its classic, shameless way, the mainstream media got to change the story once again. The Great Reset itself is no longer a conspiracy theory. Rather, the truth about it is simply being misrepresented. Yes, there really was a World Economic Forum summit called “The Great Reset” in June of 2020; yes, it really was all about ways to transform the world economically and socially; and yes, some of the world’s most powerful people really were in attendance (albeit virtually, due to the pandemic), including the Prince of Wales, who gave the opening address—but this was actually a totally benign gathering that has just been “hijacked by conspiracy theories,” as the BBC put it in June 2021. “Like many popular conspiracy theories, this one starts with a grain of fact.” Thanks, BBC, very cool!

	Attempts to gaslight the public about the Great Reset now focus on the pandemic and the claim that it was planned as a means to implement the globalists’ “build back better” agenda. I don’t have anything much to say here about the origins of the pandemic. What I will say, though, is that the World Economic Forum certainly has a knack for unfortunate timing, hosting a pandemic planning exercise (“Event 201”) in October 2019 that managed to predict almost every major aspect of the coronavirus pandemic, from the type of disease down to the social restrictions governments would enact.3 And it certainly didn’t help dispel any dangerous conspiracies when its founder, Klaus Schwab—more on him shortly—then released a three-hundred-page book called COVID-19: The Great Reset just months after the pandemic was first declared. Even in those early months, Schwab seems strangely confident of the course the pandemic is going to take.

	 

	At the time of writing [June 2020], the pandemic continues to worsen globally. Many of us are pondering when things will return to normal. The short response is: never. Nothing will ever return to the “broken” sense of normalcy that prevailed prior to the crisis because the coronavirus pandemic marks a fundamental inflection point in our global trajectory. . . . Radical changes of such consequence are coming that some pundits have referred to a “before coronavirus” (BC) and “after coronavirus” (AC) era.4

	 

	The pandemic is not simply a terrible event, Schwab explains: it is also a golden opportunity for the Great Reset. Things cannot—will not—continue as they were: the crisis has laid bare just how broken the system is and how desperately we need a fundamental change. We need an economic reset, a societal reset, a geopolitical reset, an environmental reset, a technological reset, an industry reset, and an individual reset—each of which has its own chapter or sub-chapter in the book. Everything must go!

	The book closely follows the agenda that was laid down a month before at the World Economic Forum’s 50th Annual Meeting in Davos. As mentioned above, it opened with a speech from the Prince of Wales, in which he outlined a five-point plan for restarting the global economy on a new, sustainable footing. “We have a unique but rapidly shrinking window of opportunity to learn lessons and reset ourselves on a more sustainable path,” the Prince said. His five points were as follows:

	
Who (or What) Is Klaus Schwab?


	 

	 

	It’s not a surprise that much of the resistance to the Great Reset currently focuses on the founder of the World Economic Forum himself, Klaus Schwab. It’s an understandable tendency: when we see a plot, especially a grand plot, we seek a mastermind. And there, at the center of an intricate web that spans the globe sits . . . a strange little kraut with glasses, a bald head, and a turkey neck. I’ve referred to Klaus Schwab as a “thrift-store Palpatine” elsewhere, and truth is, I still don’t quite know what to make of him. Evil genius? Figurehead? Distraction? 

	Space alien?

	A lot of interest has been directed towards Schwab’s supposed ties to the Rothschild family, something the WEF has been keen to debunk.5 Other details about his history are less subject to uncertainty, but again I’m not sure what to make of them. A recent article on Unlimited Hangout dug deep into the Schwab family history and turned up connections to the atomic-weapons programs of Nazi Germany and Apartheid South Africa.6 Here’s what the article has to say, in brief.

	Before and then during the Second World War, Klaus’ father Eugen managed a factory at Ravensburg for the Swiss firm Escher-Wyss, which was intimately involved with the Nazi war effort. This involvement included the production of heavy water, a key ingredient for atomic bombs. At the factory in Ravensburg, under Eugen Schwab’s management, forced labor was used throughout the war, and a special camp was maintained on the premises for the workers, who included civilians and POWs. After the war, Eugen continued to work for Escher-Wyss and to ascend the world of German manufacturing, apparently without any repercussions. 

	In 1967, Klaus completed his studies at Harvard, where he was taught by Henry Kissinger, and went to work for his father’s old company, which soon after became Sulzer-Escher-Wyss. Under the younger Schwab, the newly reorganized company began to move away from its roots in manufacturing to become a technology corporation. This included nuclear power, and it would appear that during Klaus’ tenure at the firm, he was involved in early attempts by the South African government to develop its own nuclear weapons. Escher-Wyss’ involvement in the Nazi atomic-weapons program may have been one reason the South African government sought the company out. 

	 

	Klaus Schwab’s tenure at Escher-Wyss lasted only three years, and in 1971 he founded the European Management Symposium, which would later become the World Economic Forum. One of the key influences in his decision to found the Symposium was the Club of Rome, an early and highly influential think-tank made up of members of the global scientific and financial elite, much like the World Economic Forum today. As is well known, one of the Club’s main preoccupations was global population reduction; see for instance its 1972 book The Limits of Growth, which warns that “if the world’s consumption patterns and population growth continued at the same high rates of the time, the earth would strike its limits within a century.” One of the authors of the book, Aurelio Peccei, delivered a speech about it at the third meeting of the European Management Symposium, in 1973.

	What does all this mean, though? Johnny Vedmore, the author of the Unlimited Hangout piece, believes that we are clearly dealing with a longstanding eugenic dream handed down from father to son. In my opinion, we should be careful not to let such speculation become a distraction. Why do the ultimate motivations of Klaus Schwab matter? What difference does it make whether the World Economic Forum is doing what it’s doing to fulfil some ancient conspiracy, or simply to make as much money and have as much power as possible? The things that we can easily verify about the World Economic Forum and its partners—the things that they’re actually demonstrably doing—are bad enough on their own terms that we don’t need to make them any worse. We have all the reason in the world to oppose the globalists on the basis of what we can readily know at this very moment. I’m not saying, however, that the deeper moral and intellectual roots of the Great Reset aren’t important, because they clearly are, as Alexander Dugin shows. I just think there are better, i.e. more urgent, things to be doing than trying to get to the bottom of who—or what—Klaus Schwab is.

	 

	 

	 

	
	
1) To capture the imagination and will of humanity—change will only happen if people really want it.


	
2) The economic recovery must put the world on the path to sustainable employment, livelihoods and growth. Longstanding incentive structures that have had perverse effects on our planetary environment and nature herself must be reinvented


	
3) Systems and pathways must be redesigned to advance net zero transitions globally. Carbon pricing can provide a critical pathway to a sustainable market.


	
4) Science, technology and innovation need re-invigorating. Humanity is on the verge of catalytic breakthroughs that will alter our view of what it possible and profitable in the framework of a sustainable future.


	
5) Investment must be rebalanced. Accelerating green investments can offer job opportunities in green energy, the circular and bio-economy, eco-tourism and green public infrastructure.7




	 

	There can be little doubt that the pandemic, and especially the lockdown measures, has accomplished many of the things that the World Economic Forum wants to happen as part of the Great Reset, or at the very least laid the necessary groundwork for them. In order to understand these things properly, it is essential that we understand the term “stakeholder capitalism.” In 1971, the same year the World Economic Forum was founded by Klaus Schwab, he introduced the term “stakeholder capitalism” in a book entitled Modern Enterprise Management in Mechanical Engineering, which drew on his academic background in engineering and economics. The Forum’s website describes the term on Schwab’s “About” page by means of a maxim: “that the management of a modern enterprise must serve not only shareholders but all stakeholders to achieve long-term growth and prosperity.” But what does the system actually entail? In basic terms, it means that corporations should modify their activities to benefit their stakeholders as well as their shareholders. Stakeholders are basically any and all groups that are in a position to lose or gain from a corporation’s decision-making—apart from its competitors, of course.

	Stakeholder capitalism, in the World Economic Forum’s own thinking, is opposed to “neoliberalism,” a doctrine which Schwab, in his book The Great Reset, claims favors “competition over solidarity, creative destruction over government intervention and economic growth over social welfare.”8 Instead of the exploitation of the neoliberal free market, what we get with stakeholder capitalism is greater cooperation among governments, NGOs and corporations, and also increased governmental intervention in the economy. This is “the return of big government,” as Schwab puts it, and it is an inevitability as a result of the global pandemic. Indeed, this is “one of the great lessons of the past five centuries in Europe and America . . . [that] acute crises contribute to boosting the power of the state.”9 In situations like a pandemic, only governments are properly placed to make the decisions that need to be made, says Schwab.

	“Stakeholder capitalism” is not the only name that has been given to the system advocated by the World Economic Forum. It has been called “corporate socialism” and “capitalism with Chinese characteristics” by Michael Rectenwald,10 and “communist capitalism” by the Italian philosopher Giorgio Agamben, for instance. The stakeholder capitalist model has been criticized for its obvious tendencies towards monopoly and, as the alternative names given to it above suggest, its tendency to introduce a socialist political system by the back door. And it’s precisely for that reason that even some “proper” socialists are now advocating it.11 It’s worth noting, though, that this vision of corporate socialism is not a new one, as the historian Anthony Sutton notes:
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