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Andean Report by Diana Olaya de Teran

Colombia: New target of the greenies?

The Gaviria government has lent itself to the “sustainable
development” campaign of Eco-92.

In April of this year, Maurice
Strong, the secretary general of the
U.N. Conference on Environment and
Development, went on tour in Colom-
bia to promote next year’s Earth Sum-
mit, to be held in Rio de Janeiro, Bra-
zil under UNCED’s sponsorship. At
that summit, or Eco-92 as it has been
popularly dubbed, Strong and his co-
thinkers hope to see the adoption of
global ecological norms, starting with
the “internationalization of the Ama-
zon” and all the strategic and natural
resources contained therein, which
would establish a precedent for a new
“green colonialism” worldwide.

Strong devoted special praise to
Colombia’s role in promoting the en-
vironmental cause noting, for exam-
ple, the efforts of Colombia’s oligar-
chic National Federation of Coffee
Growers in financing ecological proj-
ects in Colombia. He said that its pro-
gram ‘“‘contributes in an exemplary
and tangible way to the goals of the
U.N. Conference on Environment and
Development, to take place in Rio de
Janeiro in June of 1992, which is to
implement in practice the theory of
sustainable development.”

Colombia has been singled out as
a target of the malthusians due to the
fact that it is perhaps the only country
in the world whose Constitution—
written earlier this year—incorporates
the concept of “sustainable develop-
ment” and “ecological rights” in the
body of its text.

Article 80 reads: “The state will
plan the management and use of natu-
ral resources, to guarantee their sus-
tainable development, their conserva-

tion, restoration or substitution.”
Article 58 reads: “Property has a so-
cial function. As such, its ecological
function is also inherent.” And Article
277, incredibly, argues that the Attor-
ney General of the nation has the obli-
gation to “defend the collective rights,
especially of the environment.”

“Sustainable development” is the
euphemism that has been adopted by
today’s environmentalist followers of
Parson Thomas Malthus, to con the
technology-starved developing sector
nations into endorsing what in the
1960s and 1970s was otherwise
known as “zero growth.” Terms like
“sustainable development” and ‘“ap-
propriate technologies” are the cover
under which the World Bank, Interna-
tional Monetary Fund, Inter-Ameri-
can Development Bank, and similar
financial gendarmes for the interna-
tional banks, impose “technological
apartheid” upon the Third World, pro-
hibiting the use of the most advanced
scientific and technological discover-
ies to provide a higher and more digni-
fied quality of life for those millions
throughout the world who are today
succumbing to plagues such as chol-
era and AIDS, and starvation.

It is in this sense that Colombia
and its new Constitution fulfills the
demands of George Bush’s new world
order, by effectively prohibiting the
use and development of nuclear tech-
nology while elevating environmen-
talism to the status of constitutional
law. And yet, the real collapse of Co-
lombia’s ecology can be seen in the
reappearance of diseases that had dis-
appeared a century ago, such as chol-

era. Latest official figures from the
Health Ministry show that there are
more than 7,400 cholera victims in
Colombia, while nearly one-half the
country is isolated due to the collapse
of bridges that link the vast Eastern
Plains (or Llanos), the country’s pri-
mary breadbasket, with the rest of the
country. While daily protests are held
throughout the country against the
government’s insane economic poli-
cies of “liberalization,” President
César Gaviria is responding with a se-
ries of forums entitled “Conquering
Markets.”

In the midst of this desolate pic-
ture, there are still those who appar-
ently have not swallowed the argu-
ment that environmentalism is the
solution to man’s ills. Fernando Ca-
sas, special adviser on environmental
affairs to the Foreign Affairs Minis-
try, gave a forum in September at the
National University of Bogotd in

which he argued that the interests of

the industrialized . countries appear
very different from those of the Third
World. The former, he insisted, “are
interested in the Third World’s arms
race, population growth, and forests,
and they don’t want the question of
ecology mixed with the problem of
development. We, on the other hand,
are concerned with low per capita in-
come, low prices for our raw materi-
als, non-tariff restrictions on our im-
ports, and the increasingly onerous
conditions of the International Mone-
tary Fund and other credit institu-
tions.”

Casas attacked the proposal for a
U.N. ecology police force—so-called
green helmets. “We do not agree that
the Amazon should be declared the
patrimony of humanity, and it would
be absurd for the United Nations Se-
curity Council to suddenly decide to
send its blue, green or whatever-color
helmets to ‘protect’ our natural and
ecological resources.”
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