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What is Agenda 21? — Quo-
ting from the UN websi-

te: “Agenda 21 is a comprehensi-
ve plan of action to be taken glo-
bally, nationally and locally by or-
ganizations of the United Nations 
System, Governments, and Major 
Groups in every area in which hu-
man impacts on the environment.”

Many have said that Agenda 21 
is now outdated policy that’s fal-
len into neglect. This is far from 
true. For example, among many 
other things, the slow-motion train 
wreck of our ongoing world econo-
mic collapse supports UN Agen-
da 21, and the UN conference on 
“Post-2015 Sustainability Agen-
da” was a clear reiteration. Apo-
logists say that Agenda 21 is only 
“Soft Law,” a policy that has no 
teeth. But they’re lying. In 20 ye-
ars, through stealth implementa-
tion, this plan has become em-
bedded in local policies all over 
the United States. It’s called Sus-
tainable Development. Wherever 
you see it you’ll find “The 3 E’s:” 
ecology, economy, equity. In the 
upcoming UN conference, whe-
re the Jesuit Pope Francis will be 
appearing to promote his recent 
encyclical, they’re being called 
“People, Planet and Prosperity.”

Agenda 21 emerged full-
blown from the UN Conference 
on Environment and Development 
(UNCED) aka The Rio Summit, 
in 1992. 16 to 17 thousand “dele-
gates,” who were somehow given 
official status as officers of the UN, 
traveled from all over the world to 
take part in an 11-day party in Rio 
De Janeiro, where they were pre-
sented with Agenda 21, The Uni-
ted Nations Programme of Action 
from Rio, a more than 300-page 
document that they were asked to 
approve, though it seems unlike-
ly that many of them could have 
had time to even read it. Unsur-
prisingly, they voted to accept it, 
and it was suddenly official Uni-
ted Nations policy for the world.

I recently spoke with a delegate 
to Rio from Santa Cruz, who took 
exception to the way I’ve characte-
rized the Rio Summit above. Af-
ter more than 20 years, she entire-
ly believes that the document was 
created by agreement at Rio, that 

its ideas and principles are un-
impeachable, and that it has only 
been improved on since then. This 
is the genius behind the ways this 
program of worldwide social en-
gineering has been rolled out, as 
well-meaning people are enrolled 
as supporters through poetic-soun-
ding but fuzzy phrases, pledges 
of concern for the masses of hu-
manity, and clever misdirection.

In fact, the Agenda 21 docu-
ment was largely a creation of 
Maurice Strong, a mysterious 

man with a double-tracked ca-
reer as both a high official at the 
UN, and as a billionaire financial 
insider extracting the Earth’s re-
sources in the petroleum and mi-
ning industries. Strong first took 
the world stage prominently as 
“Secretary General,” a title the 
UN, for whatever reasons, adop-
ted directly from communist and 
socialist organizations, of the Uni-
ted Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment in Stock-
holm in 1972.

Strong’s very scant bio on Wi-
kipedia says that he “met a lea-
ding UN official in 1947 (when 
Strong was just 18) who arranged 
for him…to serve as a junior se-
curity officer at the UN headquar-
ters in Lake Success, New York” 
(before the new UN building was 
built on land donated by the Ro-
ckefellers in Manhattan). Just one 
year later, Strong became a trai-
nee in a high-powered brokerage 

in Canada, “where he took an in-
terest in the oil business,” and was 
transferred to an office in “the 
Alberta oil patch.” There he was 
quickly hired as an assistant to an 
oil-industry leader, Jack Gallag-
her — All while maintaining his 
connections at the UN.

„
In fact, the Agenda 21 

document was largely a creation 
of Maurice Strong, a mysterious 
man with a double-tracked care-
er as both a high official at the 
UN, and as a billionaire financi-
al insider extracting the Earth’s 
resources in the petroleum and 

mining industries

In 1971, before the conference 
in Stockholm, Strong commissi-
oned a report on the state of the 
planet, entitled “Only One Earth: 
The Care and Maintenance of a 
Small Planet”. The report sum-
marized the findings of 152 lea-
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ding experts from 58 countries in 
preparation for that first UN mee-
ting on the environment. This was 
the world’s first “state of the en-
vironment” report. Following the 
Conference, Strong became the 
Chairman of the new United Na-
tions Environment Programme 
(UNEP), until 1975, and served 
as a member of the Brundtland 
Commission.

The 1972 conference was follo-
wed by several other major confe-
rences as well as sets of meetings 
all over the world laying out the 
shape of this emerging globalist 
agenda. Despite the elusive nature 
of this long process and the ways 
it has remained under the radar of 
the mainstream media, it has so-
mehow remained on track with 
constant reiterations. In 1976 the-
re was the UN Conference on Hu-
man Settlements which produced 
a Declaration containing 26 prin-
ciples concerning the environment 
and development, an Action Plan 
with 109 recommendations, and 
a Resolution.

Here is an excerpt from the 
Conference Preamble:„

Land…cannot be treated 
as an ordinary asset, controlled 
by individuals and subject to 
the pressures and inefficienci-
es of the market. Private land 
ownership is also the principle 
instrument of accumulation and 
concentration of wealth, and 
therefore, contributes to social 
injustice; if unchecked, it may 
become a major obstacle in the 
planning and implementation of 

development schemes…

This preamble is followed by 65 
pages of very specific land use re-
commendations. Among the many 
recommendations are: A-1) Redis-
tribute population in accord with 
resources, D-1) Government must 
control the use of land to achieve 
equitable distribution of resour-
ces, D-2) Control land use through 
zoning & land-use planning, D-3) 
Excessive profits from land use 
must be recaptured by govern-

ment, D-4) Public ownership of 
land should be used to exercise 
urban and rural land reform, and 
D-5) Owner rights should be se-
parated from development rights 
which should be held by a public 
authority.

Then, in the fall of 1983, the 
38th Session of the United Na-
tions General Assembly passed 
a resolution to create a commis-
sion “to propose long-term envi-
ronmental strategies for achieving 
sustainable development to the 
year 2000 and beyond” (emphasis 
added). Gro Harlem Brundtland, 
former (and later) Prime Minister 
of Norway and Vice President of 
the Socialist International (some-
times called “the cradle of glo-
balism”) was appointed to chair 
the commission. In her forward 
to Our Common Future, the 400-
page report from what would be-
come known as The Brundtland 
Commission, she wrote, “‘A glo-
bal agenda for change’ – this was 
what the World Commission on 
Environment and Development 
was asked to formulate. It was an 
urgent call by the General Assem-
bly of the United Nations…” With 
this conference, the term “sustai-
nable development” first appeared.

It’s from this long-term plan 
which emerged 20 years before the 
1992 Rio Summit, that the many 
seemingly friendly terms such as 
Sustainability, Smart Growth, Res-
ilient and Walkable Communities, 

and High Density Urban Mixed-
Use Development come. It seems 
like no one had never heard the-
se phrases 10 years ago but that 
now they’re everywhere we look. 
Among other key terms are: Equi-
ty, Affordable Housing, Consen-
sus, Social Justice, Human Settle-
ments, Watershed, Facilitator, Best 
Management Practices, Outcome 
Based Education, Habitat Resto-
ration, Quality of Life, Benefit of 
All, Public/Private Partnerships, 
Common Good, Collaborative, 
Inter-disciplinary, Stakeholder, 
School to Work, Visioning, and the 
all-important Regional. If you see 
these terms, particularly in com-
binations, you can be sure you’re 
looking at language dedicated to 
implementing this agenda.

In 1992, 172 governments at-
tended the Rio Summit, with 116 
sending heads of state. There were 
also 2,400 people from UN-con-
nected NGOs. Then President 
George HW Bush was there on 
Prince Charles’ yacht, where he 
signed the Agenda 21 document 
with absolutely no legal standing 
to do so.

In 1993, shortly after Bill Clin-
ton took office, Nancy Pelosi hel-
ped, with 33 original cosponsors, 
to introduce legislation “to imple-
ment Agenda 21.” The bill passed 
the house, but was stopped in the 
Senate. But with clearly interna-
tional pressure to advance the 
program, in June 1993 Democrat 

Clinton created The President’s 
Council on Sustainable Develop-
ment which has placed Sustaina-
bility Officers in every federal de-
partment and agency since then. 
This has resulted in administrative 
regulations enforcing Agenda 21 
policies as (possibly fraudulent) 
hard law, and in huge distortions 
in federal funding that have forced 
States to adhere to federal dictates.

An international treaty, the 
Convention on Biological Diver-
sity (CBD), was also presented at 
the Rio Summit for signing, and 
was eventually brought to the U.S. 
Senate for ratification in 1994. At 
first, it looked like it would pass, 
but at the last hour, text from a 
book Global Biodiversity Assess-
ment (GBA), which was not to be 
published for another year and a 
half, was leaked to staff of Se-
nators, along with the now well-
known Biodiversity Wildlands 
Map, which showed graphically 
the plan to move Americans off 
the land and into dense “human 
settlement zones.” The Conventi-
on wasn’t ratified, while the MSM 
reported that the GBA book did 
not exist. Congress has, so far, 
refused to implement Agenda 21 
as policy for the United States of 
America. But it has been advan-
ced by Presidential edicts.„

It’s from this long-term 
plan which emerged 20 years 
before the 1992 Rio Summit, that 
the many seemingly friendly 
terms such as Sustainability, 
Smart Growth, Resilient and Wal-
kable Communities, and High 
Density Urban Mixed-Use De-
velopment come. It seems like 
no one had never heard these 
phrases 10 years ago but that 
now they’re everywhere we look.

The End of Natural Property 
Rights — UN policy on “land” has 
been clear since the 1976 Confe-
rence on Human Settlements. Its 
preamble on land quoted above 
continues:

Social justice, urban renewal 
and development, the provision of 
decent dwellings and healthy con-
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ditions for the people can only be 
achieved if land is used in the in-
terests of society as a whole.

Public control of land use is 
therefore indispensable to its pro-
tection as an asset and the achie-
vement of the long-term objecti-
ves of human settlement policies 
and strategies.

This makes obvious the positi-
on of the UN policy makers that 
private property is now to be con-
sidered as a social asset to be con-
trolled by “the public.” The exact 
nature of this public is, however, 
not clear. The Fifth Amendment 
of the Constitution says, “No per-
son shall… be deprived of… pro-
perty, without due process of law; 
nor shall private property be ta-
ken for public use, without just 
compensation.” But the UN De-
claration of Human Rights, Artic-
le 17 Sec 2 says, “Property shall 
not be arbitrarily taken.” This is a 
crucial difference. Somehow “the 
public” can take private property 
from you, as long as it’s not done 
“arbitrarily.”„

In our society the direct 
taking of people’s properties is, 
so far, unacceptable to most peo-
ple. What has happened instead, 
certainly in Santa Cruz, is the 
use of permitting processes, zo-
ning and taxation, including the 
infamous “Red Tags,” to gradu-
ally take away the productive 
use of their land from property 
owners without compensation.

Santa Cruz County seems to 
have been targeted for early im-
plementation of Agenda 21. Two 
years before Agenda 21 was un-
veiled in 1992, the voters of the 
County passed Measure C, “The 
Decade of the Environment ” con-
taining many of the key tenets of 
the UN Program, and which has 
been reaffirmed every ten years 
by the Board of Supervisors, and 
is reported on regularly by the Pl-
anning Department.

The Supervisors also fell into 
step with the Agenda in 1993-94 
when they “officially approved the 
process” of the “Sustainable San-

ta Cruz: Local Agenda 21” 100-
page planning guide created by 
Action-Santa Cruz County and the 
Santa Cruz Chapter of the United 
Nations Association. This type of 
document was directly called for 
in Agenda 21 itself — In Chapter 
28, “Local Authorities Initiatives,” 
the first objective listed is “(a) By 
1996, most local authorities in each 
country should have undertaken 
a consultative process with their 
populations and achieved a con-
sensus on ‘a local Agenda 2I’ for 

the community…” Of course, this 
directive was unknown in most of 
the rest of the U.S.

In our society the direct taking 
of people’s properties is, so far, un-
acceptable to most people. What 
has happened instead, certainly in 
Santa Cruz, is the use of permit-
ting processes, zoning and taxati-
on, including the infamous “Red 
Tags,” to gradually take away the 
productive use of their land from 
property owners without compen-
sation. Though a relatively small 

county, Santa Cruz has, after LA 
County, the second-largest plan-
ning department in the State. There 
are currently thousands of red tags 
on record here, and, according to 
some counts, hundreds of owners 
have been forced off their proper-
ties, which have, in many cases, 
been transferred to insider “Pri-
vate Partners” through practices 
many say are corrupt. Frequent-
ly, after the new owner appears, 
zoning is changed or permits are 
issued for new uses.

It is getting increasingly hard 
to get permits for single fami-
ly homes, while permitting is 
easier to get for “High Densi-
ty, Mixed Use” (typically floors 
of small apartments above retail 
spaces of questionable utility – 
AKA “Stack n’ Pack” housing). 
The Santa Cruz Supervisors are 
in the process of creating a new 
tax to fund this high-density “Low 
Income” housing through an “Af-
fordable Housing Assessment” on 
all new construction, including ad-
ditions, in the County. This will 
raise the cost of building a house 
by perhaps tens-of-thousands of 
dollars.„

International Council for 
Local Environmental Initiatives 
— or ICLEI (pronounce Ick-ly) is 
a UN NGO that had its founding 
meeting in 1990 in the General 
Assembly chamber at the UN 
building in Manhattan. ICLEI staff 
wrote one of the chapters of the 
Agenda 21 document, under the 

direction of Maurice Strong

International Council for Lo-
cal Environmental Initiatives — or 
ICLEI (pronounce Ick-ly) is a UN 
NGO that had its founding mee-
ting in 1990 in the General Assem-
bly chamber at the UN building 
in Manhattan. ICLEI staff wrote 
one of the chapters of the Agen-
da 21 document, under the direc-
tion of Maurice Strong. Santa Cruz 
City and County have both been 
members of ICLEI since its incep-
tion, though this has been made 
as obscure as possible by local 
officials over time. ICLEI works 
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to bring top-down policies from 
the UN globalist agenda to local 
communities under the guise of 
being guided by its membership.„

One Bay Area is a major 
initiative to promote the top-
down plan to implement Agenda 
21 around the San Francisco Bay. 
This plan for a region containing 
7.5 million people, is designed 
to entirely remake the region in 
the image of Smart Growth, high-
density housing and government 

transportation planning

ICLEI was directly involved 
in the creation of California bills 
AB 32 and SB 375, mandating se-
vere ongoing restrictions on our 
“greenhouse gas emissions” in 
the name of the heavily-pushed 
and yet highly questionable the-
ory of “global warming” caused 
by CO2. ICLEI was then hired by 
hundreds of cities and counties in 
California to help them draft the 
“Climate Action Plans” manda-
ted to help reach the Greenhouse 
Gas Reduction Goals set in AB 
32. This is a serious conflict of 
interest violation by this formal 
arm of the UN.

Regionalism — Regional 
“governance” is a concept that 
has been advancing in the U.S. 
since World War II. Regionalism 
has been extended across America 
primarily through executive presi-
dential action, including Nixon’s 
creation of multi-state Federal Re-
gions, and through confusing pro-
visions of Congressional “Acts” 
which require the action of Regi-
onal Planning Agencies or Coun-
cils of Government (COGs) in or-
der to secure the more and more 
essential federal funding needed 
for major public works. Regional 
Agencies are composed of appoin-
ted officials from all levels of lo-
cal government, and are not sub-
ject to direct input by voters. Our 
local COG is the Association of 
Monterey Bay Area Governments 
(AMBAG), founded in 1968, two 
years after the U.S. Model Ci-
ties Act set up the framework for 
AMBAG to be a funding conduit.

The COG for the nine Bay Area 
Counties is ABAG, the Association 
of Bay Area Governments. ABAG, 
is working with ICLEI to crea-
te the “One Bay Area” program. 
One Bay Area is a major initiati-
ve to promote the top-down plan 
to implement Agenda 21 around 
the San Francisco Bay. This plan 
for a region containing 7.5 milli-
on people, is designed to entirely 
remake the region in the image 
of Smart Growth, high-density 
housing and government trans-
portation planning.

Over the next 20 years 630,000 
new residential units are projected 
by ABAG. ALL residential const-
ruction specified by the plan is be 
multi-family housing. 80% of this 
housing must be within ½ mile of 
the plan’s designated “transit cor-
ridors” (permits will not be gran-
ted outside these zones). One cor-
ridor, the El Camino Real, running 
from San Jose to San Francisco, 
will be transformed into a series 
of government controlled Stack 
‘n Pack smart growth develop-
ments. The plan is that all private 
vehicles will be banned from what 
is to then be called “The Grand 
Boulevard.” Through the ABAG 
COG, the federal government has 
committed more than 300 billion, 
mostly highway tax dollars to this 
“Plan Bay Area.”„

The Pope’s focus on 
pushing the need to respond 
immediately to a posited “cli-
mate crisis” and to problems 
eerily like those driving UN sus-
tainable development, is quite 
striking. Some in the “climate re-
ality” community are elated that 
the spiritual force of the Pope’s 
message may put their quest 
for a serious solution to carbon 
“pollution” over the top. If so, it 
will have been very convenient

Locally, something similar but 
more modest is being proposed un-
der the newly rechristened “Sus-
tainable Santa Cruz County” Re-
gional Transportation Plan, where 
the eventual centerpiece will be a 
widened “Soquel Drive Corridor” 

from Dominican Hospital to Ap-
tos, where hundreds of units of 
Stack n’ Pack housing will be built, 
close to planned public transit to 
include the much ballyhooed “Rail 
Trail” and possible train service. 
As part of enrolling us into this pl-
anned “sustainable” development, 
public “consensus” meetings have 
been held regularly by the Plan-
ning Department and Sustainab-
le Santa Cruz County for the last 
few years.

Recent Advances in the Glo-
balist Programs for Sustainab-
le Development — In 2015 we 
saw two major events to promo-
te and re-energize global popu-
lation control, and a very curious 
confluence of globalist social en-
gineering and the Roman Papa-
cy. From Sept. 25 to 27 the UN 
held its “Post-2015 Sustainabili-
ty Agenda” conference at its New 
York headquarters, accompanied 
by an appearance of Pope Francis 
doing a formal presentation of his 
monumental ecologist encyclical 
“Laudato Si” (praised be). This 
conference is a clear extension of 
the Millennium Summit in 2000. 
Instead of the 8 “Millennium De-
velopment Goals” set there to be 
realized by 2015 (none have been), 
we are being given 17 this time, to 
be done by 2030. I will only share 
Goal 17 – “Strengthen the means 
of implementation and revitalize 
the global partnership for sustai-
nable development.” Suffice it to 
say that The Agenda for the 21st 
Century slogs on.

Then, from Nov. 30 to Dec. 11 
in Paris, France, COP21, billed as 
“The UN Climate Conference.” 
Actually, COP stands for Confe-
rence of the Parties of the Kyoto 
Accords, so it’s interesting to see 
the event subsumed under the UN. 
While even the 2014 IPCC report, 
in its section on the real climate 
science, admitted that there has 
been no significant warming of 
the planet for the last 15 years or 
so (despite the desperate pleas of 
upcoming disaster contained in 
the report’s “summary for decis-
ion makers”), we are now being 
lobbied relentlessly about “clima-
te change” by the corporate me-
dia (and NPR) to prepare us for a 

draconian “carbon suppression re-
gime” they hope to create at this 
conference.

I’ll briefly touch upon the appa-
rent synchronicity of Pope Fran-
cis’ encyclical with the huge world 
effort to push the United Nations. 
While it’s easy to see why many 
people find some of the ideas ex-
pressed in it to be moving, even 
poetic, to me they seem rather 
diffuse and confusing. More than 
that, the Pope’s focus on pushing 
the need to respond immediately 
to a posited “climate crisis” and 
to problems eerily like those dri-
ving UN sustainable development, 
is quite striking. Some in the “cli-
mate reality” community are ela-
ted that the spiritual force of the 
Pope’s message may put their quest 
for a serious solution to carbon 
“pollution” over the top. If so, it 
will have been very convenient.
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