Larry Lohmann:
Al is too incoherent a gambit to reverse the
trend toward exhaustion of capitalist fixes

“My feeling is that social movements need to remain flexible enough to deal with
unforeseen new developments, including Al, while also steadfastly keeping history
before their eyes in dealing with them”

Interview with Divar Saracoglu
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In this episode of our series, “The Political Construction of Al,” we speak with Larry
Lohmann, a researcher at the UK-based independent research and solidarity
organization The Corner House, whose work focuses on the relationship between
climate justice and capital accumulation. Lohmann, who has spent years analyzing
the ties between ecology and political economy within networks like the World
Rainforest Movement and the Durban Group for Climate Justice, defines Al as a
form of “machine colonialism” characterized by massive energy consumption and
water grabbing. He emphasizes that this technology is continuous with other
industrial technologies dating back at least to 1800. He adds that, like other
industrial technologies, it takes advantage of the 19th-century emergence of an
‘abstract energy’that subordinates a variety of other diverse energies into a single
overarching fuel for capital. Citing water plunder and digital labour exploitation
throughout the Global South, Lohmann suggests that the way out of this destructive
cycle is not to indulge in nostalgia for neoliberalism, but to build a shared, militant
front of resistance including labour and ecology movements against tech monopolies.
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Capitalism often opens new frontiers of accumulation to cheapen labor, raw
materials, and energy in attempts to overcome its crises. Where do you
place artificial intelligence in this historical narrative of accumulation?

Capital is famously resilient in the face of crisis. When profits fall, it looks for new
machines and new scams that might cut labour costs and threaten or distract workers.
It dreams up new financial swindles. It seeks out fresh frontiers where cheaper
resources and different reserves of labour power might be extracted. It tries to
squeeze more subsidies and bailouts from taxpayers while removing public efforts to
limit its power. It casts around for new means of managing resistance. It creates new
commodities to try to profit from the problems the old ones caused.

Today’s Al boys — Sam Altman, Mark Zuckerberg, Jeff Bezos, Elon Musk, Satya
Nadella, Sundar Pichai, Jenson Huang, Alex Karp, Dario Amodei, Bill Gates and all
the rest — are today offering most if not all of these tricks to investors and
governments in hopes of increasing their own fortunes. Whether they can follow up is
another question. As we know, capital’s crises are even more resilient than capital
itself. In the long term, Al is way too incoherent a gambit to reverse the prevailing
trend toward the exhaustion of capitalist fixes. The details are fascinating but might
take too much time to go into here. One fundamental contradiction with the Al trick
is that Al is what Karl Marx called “dead labour” pretending to be able to replace
living human labour. As Marx taught us, that can never work because capital needs
both. That’s not to say that Al doesn’t have other effects, of course.

The International Energy Agency predicts that electricity use by data centres
could double by 2030. What does this massive expansion reveal about the control
over energy resources and the social distribution of energy?

Al is a continuation of 19th-century industrial capitalism. Its chips and coolant
systems are industrial machines just like power looms or metal punchers. Their job is
to regiment, reorganize, recruit, conceal and exploit and speed up living human work
to capture more value for individual firms. To do that they have to subordinate huge
landscapes and their peoples to the organization of the abstract energy that the
machines require, just like the older industrial machines of the 19th and 20th
centuries.

This energy is “abstract” because digital and other industrial machines can’t work
unless all the “little” concrete energies of the commons used for cooking or keeping
warm or growing crops, and all the different biological, geological, hydrological and
stellar energies that we have around us, are detached from their previous contexts and
politically subordinated into becoming a single overarching fuel for capital
accumulation. Nothing has changed in that respect since 150 years before the
International Energy Agency was even established in 1974 and the word “energy”
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acquired its current sense in the mid-19th century. Wind and solar energy farms and
Nvidia H100 GPUs challenge nothing about this pattern. It’s the same old machine
colonialism.

The only slight difference is the scale and urgency. Today, all that the Al boys can
talk about is how to get more energy for their processors. Mark Zuckerberg and Sam
Altman are talking about dedicated bespoke nuclear or even thermonuclear reactors
for every big data centre. Eric Schmidt is talking about hijacking US energy policy
just to get more electricity for Al. Elon Musk is talking about boosting hundreds of
thousands of data centres into space to take maximum advantage of the solar flux.
None of these guys is even pretending to have any interest in how these new control
regimes would damage the lives of the world majority.

While technology monopolies boast about increases in “productivity per unit,”
total energy and resource consumption continues to grow rapidly. How do you
explain this paradox in terms of the insatiable logic of capital accumulation?

Efficiency per unit is something individual capitalists start to think about when
electricity costs become a constraint on profit. If there’s enough cheap supply, they
don’t worry about it. Still less do they think about efficiency per unit as a path to
reducing the overall energy use of capital as a whole. Why should they do that?
That’s not what efficiency is for. Capital is nothing if it doesn’t accumulate, and
accumulation entails more abstract energy consumption overall and a faster global
flattening of entropy slopes, regardless of unit costs.

The conventional 19th-century economist William Stanley Jevons already had a
pretty good handle on this issue when he formulated the paradox that bears his name.
In 1865, he observed that increasing efficiency in the use of coal actually increased,
rather than reducing, its overall consumption because doing so reduced costs,
promoted demand and consumption and accelerated accumulation.

The project to create AGI, or artificial general intelligence, is based on the premise
that applying enough energy to computer processors running predictive algorithms
fed with big data could replicate billions of years of biosocial evolution. This project
is hopeless, insane. Trying to achieve it would progressively absorb all the available
energy in the universe. Given such a scheme, what difference could it possibly make
to apply a few little efficiency measures here and there? AGI sets up a contradiction
that beats even the Jevons Paradox.



Google's data centre in Council Bluffs, lowa (Wikimedia)

As network investments and capacity expansions for data centers and Al
infrastructure accelerate, who practically bears the brunt of this massive growth
in ecological and social terms?

There’s no controversy here. The answer is: the usual people. Just ask the expanding
social movements against data centres in the US, Chile, Spain, Mexico, Ireland, the
UK, Uruguay, The Netherlands and many other countries. Data centres hog local
water and electricity, corrupt local governments, increase air and noise pollution,
extend the life of fossil-fuelled power plants, and are used to strengthen surveillance,
repressive and profiteering technologies that states use against their own citizens.
Even Donald Trump has taken note of the resulting unrest.

In addition, data centres necessitate increased, brutal extraction of minerals like
lithium, copper, cobalt, coal and nickel in locations across the world, in many cases
devastating the lives of local people even more severely than the data centres do
themselves. To top it off, much of the cheap or zero-cost labour that Al needs to train
and maintain itself is culled disproportionately from the most disadvantaged parts of
the world proletariat in countries like Kenya, India and Madagascar, many of whom
become severely debilitated mentally and physically as a result.

As water consumption for cooling and the waste heat burden grow, through
what new mechanisms of expropriation and loss of rights are water allocation
and usage priorities being reconfigured in favor of tech monopolies?

One of your previous guests, the tech writer Karen Hao, describes a couple of Latin
American examples in fascinating detail in her book Empire of AI. Because data
centres need pure water to cool their servers, they often try to tap into municipal
drinking water supplies. In Cerrillos, Chile, a proposed Google data centre was



expected to use more than 1,000 times the amount of potable water consumed by the
entire local population — about 88,000 residents in a country hit by a multi-year
drought. Unusually for Chile, this water was public, not privatized. The word
“subsidy” doesn’t really apply to this kind of predation. “Theft” would be more
appropriate. Naturally, Google had to use all sorts of tactics to facilitate this attempt
at robbery — false information, technical reports designed to be opaque,
mistranslations, intimidation, bribes in the form of offers to plant some trees for free,
and so forth. It took huge amounts of time donated by many local volunteers to defeat
the project and rescue their water.

Not all communities are so fortunate. In another drought-afflicted region, the US state
of Nevada, Google, Meta, Oracle and Tesla, together with a Trump-backed
consortium of other companies, have taken over 400 square kilometres of high desert
for yet more data centres. The only water available to cool the machines is in the
watershed that has been the territory of the Pyramid Lake Paiute Indigenous group for
as long as 16,000 years. So far, however, the data centre developers have found it
fairly easy to roll over local and environmentalist opposition, partly because it was so
straightforward to acquire the enormous landholdings of a very few previous private
owners and to fast-track the local government permit process.

In the chain stretching from mineral extraction to chip production, and onward
to mountains of electronic waste and low-wage digital labor processes, what
continuities does the persistent concentration of destruction and exploitation in
the same geographies remind you of?

Some of the most severe degradation is found in former European colonies in Africa,
Latin America and Asia, and in communities that have already been afflicted most
severely by apocalyptic settler colonialism in North America and the sub-imperialist
policies of countries such as Indonesia and South Africa.

But it’s not only the location of AI’s appropriations and exploitations that reveals
colonial continuities. It’s also the manner in which they are carried out and the
ingrained racist legacies from which they glean such enormous profits. Another of
your previous interviewees, Dan McQuillan, speaks astutely of the way Al channels
historical currents like white supremacy and eugenics, of whose role in colonialism
no one needs reminding. The very concept of intelligence that Al uses can ultimately
be traced back to the Cartesian quasi-managerial ideology dividing the “mind” of
conquerors off from the brute “body” of the conquered that came into fashion during
the early colonial era, as well as to later fascist and necropolitical traditions.

Until recently, tech monopolies were securing a form of climate legitimacy for
themselves through promises like ‘net zero’ and ‘carbon offsetting,’ offering
market-based ‘solutions.”’ Today we see these same figures acting more
recklessly, seemingly no longer in need of green veneers. How do you interpret
this transition of capital from that ‘camouflaged’ period to its current stage?



Just a very few years ago, Bill Gates was talking a lot about things like “green steel”
and “green cement.” His claim was that the emissions of industry could somehow be
“zeroed out” through offsets and other means, leaving capitalism as it was. Similarly,
through the United Nations, Mark Carney was pushing for an enormous expansion of
the voluntary carbon credit market, which opponents view as a complete swindle. Oil
companies like Oxy and Chevron and Big Tech boys like Sundar Pichai at Google
were promoting the idea of taking over millions of hectares of land and planting trees
on them to compensate for their climate pollution. It was all the rage to assert that the
destruction of peoples’ lives by fossil capitalism could somehow be made up for, at
least for a short while, by destroying yet more peoples’ lives by taking over their
land, forests and futures.

This was a classic corporate “fix” devised by the neoliberal state and its captive
NGOs and technocrats, premised on the insistence that the solution to capitalist crisis
can only be more capitalism. For more than a quarter century, some of the activists
that I personally feel closest to — in organizations and networks like the World
Rainforest Movement, the Indigenous Environmental Network, Accion Ecologica and
REDD-Monitor — have carried on the fight against this particular neoliberal gambit
because they understand the damage it does to grassroots communities worldwide,
and because they understand that it props up a globe-destroying fossil (and now Al)
capitalism through scientific fraud.

But while all this has been going on, something funny has happened. While
neoliberal nonsense about net zero and carbon offsetting hasn’t disappeared, we have
begun to pass from the age of neoliberalism — whose heyday was from around maybe
1975-2025 — to an age of fascism and more overt gangsterism peopled by figures like
Trump, Modi, Milei, Bolsonaro, Orban, Bukele, Meloni, Farage, and so forth.
Keeping up with the times, the Al boys now tend to skip a lot of the old neoliberal
lies about offsets and renewable energy. Instead, they’re in the front row at Trump’s
second inauguration, where nobody listens to that kind of talk and the new look is
fascism.

This 1s an epochal transformation. But in a sense it’s also a little like a royal
succession out of Shakespearean theatre. There’s a lot of dramatic acrimony,
bitterness and swordfights to the death among factions that nevertheless deep down
share a lot of the same gangster values. In some ways, the new fascism is the old
neoliberalism in stripped-down form. To understand why, it might be helpful to look
at the example of science, which on the surface seems to be such a big bone of
contention between neoliberals and fascists today.

Science under neoliberalism had two very different parts: white science and
fraudulent science. Examples of white science include thermodynamics and
climatology. Neither is fraudulent. On the contrary, both are stupendous intellectual
achievements. But for historical reasons, the ways that they set and solve problems
systematically avoid going against the grain of white supremacy.
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For example, climatology presents global heating solely as a matter of too many
greenhouse gas molecules in the wrong places. It reflexively sidesteps investigations
into how they got there, which would force it to look at racial capitalism’s reliance on
fossil fuel extraction. That approach tempts the public, including many NGOs, into
believing that state molecule pricing, molecule markets, molecule rationing and
molecule management must be the solution, instead of support for social movements
working to keep fossil fuels in the ground.

Similarly, thermodynamics’s privileging of abstract energy is a big help to capital in
running its machines. But it’s not so helpful to commoners who need to counter the
subordination of their myriad non-thermodynamic energies to the energy of industry.
Inextricable from the painstakingly-evolved physics methodologies that have
dominated the capitalist era, this inbuilt bias encourages the colonialist belief — again,
still common among NGOs — that energy justice is pretty much nothing more than the
fair distribution of an abstract energy substance.

Fraudulent science is different but equally indispensible to neoliberalism. Examples
of fraudulent science include the pseudo-sciences of carbon and biodiversity offsets
or of the “circular economy.” Carbon markets make no sense from the point of view
of climatology. “Renewable” industrial energy and the so-called “circular economy”
make no sense from the point of view of thermodynamics. Anyone with experience of
environmental movements could add the examples of Environmental Impact



Assessments (EIAs) or cost-benefit analyses (CBAs), which are usually (if not
always) riddled with obvious scientific errors that are carefully left uncorrected. All
this straightforwardly fraudulent science has to be mixed together with white science
under neoliberalism because neoliberalism needs it for its fixes.

The point is that, in their sweeping attacks on universities and research institutions,
guys like Trump and Orban are putting everybody on notice that in their view capital
doesn’t actually need either component of neoliberal science any more. They’re
nuisances not worth the cost. Why can’t we have white supremacy without white
science? Why can’t we just dispense with the thousands and thousands of obedient,
well-funded university professors, PhD consultants and UN technical boards whose
function it was to provide a faux-scientific veneer to capital’s exploitations and
appropriations? What do we need all these pretend state and international
programmes to manage and market greenhouse gas molecules for, if in practice they
amount to pretty much the same thing as just denying climate change outright, which,
let’s face it, capital has to do anyway? Let’s get back to basics. Just as we can now
skip the old pretences about the “rule of law” and the old UN bureaucratic and
diplomatic procedures in favour of Trump’s Board of Peace, so too we can now forget
about the fussy, over-complicated routines of science.

This isn’t just ignorance or anti-intellectualism. It’s an experiment in breaking up
some of the creaking political alliances that just about salvaged capital accumulation
for the past half-century while trying to assemble some that might work better for the
same objectives in current circumstances. The old neoliberal bureaucrats, technocrats
and marketeers are maybe just not quite fit for purpose any more in an age of
precarity when few other people can share their confidence in a secure future. After
many decades of failure, the neoliberal story that price mechanisms are going to
address ecological crisis starts to get old, just like the story that they will address
social injustice. At this stage, staging elaborate theatres of cruelty in defence of
threatened property holdings in whiteness, however divisive they are, might turn out
to be more important in consolidating interest networks for capital accumulation to
rely on. Or at least in changing the subject. Anyway, how could you possibly run a
nice neoliberal CBA on what Israel and the US do in Gaza? It might be better
capitalist strategy just to follow Steve Bannon’s advice and “flood the zone with
shit.” Al, of course, can help with that.

Through the quantification of nature via carbon accounting and risk scoring,
what forms of ownership and control over nature have been strengthened? And
why do the tech elite seem to be setting these methods aside today?

One consequence of the transition from neoliberal technocracies to what might be
called fascist franchises can be seen precisely in this area of property and control over
the environment.



The old neoliberal technocracies quantified and divided up the earth’s carbon-cycling
capacity as property in something like the way that the enclosers of earlier centuries
quantified, privatized and divided up common land and water. Naturally, the lion’s
share of this newly “thingified” entity was immediately awarded to the global North
and its polluting companies. The same actors that put the most greenhouse gases into
the atmosphere were given the most formal property rights to the living power of the
earth to clean them up. The technical economistic names for this included beautiful
words like “ecosystem services” and “grandfathering.” This format for appropriation
and rent was the basis of the Kyoto Protocol, the Paris Agreement and the EU
Emissions Trading Scheme.

The new fascists figure that they can afford to dispense with all this. Forget the Paris
Agreement and carbon markets. Net zero, carbon accounting, transitions to renewable
energy, ESG and all the other fictions have run their course as effective means of
delaying climate action. The earth’s carbon-cycling capacity has no economic value
because there is no climate crisis. Therefore there’s no point in quantifying it and
giving it as private property to the rich. The neoliberal fraudulence and obfuscation
inside the project of “internalizing environmental costs” (as long as they don’t go too
high) gives way to naked conquest. Why go to the trouble of compiling even the
sloppiest and most mendacious EIAs or the most hypocritical gender impact
statements when it’s easier just to send in the bulldozers and storm troopers?

Again, there’s a political economy to this. It couldn’t have happened without certain
elites — especially some leaders of the fossil fuel, tech and alternative finance sectors
— calculating that in the current state of US imperial decline, some aspects of
neoliberal law, like a lot of neoliberal ecology, was just getting too expensive and
fiddly. On their view, it’s going to be cheaper and easier to go along with the
alternative project of cultivating a network of (white) fascist franchises each of which
will get a piece of the gangster action in return for helping to carry out
straightforward plunder, and damn the consequences. Naturally, that strategy creates
enemies for the emerging fascist elites (enemies including a lot of the stalwarts of the
old neoliberal order like Robert Rubin and Hillary Clinton). But it also is maybe
capable of recruiting new friends, at least in the short term.

How does keeping resource-use data under the veil of “commercial
confidentiality” affect the prospects for public oversight and the struggle for
accountability against Big Tech monopolies?

This is a good example of the continuity between neoliberalism and fascism.
Neoliberal regulation entrenched the private appropriation of public ideas as
inalienable commercial assets. That’s how Bill Gates made his fortune. It wasn’t that
his software was any good, or even that it was his. But through the law, he forced
everybody to pay him to use it. Trump uses a similar trick with his branding and
cryptocurrency grifts. So do biopiracy companies.



Fascism takes this one step further. Because so many of Big Tech’s customers consist
of militarized states, in particular the US and Israel, secrecy and confidentiality
become even more extensive and public oversight becomes even more of an illusion.
Even when the applications are not military, information that the public needs to
defend itself against capital becomes secret by law on the ground that it is the private
property of corporations whose legislated right to future profits depend on keeping
everybody in the dark. One reason why Al companies like fascism so much is that
they need even the water and energy requirements of their data centres to fall under
rules of commercial confidentiality.

In this landscape where both labor and nature are dispossessed through the
same extractive logic, where do you see the most strategic common ground and
shared demands for ecology and labor movements to build a front against tech
monopolies?

As Canadian Prime Minister Mark Carney recently had the perspicacity to point out,
we’re never going to be able go home again to the old neoliberal world order — which
for me includes neoliberal diplomacy, neoliberal law, neoliberal science, neoliberal
ecology. That order is on its way out and deserves no nostalgia. It’s no longer worth
much effort to try to pursue compromises with it. Instead, the emerging fascist future
needs to be recognized for what it is and engaged head on.

For me, it’s important to keep focused on those zones of confrontation where the
rubber of the old neoliberalism and the new fascism both meet the road of people’s
resistance and ongoing projects of territorial and livelihood defence. The basics of
colonialism have not changed. Racial, patriarchal capitalism goes on and on. My
feeling is that social movements need to remain flexible enough to deal with
unforeseen new developments, including Al, while also steadfastly keeping history
before their eyes in dealing with them. One way of doing that is never to forget that
labour struggles are always ecological struggles, and vice versa.

Notes
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Larry Lohmann:
Yapay zeka fazlasiyla daginik ve celiskili bir kumar

“Toplumsal hareketler, yapay zekd dahil ongériilemeyen yeni gelismelerle basa
ctkabilecek kadar esnek kalmali ama onlarla ugrasirken tarihi de géziiniin ontinden
hi¢ ayvrmamalidr.”

Divar Saracoglu
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Kapitalizm Krizlerini asmak icin tarih boyunca emegi, ham maddeyi ve enerjiyi
ucuzlatacak yeni birikim cepheleri acmistir. Siz yapay zekayi bu tarihsel
sermaye birikimi siirecinin neresine yerlestiriyorsunuz?

Sermaye, kriz karsisinda meshur bir dayanikliliga sahiptir. Karlar diistiigiinde, emek
maliyetlerini kismaya yarayacak yeni makineler ve yeni dalavereler arar; is¢ileri
tehdit etmeyi ya da oyalayip dikkatlerini dagitmay1 hedefler. Yeni finansal
dolandiricilik bigimleri icat eder. Daha ucuz kaynaklarin ve farkli emek giicii
rezervlerinin ¢ekilip ¢ikarilabilecegi taze cephelere yonelir. Vergi verenlerden daha
fazla siibvansiyon ve kurtarma paketi koparmaya calisirken, giiciinii sinirlamaya
doniik kamusal ¢abalar1 da zayiflatmaya ugrasir. Direnisi kontrol altina almanin yeni
yollarin1 arar. Eski metalarin yol actig1 sorunlardan kar devsirmek i¢in yeni metalar
yaratir.

Bugiiniin yapay zeka oglanlari; Sam Altman, Mark Zuckerberg, Jeff Bezos, Elon
Musk, Bill Gates, Sundar Pichai, Jensen Huang, Alex Karp ve digerleri, yatirimcilara
ve hiikiimetlere, kendi servetlerini biiyiitme umuduyla bu numaralarin ¢cogunu, hatta
belki de tamamini sunuyor. Bunu gercekten hayata gecirip gegiremeyecekleri ise ayri
bir soru. Bildigimiz gibi, sermayenin krizleri sermayenin kendisinden bile daha
dayaniklidir. Uzun vadede yapay zeka, kapitalist ¢arelerin tiikenisine dogru giden
hakim egilimi tersine ¢evirecek kadar tutarl bir hamle degil; fazlasiyla daginik ve
celigkili bir kumar. Ayrintilar ¢ok ilgi ¢cekici ama burada i¢ine girmek fazla zaman
alabilir. Yapay zeka numarasinin temel ¢eligkilerinden biri sudur: Yapay zeka, Karl
Marx’1n “6lii emek™ dedigi seyin, yagsayan insan emeginin yerini alabilecegi iddiasina
soyunmasidir. Marx’in bize 6grettigi gibi bu asla islemez, ¢iinkii sermaye her ikisine
de ihtiyac duyar. Bu elbette yapay zekanin baska etkileri yok demek degildir.

Uluslararasi Enerji Ajansi, veri merkezlerinin elektrik tiiketiminin 2030’a kadar
iki katina cikabilecegi uyarisinda bulunuyor. Bu devasa biiyiime, enerji
kaynaklari iizerindeki tahakkiim ve toplumsal boliisiim adaletsizligi baglaminda
neyi goriiniir kiliyor?

Yapay zeka, 19. ylizy1l sanayi kapitalizminin devamidir. Cipleri ve sogutma
sistemleri, dokuma tezgahlar1 ya da metal pang presleri gibi sanayi makineleridir. Bu
makinelerin is1, yasayan insan emegini disipline etmek, yeniden orgiitlemek, seferber
etmek, gizlemek, somiirmek ve hizlandirmaktir; tek tek sirketlerin daha fazla deger
elde etmesini saglamak icin ¢alisirlar. Bunu yapabilmek i¢in de makinelerin ihtiyag
duydugu soyut enerjinin orgiitlenmesine devasa cografyalar1 ve bu cografyalardaki
halklar1 tabi kilmak zorundadirlar; tipki 19. ve 20. yiizyilin eski sanayi makinelerinin

yaptig1 gibi.

Bu enerji “soyut”tur; ¢ilinkii dijital makineler ve diger sanayi makineleri, yemek
pisirmek, 1sinmak ya da tiriin yetistirmek i¢in miistereklerde kullanilan tiim “kiigiik”
somut enerjiler ile ¢evremizdeki farkli biyolojik, jeolojik, hidrolojik ve yildizsal
enerjiler, onceki baglamlarindan koparilip politik olarak tabi kilinarak sermaye



birikimi i¢in tek bir iist yakita doniistiiriilmedik¢e ¢alisamaz. Bu bakimdan,
Uluslararasi Enerji Ajans1 1974’te daha kurulmadan yaklasik yiiz elli y1l dnce de
durum buydu; “enerji” s6zciigliniin bugiinkii anlamin1 19. yiizyilin ortasinda
kazanmasindan beri de degisen bir sey yok. Riizgar ve giines enerjisi ¢iftlikleri ile
NVIDIA H100 GPU’lar1 bu oriintiiye hi¢bir itiraz getirmiyor. Bu, ayn1 eski makine
somiirgeciligi.

Tek kiigiik fark, olcek ve aciliyettir. Bugiin yapay zeka oglanlarinin konustugu tek
sey, islemcileri i¢in daha fazla enerjiyi nasil bulacaklari. Mark Zuckerberg ve Sam
Altman, her biiylik veri merkezi i¢in 6zel olarak tasarlanmis niikleer, hatta
termoniikleer reaktorlerden s6z ediyor. Eric Schmidt, sirf yapay zeka i¢in daha fazla
elektrik saglamak adina ABD enerji politikasini ele ge¢irmekten bahsediyor. Elon
Musk, giines akisindan azami 6l¢iide yararlanmak i¢in yliz binlerce veri merkezini
uzaya firlatmayi anlatiyor. Bu insanlarin higbiri, bu yeni denetim rejimlerinin diinya
cogunlugunun yasamini nasil tahrip edecegiyle ilgileniyormus gibi bile yapmuiyor.

Teknoloji tekelleri “birim basina verimlilik” artisiyla 6viiniirken, toplam enerji
ve kaynak kullanimi hizla biiyiimeyi siirdiiriiyor. Bu celiskiyi, sermaye
birikiminin doymak bilmez mantig1 acisindan nasil aciklarsimz?

Birim basina verimlilik, tek tek kapitalistlerin ancak elektrik maliyetleri kar i¢in bir
kisit haline geldiginde diisiinmeye basladigi bir seydir. Yeterince ucuz arz varsa bunu
dert etmezler. Daha da 6nemlisi, birim basina verimliligi, kapitalizmin toplam enerji
kullanimini azaltmanin bir yolu olarak hi¢ gormezler. Neden gorsiinler? Verimlilik
bunun icin degildir. Sermaye, birikmeden sermaye degildir; birikim ise birim
maliyetlerden bagimsiz olarak, toplamda daha fazla soyut enerji tiiketimi ve entropi
egimlerinin kiiresel 6l¢ekte daha hizli diizlestirilmesi anlamina gelir.

19. yiizyilin ana akim iktisat¢ilarindan William Stanley Jevons, adini tastyan
paradoksu ortaya koyarken bu meseleyi epey iyi kavramisti. 1865°te, komiir
kullaniminda verimliligin artmasinin, toplam tiiketimi azaltmak yerine artirdigini
gbzlemledi; ¢linkii verimlilik maliyetleri diisiiriiyor, talebi ve tiikketimi biiyiitiiyor ve
birikimi hizlandiriyordu.

Yapay genel zeka, yani YGZ yaratma projesi, biiylik veriyle beslenen tahminleme
algoritmalar1 calistiran bilgisayar islemcilerine yeterince enerji uygulandiginda,
milyarlarca yillik biyososyal evrimin taklit edilebilecegi varsayimina dayaniyor. Bu
proje umutsuz, delice. Buna ulagsmaya c¢alismak, giderek evrendeki tiim kullanilabilir
enerjiyi soguracaktir. Boyle bir tasarim varken, surada burada birkag kiiciik verimlilik
onlemi uygulamanin ne farki olabilir ki? YGZ, Jevons Paradoksu’nu bile asan bir
celiski kuruyor.



Google'tn lowa'daki Council Bluffs veri merkezi. (Fotograf: Wikimedia)

Veri merkezleri ve yapay zeka altyapisi icin sebeke yatirnmlari ve kapasite
genisletmeleri hizlandiginda; bu devasa biiyiimenin faturasi, ekolojik ve
toplumsal boliisiim anlaminda pratikte kimlere kesiliyor?

Bu konuda siipheye yer yok. Yanit su: Her zamanki insanlar. ABD, Sili, Ispanya,
Meksika, irlanda, Birlesik Krallik, Uruguay, Hollanda ve daha pek ¢ok iilkede veri
merkezlerine kars1 biiyiiyen toplumsal hareketlere sorun yeter. Veri merkezleri yerel
suyu ve elektrigi somiiriiyor, yerel yonetimleri yozlastirtyor, hava ve guriilti
kirliligini artirtyor, fosil yakitla ¢alisan santrallerin Omriinii uzatiyor ve devletlerin
kendi yurttaglarina karsi1 kullandig1 gozetim, baski ve kar amagli teknolojileri
giiclendirmek i¢in kullaniliyor. Donald Trump bile ortaya ¢ikan bu huzursuzlugun
farkina varda.

Buna ek olarak veri merkezleri, lityum, bakir, kobalt, komiir ve nikel gibi
minerallerin diinya ¢apinda farkli bolgelerde daha fazla ve daha acimasiz bicimde
cikarilmasini gerektirir; pek ¢ok durumda bu siireg, yerel halkin yagsamini, veri
merkezlerinin dogrudan etkilerinden bile daha agir bicimde yikiyor. Ustelik yapay
zekanin kendini egitmesi ve siirdiirmesi i¢in ihtiya¢ duydugu ucuz ya da bedelsiz
emegin énemli bir kismi, Kenya, Hindistan ve Madagaskar gibi iilkelerde diinya
proletaryasinin en dezavantajli kesimlerinden orantisiz bicimde devsiriliyor; bu
insanlarin pek ¢ogu bu siire¢ sonucunda zihinsel ve fiziksel olarak agir bigimde
y1prantyor.

Sogutma icin su kullanimi ve atik 1s1 yiikii bityiirken, suyun tahsisi ve kullanim
oncelikleri teknoloji tekellerinin lehine hangi yeni el koyma ve hak kaybi
mekanizmalar iizerinden yeniden kuruluyor?



Onceki konuklarinizdan teknoloji yazar1 Karen Hao, Empire of Al [Yapay Zeka
Imparatorlugu] kitabinda Latin Amerika’dan birkag drnegi carpici ayrintilarla
anlatiyor.[1] Veri merkezleri, sunucularini sogutmak icin saf suya ihtiyag
duydugundan, ¢cogu zaman belediyelerin igme suyu sebekelerine baglanmaya
calisiyor. Sili’nin Cerrillos kentinde planlanan bir Google veri merkezinin; yillardir
stiren bir kuraklikla bogusan iilkede, yaklasik 88.000 kisilik yerel niifusun tamaminin
icme suyu tiiketiminin bin katindan fazlasini kullanacagi ongoriiliiyordu. $ili i¢in sira
dis1 bigimde bu su 6zellestirilmemisti, kamuya aitti. Bu tiir bir yagmaya
“siibvansiyon” demek pek yerinde olmaz. “Hirsizlik” daha uygun bir kelime olur.
Dogal olarak Google, bu gasb1 kolaylastirmak icin her tiir taktige bagvurmak zorunda
kald1: Yanlis bilgiler, anlasilmasi gii¢ olacak sekilde tasarlanan teknik raporlar, hatali
ceviriler, gozdagi, ticretsiz birka¢ aga¢ dikme teklifi gibi riigvetler ve benzeri
yontemler. Projeyi yenilgiye ugratmak ve sularini kurtarmak igin, pek ¢ok yerel
gonilliiniin 6zveriyle ayirdigi muazzam bir zaman ve emek gerekti.

Ne var ki her topluluk bu kadar sansl degil. Kurakliktan etkilenen bir bagka bolgede,
ABD’nin Nevada eyaletinde Google, Meta, Oracle ve Tesla, Trump destekli bagka
sirketlerden olusan bir konsorsiyumla birlikte, daha fazla veri merkezi i¢in 400
kilometrekareyi asan yliksek ¢ol arazisini ele gegirdi. Makineleri sogutmak icin
kullanilabilecek tek su, 16.000 yildir Pyramid Lake Paiute Yerli toplulugunun yurdu
olan havzadaki su kaynaklarinda bulunuyor. Buna ragmen veri merkezi gelistiricileri,
simdilik yerel ve ¢evreci muhalefeti ezip gegmekte pek zorlanmadilar. Clinkii devasa
arazileri ¢ok az sayidaki eski miilk sahibinden satin almak ve yerel yonetimin izin
stireclerini hizlandirmak son derece kolaydi.

Karen Hao ile "Yapay Zekd Imparatorlugu” iizerine

Maden ¢ikarimindan ¢ip iiretimine, oradan elektronik atik daglarina ve diisik
ucretli dijital emek siireclerine uzanan zincirde; yikimin ve somiiriiniin 1srarla
ayni cografyalarda yogunlasmasi size hangi siireklilikleri hatirlatiyor?
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En agir tahribatin bir kismi, Afrika, Latin Amerika ve Asya’daki eski Avrupa
somiirgelerinde, ayrica Kuzey Amerika’da kiyametvari yerlesimci somiirgeciligin en
sert bicimde vurdugu topluluklarda ve Endonezya ile Giiney Afrika gibi iilkelerin alt-
emperyalist politikalarinin etkiledigi yerlerde goriliiyor.

Ama somiirgeci siireklilikleri agiga ¢ikaran sey yalnizca yapay zekaya eslik eden el
koyma ve somiirii pratiklerinin nerede gerceklestigi degil. Bu siireclerin nasil
yuriitiildiigii de, ayrica bu siireglerin lizerine kuruldugu 1rk¢1 miraslarin igsellesmis
izleri de ayni stireklilikleri goriiniir kiliyor; yapay zeka bu miraslardan devasa karlar
devsiriyor. Daha 6nceki sdylesi yaptiginiz isimlerden Dan McQuillan, yapay zekanin
beyaz iistiinlligii ve 6jenik gibi tarihsel akintilar1 nasil kanalize ettigini isabetle
anlatryor; somiirgecilikteki rolleri kimseye hatirlatilmaya muhta¢ degil.[2] Yapay
zekanin kullandig1 zeka kavraminin kendisi bile, nihayetinde, erken somiirge
déneminde moda olan Kartezyen, yari-yonetici bir ideolojiye kadar izlenebilir; bu
ideoloji fethedenlerin “zihnini”, fethedilenlerin kaba “bedeninden” ayiriyordu. Bu hat
daha sonra fasist ve nekropolitik geleneklerle de birlesti.

Dan McQuillan: Silikon Vadisi ile fasizan siyaset bicimleri arasindaki ortiisme belirginlesivor

Diine kadar teknoloji tekelleri “net sifir” ve “karbon dengeleme” gibi vaatlerle
kendilerine bir iklim mesruiyeti saghyor, piyasa temelli “coziimler” sunuyordu.
Ancak bugiin ayni figiirlerin bu yesil kiliflara eskisi kadar ihtiya¢ duymadan,
cok daha pervasiz hareket ettigini goriiyoruz. Sermayenin bu makyajh
donemden bugiinkii asamaya gecisini nasil okuyorsunuz?

Daha birkac yil 6nce Bill Gates, “yesil ¢elik™ ve “yesil ¢imento” gibi seylerden ¢ok
s6z ediyordu. Iddias1 suydu: Sanayinin emisyonlari, dengeleme ve baska araglarla bir
sekilde “sifirlanabilir” ve kapitalizm oldugu gibi kalabilirdi. Benzer bigimde Mark
Carney, Birlesmis Milletler iizerinden, goniillii karbon kredisi piyasasinin muazzam
Olcekte genisletilmesi i¢in bastirtyordu ve bunun bir vurgun oldugunu gayet 1yi
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biliyordu. Oxy ve Chevron gibi petrol sirketleri ile Google’dan Sundar Pichai gibi
Biiyiik Teknoloji oglanlari, iklim kirliligini telafi etmek i¢in milyonlarca hektar
araziyi ele gecirip buralara aga¢ dikme fikrini parlatiyordu. Fosil kapitalizmin
insanlarin hayatlarini mahvetmesinin, en azindan kisa bir stireligine, daha fazla
insanin topragini, ormanlarini ve gelecegini ele gegirerek onlarin hayatlarin1 daha da
mahvetmekle telafi edilebilecegini iddia etmek moda olmustu.

Bu, neoliberal devletin ve onun giidiimiindeki STK’lerin tasarladigi klasik bir girket
“coziimli”’ydii; kapitalist krizin ¢oziimiiniin ancak daha fazla kapitalizm olabilecegi
israrina dayanmiyordu. Ceyrek yiizyili agkin siiredir, kisisel olarak en yakin oldugum
kimi eylemciler; Diinya Yagmur Ormanlar1 Hareketi, Yerli Cevre Ag1, Accion
Ecologica ve REDD-Monitor gibi orgiit ve aglarda, bu neoliberal hamleye karsi
miicadeleyi siirdiirdii. Ciinkii bunun diinyanin dort bir yanindaki taban topluluklarina
nasil zarar verdigini goriiyorlar; dahasi, bilimsel sahtekarlik yoluyla gezegeni yikan
fosil kapitalizmini (ve artik yapay zeka kapitalizmini) ayakta tuttugunun farkindalar.

Ama biitiin bunlar olurken tuhaf bir sey yasandi. Net sifir ve karbon dengeleme
konusundaki neoliberal sagmalik ortadan kalkmadi ama biz neoliberalizmin ¢agindan
—Zkabaca 1975 ile 2025 arasindaki o parlak donemden— Trump, Modi, Milei,
Bolsonaro, Erdogan, Orban, Meloni, Farage ve benzerlerinin liderliginde fasizm ve
acik gangsterlik cagina gegmeye basladik. Zamana ayak uyduran yapay zeka
oglanlar artik dengeleme ve yenilenebilir enerji konusundaki eski neoliberal
yalanlarin biiylik kismini es gecme egiliminde. Bunun yerine, kimsenin bu tiir laflari
dinlemedigi ve yeni goriiniimiin fasizm oldugu Trump’in ikinci yemin toreninde en
On siradalar.

Bu, tarihsel bir doniisiim. Ama bir bakima Shakespeare’den firlamis bir taht
degisimine de benziyor. Bir yanda dramatik husumet, hing ve 6liimiine kili¢ diiellolar1
var; 6te yanda, biitiin bunlarin altinda, fraksiyonlarin derinden paylastigi pek ¢ok
gangster deger bulunuyor. Baz1 acilardan yeni fagizm, eski neoliberalizmin soyulmus,
sadelestirilmis halidir. Bunun nedenini anlamak i¢in, bugiin neoliberallerle fasistler
arasinda ylizeyde biiylik bir ¢cekisme konusu gibi goriinen bilime bakmak faydali
olabilir.

Neoliberalizm altinda bilimin iki ¢ok farkli pargasi vardi: Beyaz bilim ve sahte bilim.
Beyaz bilime termodinamik ve klimatoloji 6rnek verilebilir. ikisi de sahte degildir.
Tam tersine, ikisi de muazzam entelektiicl basarilardir. Ama tarihsel nedenlerle,
sorunlar1 kurma ve ¢ézme bicimleri, beyaz iistliinliigliniin damarina basmaktan
sistemli bicimde kaginir.



../../../etiket/neoliberalizm-1197
../../../etiket/fasizm-3222

Trump, biiyiik teknoloji sirketleri sahipleriyle Beyaz Saray'da, 5 Eyliil 2025. (Fotograf: White House)

Ornegin klimatoloji, gezegenin 1stnmasini sadece yanlis yerlerde fazla sera gazi
molekiilii bulunmast meselesi olarak sunar. Bu molekiillerin oraya nasil geldigini
aragtirmay1 refleks olarak pas gecer; oysa bu, irk¢1 kapitalizmin fosil yakit ¢ikarimina
bagimliligina bakmay1 zorunlu kilardi. Bu yaklasim, kamuoyunu ve pek ¢ok STK’y1,
toplumsal hareketlerin fosil yakitlar1 yerin altinda tutma miicadelesini desteklemek
yerine; devlet eliyle molekiil fiyatlamasi, molekiil piyasalar1 ve molekiil yonetiminin
¢Oziim olduguna inandirmaya meylettirir.

Benzer bi¢cimde termodinamigin soyut enerjiyi ayricalikli konuma yerlestirmesi,
sermayenin makinelerini isletmesine biiylik kolaylik saglar ama miisterekleri
kullanan siradan insanlarin, sayisiz termodinamik dis1 enerji bigiminin sanayinin
enerjisine tabi kilinmasina karsi koymasina pek yardim etmez. Kapitalist ¢cag boyunca
egemen olan, biiylik emekle evrilmis fizik yontemlerinin i¢ine gomiilii bu yanlilik,
yine STK’ler arasinda hala yaygin olan sémiirgeci bir inanci tesvik eder: Enerji
adaleti, asag1 yukari, soyut enerji maddesinin adil dagitimindan ibarettir.

Sahte bilim farklidir ama neoliberalizm i¢in en az onun kadar vazgecilmezdir. Sahte
bilime karbon ve biyocesitlilik dengelemenin ya da “dongiisel ekonomi”nin sézde
bilimleri 6rnek verilebilir. Karbon piyasalarinin klimatoloji agisindan higbir anlami
yoktur. “Yenilenebilir” sinai enerji ile sozde “dongiisel ekonominin termodinamik
acisindan hi¢bir anlami yoktur. Cevre hareketleri deneyimi olan herkes, Cevresel Etki
Degerlendirmelerini (CED) ya da maliyet-fayda analizlerini de ekleyebilir; bunlar
genellikle (her zaman degilse bile) dikkatle asla diizeltilmeyen apacik bilimsel
hatalarla doludur. Neoliberalizm altinda bu diipediiz sahte bilimin beyaz bilimle
kanistirilmasi gerekir, ¢iinkii neoliberalizm “¢6ziimleri” i¢in buna ihtiya¢ duyar.
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Mesele su ki Trump ve Orban gibilerinin {iniversitelere ve arastirma kurumlarina
yonelik topyekin saldirilari, onlarin géziinde sermayenin neoliberal bilimin bu iki
bileseninden artik hicbirine ihtiya¢c duymadigini herkese ilan ediyor. Bunlar,
masrafina degmeyen birer bas belasi. Beyaz bilimsiz beyaz iistiinliigli neden olmasin?
Sermayenin somiirli ve el koymalarina s6zde bilimsel bir cila stirmekle gorevli,
itaatkar ve 1yi fonlanmis binlerce tiniversite hocasini, doktora danismanini ve
Birlesmis Milletler teknik kurulunu neden bir kenara atmayalim? Sera gazi
molekiillerini yonetmek ve pazarlamak i¢in bu sézde devlet ve uluslararasi
programlara ne gerek var; pratikte bunlar, iklim krizini diipediiz inkar etmekle
neredeyse ayni kapiya cikiyorsa ve diiriist olalim, sermaye zaten bunu yapmak
zorundaysa? Temellere donelim. Nasil ki artik “hukukun tstiinliigii” gdsterisini ve
Birlesmis Milletler’in eski biirokratik ve diplomatik prosediirlerini bir kenara birakip
Trump’in Baris Kurulu gibi diizenekleri tercih edebiliyoruz, ayni sekilde bilimin titiz
ve asir1 karmasik rutinlerini de unutabiliriz.

Bu sadece cehalet ya da entelektiiel karsitligi degil. Bu, son yarim ylizyilda sermaye
birikimini zar zor ayakta tutan gicirdayan siyasi ittifaklarin bir kismint dagitma ve
bugiiniin kosullarinda ayn1 hedefler i¢in daha 1iyi ¢alisabilecek yenilerini kurma
denemesidir. Giivencesizlik ¢aginda, neoliberal biirokratlar, teknokratlar ve
pazarlamacilar belki de artik amaca uygun degildir; ¢iinkii glivenli bir gelecege dair o
ozgiiveni baskalarinin paylasmasi gittik¢e zorlastyor. Onlarca yillik basarisizliktan
sonra, fiyat mekanizmalarinin ekolojik krizi ¢6zecegi hikayesi bayatlamaya baslar;
tipk1 sosyal adaletsizligi ¢cozecegi hikayesi gibi. Bu asamada, ne kadar boliicii olursa
olsun, beyazliga yaslanan tehdit altindaki miilkiyet mevzilerini savunmak i¢in
karmasik zuliim tiyatrolar1 sahnelemek, sermaye birikiminin dayanacagi ¢ikar
aglarin1 tahkim etmekte daha 6nemli hale gelebilir ya da en azindan konuyu
degistirmeye yarayabilir. Zaten Israil’in ve ABD’nin Gazze’de yaptiklarina dair
diizgiin bir neoliberal maliyet-fayda analizi nasil ¢ikarabilirsiniz ki? Belki de daha 1yi
bir kapitalist strateji, Steve Bannon’in “alan1 bokla doldurun™ tavsiyesini izlemektir.
Yapay zeka elbette buna yardimci olabilir.

Yapay zeka sirketleri neden fagizmi bu kadar seviyor?

Karbon muhasebesi ve risk puanlamasiyla doganin sayisal birimlere ¢evrilmesi,
bugiine dek doga iizerinde hangi miilkiyet ve denetim bigimlerini giiclendirdi? Ve
bugiin teknoloji seckinleri neden bu yontemleri bir kenara birakiyor?

Neoliberal teknokrasilerden, fasist franchise’lar olarak adlandirilabilecek yapilara
gecisin sonuglarindan biri, tam da ¢evre tizerindeki miilkiyet ve denetim alaninda
gortilebilir.

Eski neoliberal teknokrasiler, yeryiiziiniin karbon dongiisii kapasitesini, 6nceki
ylzyillarin ¢itleyicilerinin ortak mera arazilerini ve sular1 6lgiip bigmesi,
ozellestirmesi ve parcalara ayirmasina benzer bi¢imde nicellestirip boliistiirerek bir
tiir miilkiyete doniistiirdii. Dogal olarak bu yeni “seylestirilmis” varligin aslan pay1



hemen kiiresel Kuzey’e ve onun kirletici sirketlerine tahsis edildi. Atmosfere en ¢ok
sera gazi salan aktorlere, diinyanin bu gazlari temizleyen canli giicii iizerinde en genis
bicimsel miilkiyet haklar1 da verilmis oldu. Bunun teknik iktisatc1 adlar1 arasinda
“ekosistem hizmetleri” ve “miiktesep haklarin korunmasi” (grandfathering) gibi
kulaga hos gelen terimler vardi. Bu el koyma formati, Kyoto Protokolii’niin, Paris
Anlasmasi’nin ve AB Emisyon Ticaret Sistemi’nin temel dayanagiydi.

Yeni fagistler ise biitiin bunlardan vazgegebileceklerini diisiiniiyor. Paris Anlagmasi’ni
ve karbon piyasalarini unutun. Net sifir, karbon muhasebesi, yenilenebilir enerjiye
gecis, ¢evresel ve sosyal yonetisim (ESG) kriterleri ve diger biitiin kurgular; iklim
eylemini geciktirmenin etkili araclar1 olarak miadin1 doldurdu. Ciinkii onlarin
goziinde diinyanin karbon dongiisii kapasitesinin iktisadi bir degeri yok, zira iklim
krizi yok. O halde bunu nicellestirip zenginlere 6zel miilk olarak vermenin de anlami
yok. “Cevresel maliyetleri i¢gsellestirme” projesinin i¢indeki neoliberal sahtekarlik ve
sis perdesi (elbette maliyetler fazla yiikselmedigi siirece) yerini ¢iplak fethe birakiyor.
En gevsek ve en yalan dolu CED raporlarini ya da en ikiyiizlii toplumsal cinsiyet etki
beyanlarini derlemeye niye ugrasasiniz ki, dogrudan buldozerleri ve saldir1
birliklerini gondermek daha kolayken?

Bunun da bir siyasal iktisad1 var. Bu, bazi seckinler, 6zellikle fosil yakit, teknoloji ve
alternatif finans sektorlerinin bazi liderleri, ABD’nin emperyal gerilemesinin mevcut
kosullarinda neoliberal hukukun, neoliberal ekoloji gibi, fazla pahali ve fazla
ugrastirict hale geldigini hesaplamasaydi miimkiin olmazdi. Onlarin bakisina gore,
(beyaz) fasist franchise’lardan olusan bir a§ kurma yoniindeki alternatif projeye razi
olmak daha ucuz ve daha kolay; bu agin her bir halkasi, dogrudan yagmay1
yliriitmeye yardim etmesi karsiliginda ganimetten pay alacak ve gerisi
umursanmayacak. Elbette bu strateji yiikselen fasist segkinler i¢in diismanlar
yaratiyor; bu diigmanlar arasinda Robert Rubin ve Hillary Clinton gibi eski neoliberal
sahtekarlarin 6nemli bir kism1 da var. Ama ayni1 zamanda, en azindan kisa vadede,
yeni dostlar devsirmeye de belki elverisli.

Peki enerji, su ve benzeri kaynak kullamim verilerinin ticari sir gerekcesiyle
saklanmasi, kamusal denetimi ve teknoloji tekellerine kars yiiriitiillecek
miicadeleyi nasil etkiliyor?

Bu, neoliberalizm ile fagizm arasindaki siireklilige 1y1 bir 6rnek. Neoliberal
diizenleme, topluma ait fikirlerin 6zel miilkiyet olarak el konulmasini, devredilemez
ticari varliklar olarak pekistirdi. Bill Gates servetini boyle yapti. Mesele yaziliminin
1yl olmasi, hatta ona ait olmasi bile degildi; hukuk araciligiyla herkesi bu yazilimi
kullanmak i¢in kendisine para 6demeye zorladi. Trump da kendi markasi ve kripto
para vurgunlariyla benzer bir numara yapiyor; biyokorsanlik yapan sirketler de ayni
cizgide.



ABD Ulusal Giivenlik Ajanst (NSA) Utah veri merkezi. (Fotograf: Wikimedia)

Fasizm bunu bir adim ileri tasir. Kamunun, sermayeye karsi kendini savunmak i¢in
ihtiya¢ duydugu her tiir bilgi, kanun yoluyla sir haline getirilir; zira bu bilgi, herkesi
karanlikta tutmaya dayanan o “hakli” karlarin1 koruyan sirketlerin 6zel miilkii sayilir.
Yapay zeka sirketlerinin fagizmi bu kadar sevmesinin nedenlerinden biri de tam
olarak budur: Veri merkezlerinin su ve enerji gereksinimlerinin bile ticari gizlilik
kurallar1 kapsamina alinmasina ihtiya¢ duyarlar.

Hem emegin hem de doganin aym ekstraktivist mantikla miilksiizlestirildigi bu
tabloda; ekoloji ve emek hareketlerinin teknoloji tekellerine karsi kurabilecegi
en stratejik ortak talep ve miicadele zeminlerini nerede goriiyorsunuz?

Kidemli bir diizenbaz olan Mark Carney’nin yakin zamanda isabetle isaret ettigi gibi,
eski neoliberal diinya diizenine bir daha geri donemeyecegiz. Neoliberal hukuk,
neoliberal bilim, neoliberal diplomasi, neoliberal ekoloji hatta neoliberal iktisat artik
bir dontis utku degil. Bu diizen ¢6ziiliiyor ve nostaljiyi hak etmiyor; onunla uzlasma
arayisina girmek de artik pek ¢abaya degmiyor. Bunun yerine, beliren fasist gelecegin
ne oldugu kabul edilmeli ve onunla dogrudan yiizlesilmelidir.

Benim i¢in, eski neoliberalizmle yeni fasizmin, halkin direnisinin ve siiregiden
toprak, yasam alan1 ve ge¢im savunusu pratiklerinin sert gercekligine tosladigi o
catisma bolgelerine odaklanmak 6nemli. Somiirgeciligin temelleri degismedi; 1rke¢1 ve
patriyarkal kapitalizm siiriip gidiyor. Duygum su: Toplumsal hareketler, yapay zeka



dahil 6ngoriilemeyen yeni gelismelerle basa ¢ikabilecek kadar esnek kalmali ama
onlarla ugrasirken tarihi de goziiniin 6niinden hi¢ ayirmamalidir. Bunu yapmanin bir
yolu, emek miicadelelerinin her zaman ekoloji miicadeleleri oldugunu ve bunun tam
tersinin de her zaman gegerli oldugunu asla unutmamaktir.
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