Introduction
Capitalism has been the subject of major criticism and branded as the root cause of climate change: A drastic change in weather patterns causing increased warming levels on the planet. ‘This changes Everything: Capitalism vs The Climate’ by Naomi Klein, ‘ The Modern Assault on Nature: The Making of Ecocide’ by Broswimmer and  ‘A Private Nature’ by Rifkin, all analyse the subject in detail and attempt to expose the dark acts of Capitalism, resulting in perhaps the most worrying environment issue of all time: Climate change. These articles highlight the various forms and aspects of capitalism: Economic growth, globalisation, the fossil fuel industry, mass media, politics and the government , and advertising and the general public. They also elaborate on  how these have led to debates and contributed to the crisis. The authors have provided concrete information and solid arguments to support their claims, despite some of them being biased and failing to enlighten us on the reasons pertaining to why the fossil fuel industry kept on powering through the crisis and were able to continue their activities, despite the negative externalities they produced. Rifkin does not provide sufficient solid proof as to why environmental protection industries took certain controversial decisions, hence betraying environmental conservationalists. However, I still agree with their views that capitalism is the primary cause of climate change and that it is leading us to our doom.

Body
In ‘’ The Making of Ecocide’’, Broswimmer does a fantastic job by describing the emergence of the capitalist system; How it was initiated, the way it gradually engulfed the Earth and the impacts that it had on civilisation. He backs his arguments by examples, namely: The Early Modern Fur Trade, The Rise of Commercial Whaling and the Mass Slaughter of the North American Bison. He is able to attribute these examples as Capitalism’s victims and relate them to the massive assault on nature. He sets the stage by quoting Montaigne’s quote: ‘’ So many godly cities ransacked and razed, so many nations destroyed and made desolate; so infinite millions of harmless people of all sexes, states and ages massacred, ravaged and put to the sword: and the best parts of the world topsiturvied, ruined and defaced for the traffic of pearls and pepper.’’ This quote states the impact of capitalism on society at large, the demolition and looting of cities, the plight of the civilians, irrespective of their sexes, ages and origins, the merciless killings of innocents and the utter destruction of the fauna and flora. Broswimmer then proceeds to describe the feudal system, which preceded capitalism in medieval Europe and was synonymous of abuse of political and legal power by landlords to ooze profit from the ‘tied’ peasants in the countryside. This is probably the author’s opinion since he has no evidence to back it up. He then associates capitalism with the freedom to produce, buy and sell stuff (Adam Smith), symbolic of hard work and economic rationality(Max Weber) and states that it is a medium through which veiled exploitation can take place, in the form of the free market mechanism. The author has a convincing tone since he is  able to show the contrast between these two systems and compare capitalism to feudalism, with the latter being described as a more visible form of exploitation, where serfs were bound to the land and forced to be at the lord’s disposal. The author mentions that the Anglo-Saxons in Britain were already using trees for the production of masts for merchant ships, which increased deforestation in Feudal Europe. However, he does not lay emphasis on that, by assessing feudalism’s effect on deforestation in detail, which proves that he is biased. The author mentions that both Max and Weber regarded capitalism as the continuous amassment of wealth just for the sake of doing it, which I agree with, since the acquisition of money has assumed complete control over the modern individual’s mindset. The author states that feudalism was ultimately replaced by the free market system and that the rest of Europe was maximising their use of resources towards capitalism, in order to fuel their economies and compete with the more advanced England. The author showcasts the rise of scientific and technological thinking relating to Newton’s mechanistic view of the world as a giant clock, Rene Descartes and John Locke’s scientific view of living ecosystems, as objects under constant examination. Descartes is able to picture how animals were branded as soulless automata whose screams were the mere clatter of gears and mechanisms, which I personally agree with, since he wants to express that humans were toying with animals, without anyone batting an eye. I find that Broswimmer makes a paradoxical remark when stating that not only do people regard their bodies as ‘theirs’ but also claim labour to be their own.  According to D.Worster, nature must be viewed as capital and the returns you get from it is proportional to how much you exploit it. Ethos-wise, capitalism does not do justice to the environment but honours those who desire to accumulate wealth. I agree with that claim since as D Worster points out, the returns you get from it is proportional to how much you exploit it and in so doing, you do impact the environment negatively. For Samir Amin, Earth’s birthplace took place in 1492 when the Europeans started conquering Earth on all levels: Politically, militarily and culturally. However, this had deleterious effects on the environment since this conquest led to ecocides and genocides in the Americas. For example, newly grazing animals eradicated the landscape within a century. The germs which Europeans brought with them led to diseases such as small pox and influenza and ultimately, the population of indigenous people slumped. The author then blamed slavery for the enslavement of land and nature since export crop production stripped the land of its trees, increasing the probability of droughts and erosions, which seems logical in my opinion. Due to intensive sugar cultivation in Brazil, rainforests were cleared and the use of fire to clear land ‘butchered’ the fauna and flora, which was accompanied by the extinction of many animal species. There were three major environmental tragedies: Fur Trade, Mass Slaughter of the North American Bison and the rise of Commercial Whaling. The author is able to portray the negative impact of the fur trade by evaluating fur’s importance as a prized possession for the royalty and the Russian. Fur became Russia’s economic pillar and the fur bearing animal population such as squirrels and beavers, were plummeting. Concerning the mass slaughter of the American Bison, the author used statistics to emphasize on the rapid decline of animals: 2.5 million bisons killed in 5 years, for their meat and hides. From my opinion, by stating that the killings augmented upon the completion of the Union Pacific Railroad, the author is taking a dig at capitalism. Broswimmer then proceeds to introduce commercial whaling and elaborate on it by saying that technological advances leading to the development of large ships, rising markets and economic policies took a toll on the whale population with an estimated 2 million large whales wiped out between 1946 and 1985. He gave many solid reasons to support his claims and prove that capitalism was the culprit, which I have to agree with.
Rifkin’s writings (Private Nature) focusses on the European enclosure movement( surrounding land with barriers to the free passage of man and animals) which laid waste to poor people’s land ownership rights, since the land was placed under private ownership. The profit motive of the private sector motivated landlords o get greater returns, which resulted in them converting lands to pastureland for sheep, backed by the expanding textile industry. Millions of peasants were ousted from their lands and sheep were nourished, at the expense of food for the peasants. Rifkin portrayed the plight of the farmers and supported his statement by the following quote: ‘Sheep eat men.’ I agree that this short but powerful saying speaks for itself, in ‘painting’ the agony of the civilians and strengthens the author’s remarks.
Rifkin described the economic chaos by comparing it to ravages of military action, which according to him had the same effect; massive unemployment, farmers’ futile attempts to reclaim their rights, regional displacement and hunger. I agree with Rifkin’s thesis that the entire country was literally ‘drowning’ in privatisation. Growing markets, trade routes, consumer demands determining how land was to be used, consumer sovereignty and constant innovations taking place meant that capitalism was taking over. With that, came the commodification of land where a monetary value was assigned to every property which redefined the concept of relationships. People started to view each other in financial terms and started selling their labour instead of sharing the workload with their fellow friends like they used to do, back in the feudal era. Capitalism’s rule was that everything had a monetary value and could be purchased. Furthermore, a new concept was introduced: ‘Tragedy of the Commons.’ This notion is that everyone is in direct competition with each other for the limited availability of resources, which in my opinion, is reasonable since the monetary assigned value backed by the invisible hand of the market were putting the economy under constant pressure. This notion was like the rule of the jungle: Only the fittest survives.
The enclosure movement was the pathway to even more development- the world was set to become a global village, with connected trade routes. According to Rifkin, money and machines were to be the new guarantors.’ I agree with this claim since the author is willing to pinpoint the lack of safety and instability that capitalism imparted to the economy. From my perspective, capitalism instilled a new mindset which conformed to the proverb: ‘Nobody owes you a living.’
Naomi Klein’s writings expose the deeds of the environmental movement, elaborate on how it has been blinded by capitalism and how the latter deterred it from fulfilling its duty, which is, safeguarding the environment at all cost. The author introduces the topic by stating that industrialisation was already ‘devouring’ the economy and thus was a lying impediment to people’s ‘environmental needs’ since wilderness spots were under threat. I agree with John Muir’s quote on this issue where he describes industrialists as capitalism’s devotees. The ecological philosophers’ views and protests on the fact that nature had the earth had a spirit and that nature had the right to flourish were muffled and counteracted by the global perception of man as the conquerors and earth’s scriptwriters. Naomi Klein then makes reference to Rachel Carson’s ‘Silent Spring’ and Club of Rome’s ‘Limits to growth’ to infer that it soon became evident that the planet was not a bottomless pit and that the earth’s ability to absorb capitalism’s externalities was wearing out. The author elaborates on one particular case: Attwater’s prairie chickens. These animals’ habitat was devastated by oil and gas development, since that activity was taking place on the prairie itself. The Natural Conservancy was resolute in giving the offenders’ a tough time and saving the animals from extinction, which seems normal. However, four years later it began doing the exact opposite and started extracting fossil fuels on that reserve, which is absurd. To depict the irony in their actions, the author stated Natural Conservancy’s excuse: the drilling pad was situated far from the chickens’ breeding areas and thus posed no threat, although the current manager of that reserve denied the Conservancy’s statement. The author then stipulates that the program that specialises on breeding the chicken and releasing them in the wild got delayed due the Natural Conservancy’s construction of a pipeline, which led the released chickens to their death. Critics hit back at the Conservancy for its blatant extraction activities but once again it was able to douse the fire by pledging that it would never do such a thing again. The conservancy, however resumed its drilling activities and I agree with the author’s claim that the conservancy was indeed choosing oil over the endangered chicken species. Ultimately the birds were wiped out and the author attributed that to a number of factors such as drought and the reserve’s small size but he also tries to insinuate that the oil drilling played no role in that, which I disagree with, since this is purely his personal viewpoint. The author then mentions that capitalism, in the form of fossil fuel companies, was morphing environmental conservation groups by funding them. The fossil fuel companies were also able to shield the environmental associations from the critics, through their high reputation and affiliation to wealthy families and hence ensure their survival. Idiocy took to greater heights when the climate summit in Poland was organised by a chain of fossil fuel companies. Fortunately, new green associations emerged ( a new kind of American Environmentalism) and started addressing the climate change issue really quickly by passing environmental policies which were a resonating success. Naomi Klein briefly mentions the victories by saying that fines were levied on companies who which toxified land. I agree with the author’s claim that the success lied on drafting new laws, exerting pressure on the fossil fuel companies and suing them, instead of just campaigning. I agree that the mass media was a major help too since people were now aware of terms such as acid rain and fracking. However sponsors were splurging their money on events such as Earth Day promotion rather than actually addressing the climate issues. Organisations such as EDF (Environmental Defence Fund) came up with unorthodox solutions to address climate issues; setting nationwide caps, trying to merge with fossil fuel companies and convince them to change to more eco-friendly methods. However, I agree with the author’s view that EDF was protecting its main funding body, Walmart, despite the latter’s soaring emissions. Naomi Klein also takes a dig at Nature Conservancy, once again stating that the latter’s purpose was to ensure the carbon remains underneath earth’s surface but it actually had its own drilling pads and wells in prairies. From my perception, the author is once again biased since he elaborates on the Nature Conservancy’s wrongdoing but only outlines EDF’s biased preferences (Walmart). Naomi Klein ends this section by stipulating that while green groups battle over the research , gas companies are continuing to drill, leak and splurge billions of dollars on new infrastructure. I could not agree more with this statement.
Conclusion
In the light of the above discussions, all 3 books do make a great leap in attempting to portray capitalism as the protagonist, when it comes to worsening climate change. Although they are clearly biased in some instances and express their personal opinions rather than facts on certain major issues, I do agree with their views that capitalism is indeed to be blamed for climate change
