Their impact analysis is not egalitarian – rather the cartography and racialized nature of the Eurocene as it creates an idea of who lives and who dies – their utilitarian risk calculus favors the greatest number which has no geographical or historical sensibility of how unequally goods are distributed
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Rather than see ­these two career ­ trajectories as opposed, I think Crutzen’s thinking displays a continuous concern for the Northern Hemisphere and a particular cartography, rather than a geography, of human ­ survival. 9 Crutzen, as well as the concept of the Anthropocene itself, cannot escape preceding geopolitical conceptions of the Earth. Crutzen and ­others who rush so quickly to the necessity to transition efforts from climate abatement to climate modification are unsurprisingly not moved by claims that artificial cooling will ­ likely cause droughts and famines in the tropics and subtropical zones of the global south; nor are they moved by how such plans may accelerate ocean acidification. 10 The utilitarian risk calculus that ­ favors the greatest good for the greatest number has no geo­ graphical or historical sensibility of how unequally aggregate conceptions of the good are distributed around the planet. Global thinking, even in its scientific and seemingly universalist claims to an atmosphere that “we” all share, belies the geopolitics that enlivens scientific concern, as well as the global public policy agenda of geoengineering that seeks to act on behalf of it. Saving humanity as an aggregate, ­ whether from nuclear war, Styrofoam, or climate turbulence, has never meant an egalitarian distribution of survivors and sacrifices. Instead, our new cosmopolitanism— ­ the global environment— follows ­ almost exactly the drawn lines, that is, the cartography or racialized and selective solidarities and zones of indifference that characterize economic development, the selective application of combat, and, before that, the zones of settlement and colonization. More than a result of con­ temporary white supremacy or lingering white privilege, the territorialization of who lives and who dies, who matters and who must be left behind ­ for the sake of humanity, represents a five-­ hundred-­ year geopolitical tradition of conquest, colonization, extraction, and the martial forms of life that made them all possible through war and through more subtle and languid forms of organized killing. I am not suggesting that Crutzen and others ­ are part of a vast conspiracy; rather, I want to outline how climate change, species loss, slavery, the elimination of native peoples, ­ and the globalization of extractive capitalism are all part of the same global ordering. That is, all of these crises are geopolitical. The particular geopolitical arrangement of what others ­ have called the longue durée , and what I am calling the Eurocene, is geologically significant but is not universally part of “­ human activity” despite the false syllogism at the heart of popular ecological thinking that a global threat to humanity must be shared in cause and crisis by all of humanity. 11
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