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Foreword
The central purpose of this interactive book is to help you monitor andwmgour rate of personal
growth (RPG) in a rapidly changing world. To this értthe book is comprised of twenfive selft
test® each ofwhich has been designed to explore a different area of development and to answer such
vital questions as:

How updated & you in an age when informatidrvalue® lifestyle® technology depreciate quickly?

How on track are you in an age of discontinuity when the guideposts change all the time and it is
therefore easy to lose one's bearings?

How well does your adaptability raseljust at a time of swift recetextings?

How clear are you about your professional and investment directions at a time when entire professions
and technologies phase out and new ones phase in?

How stuck are you in thieigh-stresdow-yield industrial world at a time when you can shift to the-low
stresshigh-yield postindustrial stage?

These seHests are intended as a gyros@p@a aligned an accedrator. They offer a unique means of
learning more about yourself and wiiae future promises for all of us.

The title of this boolAre You a Transhumarghticipates massive changes ahead. Most of theéesedf
contained here focus on immediate everyday changes in our lives. Héwasseexplain in the final
chaperd we are aithe beginning of the age of transhumans (a stage beyond the human). Persistent
advances in many areas of life are forgingdfamental transformations in the human condition. These
changes will grow all too evident in the coming years. The title sesvageminder of the Larger Picture
that is steadily crystallizing all around us.

Scoring Procedure

Go over each monitor (question sheet) and give your answer to each question.
Give answers that most closely reflect your positions. Don't skip any questions

Then turn to the answer sheet that follows each monitor and score your answers. The numbers in
parentheses indicate the points you give yourself for each answer. No humber indicates zero value.

At the end of the sellests add up your scores for all twefive monitors. The total points will give you
anapproximatemeasure of your rate of personal growth (RPG). The implications of your final score will
be discussed in the conclusion of the book.

On most questions there are no right or wrong answers.

Thequestions assume the direction and the pace at which | see us progressitgularly here in North
America.

These seHlests are not conclusive but suggestive.

The monitors in this book are based on my work in the field of forecasting ardalogg planing since
the early 1960s. | have used variations of theseest$ in my seminars at the New School for Social
Research UCLA (Extensionp and at countless seminars and workshops conducted for professional
group® corporationd govermrment agencids scientfic organizations.



MONITOR 1

How Updated Is Your Vocabulary?

Below are two lists of commonly used terms. Working your way down the page, check the term
from either column A or columh that is closer to what you would use.

Column A

~No ok~ WN -

8
9
10
11

12

Mrs. d Missd

13

Boyfriendjirlfriend
Bachelor
Unsuccessful marriage
lllegitimate child
Broken home
Promiscuous

Tedube baby

Homosexual

Sex object
Pornography
Relationship

Courtesy title: My.
Ms.
Doctor Jones

(physician)

14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21
22

23

24
25
26
27
28
29
30

Secretary

Leader

Masses

Foreigned alien
Spiritual

Holy place® holy land
God bless

God willing
Artificial insemination

Artificial organs

Artificial intelligence
Far East

Middle or Near East
Far West (in the U.S.)
Free World

Third World

Man

Frientbver
Single
Dissolved marriage
Child
Singleparenthome
Fluidd operd liberated
In vitro fertilized baby
high-tech baby
Gay
Lover
Erotica
Romancé friendshi@®
linkup
No courtesy titles. Only
names.
Sam or Sam Jones

Assistafitassociate
Cataly8tfacilitator
People

Visitor (from abroad)
Religious devout
Religious places
Gootbye or May the force
be with you!

Let's go for it.
Insemination (or asexual
insemination)
Prostheseseplacement
parts

Ultraintelligent machines
East Asia

West Asia

Western states

Western world
Developing regions
Humankind



Answer sheet: MONITOR 1

Column A Column B
(O points for each item inColumn A) (2 points for each item inColumn A)

1 1.

2 2.

3 3.

4 4.

5 5.

6 6.

7 7.

8 8.

9. 9.

10. 10
11. 11
12. 12
13. 13
14. 14
15. 15
16. 16
17. 17
18. 18
19. 19
20. 20
21 21
22. 22
23. 23
24. 24
25 25
26 26
27 27
28 28
29. 29
30. 30

Total: Total:




How updated is your vocabulary?

Our changing values and technology are often reflected in our everyday speech.

You can tell much about people's orientations by their vocabulary. People who hold on to old
attitudes and hardware as a rule use outdatetnologies. People who have shifted to new time
zones have updated vocabularies. This is illustrated by the examples that follow.

Boyfriend/girlfriend. It is laughable hearing adults thirty and forty and fifty years old refer to
their lovers asgirlfriends" and "boyfriends." No wonder so many people behave like
adolescents in their romances.

"l am going away with my boyfriend this weekeddd forty-two-yearold woman says.
" '‘Boyfriend'? What is h& a twelveyearold?"

What then does one call arpen with whom one makes love?

A "friend." A "lover."

Bachelor.This is a reactive term from the days when married life was the norm. If you were not
married you were a "bachelor."

Other anachronistic terms: maidespinsted old maid.
"Single" is a moderrerm signifying a new way of life for millions of people.

Unsuccessful marriageAny marriage that lasts for even a few hours is successful. In our times
the duration of a linkup does not determine its success or failure.

People who go about stigmatizingthdissolved marriages as "faies" flog themselves with
outdated ethics.

lllegitimate child. There is nothing "illegitimate" about a child born to people who are
pioneering new options for parenthood.

Broken home.This too is a pejorative term from thdays when marriage was considered
permanent. Adults and children paid a heavy price for forced constancy. The only "broken
homes" are those where parents fight all the time yet hold on to each other at all cost. It is the
children particularly who suffan this venomous atmosphere.

Parents who decouple create not broken homednuitiple homes'or their children. Such
fluid arrangements are not alien to today's children.

Promiscuous.This is a hangover term from unliberated times when making loveawitbne
other than your spouse or permanent sexual partner was considered promiscuous. By these
standard®veryonen a modern society is promiscuous.

The fact is that people today are not promiscuous. They are fluid.

Testtube babyThere is nothing "tedube" about the tens of thousands of babies born every
year through new procreation techniques. "lgh baby" is certainly more appropriate.



Gay.This is the term that seems to be preferred by the homosexual
community.

Sex objectThis term carries amplied disapproval. But in our times when millions of people
are voluntarily not reproduciidgit is perfectly understandable to want people just fod sex
lovers (sex objects).

Pornography.Pornography has long had sleazy and prurient cotion$a The &ctis that what
was considered lewd and filthy twenty years ago is rm@eepted as normal.

Erotica (pornography) has pervaded all areas of modern life:bwigbod movie theateds
cable T\W® primetime TV "soapsd videocassettés magazined newspapes books.

The norms are changing. Much of what is considered "dirty" or obscene today will be perfectly
acceptable in a few years.

Relationship.In America this word was bandied about all through the 1®483) '605 '70s.
Everyone talked about their "relatgimps."” "Making the relationship work." "Committing
yourself to a relationship." "Working with your analyst on the relationship."

In its time the word "relationship” reflected a wholesome new attituaddeparture frorthe
restrictive Victorian morality of earlier times.

But the term "relationship” does not fit into the rhythm and spirit of our times. Relationships are
too slow and territorial for our changeer decades.

We need new terms. Perhaps "linkup” or "connecti&ven "ranance” or "friendship."
“Linkup" is my favorite. It captures the mood and the pace of the 1980s and the 1990s.

A linkup is open and uncomplicated. A linkup may last one night or one month or one year or
ten years or one hundred years. It mayekclusive for a while. But it is often nonexclusive. It is
certainly fluid.

Courtesy titles: Mrd Mrs.0 Missd Ms. Do you address people as Excellency or Eminence or
Highness? Not long ago such courtesy titles were commonplace. (In hierarchical socigties the
still are.) People felt slighted if not addressed with the appropriate formalities.

Egalitarian societies such as the United States have largely done away with such pomposities.
"Mr." and "Mrs." are holdovers from hiarchical times. "Ms." is no less ah affectation.

Why do we need any titles at all? Why not address people by their names? This certainly moves
us toward greater equality.

Addressing people by their names is an insult only to people who do not like their names.

Doctor Jonegwhen addressg a physician). Do you go arounddaglssing people by their
professional affiliations? Engineer Nelsontdkhey Schnall. Artist Voltolini.

Why then address your physician as "doctor"?
Titles only reinforce distances among us.

No wonder many people areawe of physicians. Such people expect too much of their doctors.
If there is a slipup a very human tendenéythe awe quickly degenerates into massive
disappointment and anger.



Unfortunately too many physicians encourage this distance between themadltesia
patients. They end up paying a heavy price these days for insisting on playing a dominant role.

SecretaryPeople who refer to their office associates as secretaries are flexing bureaucratic
muscles. They are showing off.

People who refer to thesalves as secretaries lack professionalestiem.

The fact is that in the age of smart machines and automated offices arftonodny where
occupationd the secretary is phasing out.

Leader."Leader" and "leadership™ are holdovers from primitive tinhesdership by its very

nature is inherently authoritarian. Leadership and followship automatically mean the unequal
distribution of power and influence. A society or an organization that emphasizes leadership is
not modern or democratic.

In the postindusial world of decentralization and shared decision making "leader" is just as
outdated as "Master" and "Lord" and "head of household."

(More on this in monitors 8: Power Oriented and 20: Ideology.)

MassesPersonal global telecommunication and global iitglare eroding mass conformity.
There are no masses in postindustrigieites.

Foreigner. In our age of crosplanetary dialogue and global migrations the term "foreigner"
sounds forced and anachronistic.

People who still emphasize terms such as "foreigner" and "adiadto view the world as
rigidly compartmentalized into us and them. This planet belongs to all of us. There are no
foreigners or aliens any longer.

Spiritual. This world is often a camoufte.

People who are embrassed to be called religious refer to themselves as spiritual. The fact is that
the spirituad no matter how nimbly they tap dance arouddate religious. They just don't
want to admit it. Scratch the surface a little and you witl & religious person hiding inside.

The term "spiritual” is also an affectation. The spiritual tend to beigblleous. But they have
nothing to be selfighteous about.

People who are enlightened and humanistic do not go around calling themselves spiritual. They
live their ethics. Their actions speak for themselves.

(More on this in Monitor 23: Your Level of Humanity.)

Holy: holy landd holy book® holy men.The idea of hahess is a central facet of the fairy tales
and superstitions nurtured duringrhanity's long childhood. The term "holy" carries a value
judgment. Why not call "a holy place" what it reallg ia religious place.

God willing and god blessAppeals to godare commonplace among people who do not manage
their own lives but who always "look up" to higher for@gzarents and gurus and leaders and
gods) to take care of them.

Artificial. This is a favorite term of purists and fundamentalists. The fact ianly#ing that
unfolds in this world is part of this nature and cannot be artificial.



There are no artificial foodsno artificial organd no artificial intelligence. There is no artificial
anything.

Prosthetic replacement parts made of silicone and Dacron ggdroare just as natural as
organic parts made of calcium and proteins and iron.

What is so artificial about an intelligent brain that can make billions of computations a second?

This emphasis on distinctions between the "natural” and théciaitiis itself artificial. It
reinforces people's resistance to making changes in themselves and in their envifbnments
changes that are essential if we are to evolve to more sophisticated beings.

Far East.Where is the Far East far from? If you live in China graiaor Korea do you live in
the "Far" East? Is China "far" to the one billion Chinese?

How would you like people on other continents referring to your regions as Far United States
and Far West and Far Europe?

The fact is that there is no Far East or Midgést or Near East. These are all designations from

the colonial period eighteenth and nineteenth centudieshen European powers were

dominant in the world. Everything was measured in relation to Europe. The "Near East" was nea
Europe. The "Far East" wéa from Europe.

Far West(in the U.S.). This is as anachronistic as the term "back East. "The people in Oregon dc
not think of themselves as living far away.

Free World.People who use such propagandist terms are themselves not free.

Third World. Thisdoes not strike me as a useful term. It tends to polarize the world into
adversarial camps of havations and haveot-nations.

The fact is that there is poverty and certainly backwardnessvavergin the world even in
the more prosperous nations. Tgeoranddie backward in Alabama and in Sicily do not live in
the "Third World" but they too urgently need attention.

Then too there are now enclaves of wealth and advanced technology in most "Third World"
countries.

There must be better ways of focussatigntion on the poor and the backward of the world.

Man. This word when used to denote humanking grating to moeen enlightened
sensibilities.



MONITOR 2

How Telespheral-age (Postindustrial) Are You?

1- How significant are distinctions baeweenthe industrial age and the posnhdustrial?
Profound Moderate Negligible
2- How high-tech is your home? For eample do you deploy:(Yes/No)

Smart telephones (memony automatic diat teleconfeencet call fowarding)
Answering machine

Global radio (shortwave)

Audio recorder

Video recorder

VCR

Disc player

Modem (conputer/telephone hookup)
Videotex and teletext access
Picturephone

Satellite dish

Interactive TV

. Largescreen TV

ZSrASTIOMMUO®Y

3-How automated is your workenvironment? (Yes/No)

Word-processing

Printer

Telex

Local area networks (group of computers sharing work)
Facsimile

Computerized organizer
Videoconfeencing
Audio/videorecording
Decisionassist

Expert systems
Ultraintelligent (Al) cagailities
Telemail(eledronic mail)

FAC-"IEIMMOO®»

4-Whj cdp you do your work?

A. Office: daily commuting?

B. Telecommuting: no commutingVork at pluggedn home?

C. Flex work environment; home and office and satellite office and careswit?

5-How much of your personal business do you transact via telebanking (electronic home
banking)? For example electronic bill payments.

Extensive Some None



6-How much of your information needs do you access via: television semina¥s
telelecture® telephone or computer links to data bankd teletext?

Extensive Some None

7-How much teleshopping do you do (electronic home shopping via dabl'Vv or
telecatalog)?

Extensive Some None

8- How plugged in are you to telemedicinetelemonitoring fi telediagnosi® teletherapyd
telemed info banks?

Extensive Some None
9-How teleconnected arg/ou personally?Do you carry: (Yes/No)

A. Portable telphone

Wrist or pocket TV
Pocketrecorder

Portable computer

Car telephone

Portable answering machine
Headphone

oBuNulicNel-

Answer sheet: MONITOR 2
1.  Profound (2) __ Moderate (1) Negligible

2. Yes No Yes No
AG (2 - @ _
H _ -
B | @ _ @ _
C @ N
b J @ N _ _
E K _ 2 - @ _
F L _ @ _ @ -
M @ -
3. Yes No Yes No
A G ) _ @ _
B H __ (2 - @ _
c | @ 2 -
D J @ - ) N
K 2
E ) N
F oL @ - @ R
4. A B 1) C (2)
5. BExénsive (2) Some (1) None
6. Extensive (2) Some (1) None



7. Extensive (2) Some (1) None

8. Extensive (2) Some (1) None

9. Yes No Yes No
A E ) @) -
B F ) 2 -
C G 2) ) -
D (2) -

Total:

Distinctions between the industrial age and the

postindustrial.
We can already see the differences between the industrial age and the new age. The distinction:
are basic and profound.

The differences between industrialism and the negesaae primarily differences in the way we
organize and deploy energy and information.

(I call the postindustrial world the fe/espheral age precisely because telecommunication more
than ever will play a central pivotal role.)

The new telecom is alreagijaying havoc with the way we have traditionally organized our time
and space.

In this emerging electronic environment far and &esmall and largé slow and fa<i
powerful and powerlessright and left are bginning to lose meaning.

For example in the telpheral environment you do not travel to access services. Services come
to yowd whereveryouare.

The stage beyond school education is teleducation.
The stage beyond the hospital is telemedicine.

This is a new world of telegenesigelenetworld telebanking teleshoppingd
telecommuting teleconferencing teledemocrady etc.

In the industrial world people are rushed to a hospftal they have succumbed to an iliness. In
the postindustrial environment you are hooked up to medical sedvibegprotective preventive
care is within yod wherever you are. In case of an imminent malfunction telemed automatically
alerts yod .often before you yourself are aware of a malfunction.

Such protective telemedical support is already provided to many homebound elderly people via
Lif eline and to ambulatory cardiactigats via remote monitoring. In the coming years more and
morehealthypeople will have such continuous protection.

Then too videotex services in some cities of North America and Western Europe have introducec
electronichome banking electronic shopping teleducation (via twavay TV seminars)
electronic infomation retrieval (telelibraryg) instant voting and polling (teledecracy).



In the telespheral world everything is decentrakiz el specialized demonopolized
debureaaratized globalized.

Here is a shorthand breakdownsoimeof the distinctions between the industrial age and the
telespheral:

Industrial age Telespheral age

Oneway broadcast commuaoation Twoway interactive telecom

Laborintensive mechanical tectology Technologyintensive seloperating systems

Finite monopolizablsources of energy Limitless cheap nonmonopolitde energy
Economics based on heavylirstry Economics based on information and services
Authoritarian/hereditarian family units Fluid reciprocal networks

Values based on hardship Values based on pleasure

puritanisnt scarcity leisurer abundance

Short life expectancies 50 or 60 years Life spans beyond 120

Limited growth within this planet Limitless growth across the sokystem and beyond

The above telespheral tracks do not ran parallel to one another. They interconnect and reinforce
one another organizing life in fundamentally new ways.

We are at the very beginning of the postindustrial age. We ttknoav exactlyhow things will
coalesce. But we do know that the ethdcabciab economi® politicald international
transformations will be profound.

Some implications of the teleconnected environment.

Telecommunication is as indispensable to the telespieréd as the plowshare was in the
agrarian period and the smokestack or theraatule in the industrial.

The freeways and byways of the new age are the electronic and photonic circuits that connect al
areas of life.

The more telecom systems you deplog tnore telespheral (eteanic) your environment. The
fewer telecom the more industrial age your world.

Technology and social values are interconnected. It is not possauedaceo new enlightened
values and lifestyles (for example leisara fluidity) if you still hold on to old technology.

As | will attempt to show in the coming pages the shift to a new age is more than an upgrade of
hardware. It is also a rescripting of ethics and social values.

Then too it is no longer possible to beguctive and effective in today's world without the
paraphernalia of higtech.

If you live and work in a loatech environment you are at a disahtage because the world
around you is increasingly higlch.

In the telespheral world the hofhevork enviraamen® recreation decenteystransportation
vehicles are all teleconnected. In fact as we advance into this new age play and work and
transportation all merge.

How plugged in are you personally?
It is no longer enough to live and play and work in telecomaeehvironments. You yourself
need to be hookedpd wherever you are.



In our age of high mobility and decentralized communities we need to be in reach at all times
and in all places.

At one time the idea of a telephone or a-tmey computer linking the homeith the outside
world was considered futuristic. The day will soon come when not just everydhbuatevery
individuald will carry in and on the body small transceivers.

Portable telephonésTVsd radio® computerd answering syiems receptor wristwatches are
already available. Portable telephones are particularly valuable. They offer the following obvious
advantages:

A - You are able to connect from wherever you
communication blackout.

A You ar e nom wantprivacy sinmply discdniiect your mobile system.

A You ar e abl &teleban® tteleshedctelemériked teleleasd telemai or
access other services from wherever you are. (This automatically opens up an abundance of
leisure time.)

A Y o uquibkadiveet access to emergency services anytimelzeng. (Every day people die
because they cannot call out for help or help arrives too late.)

A You are also able to instantly seek helop

Soon no telespheralge person will vente anywhere without some onbody tw@y hookup.
We are entering the age of the telehuman.

Won't such a technology-intensive environment leave many
people behind because they will not be skilled at using the

new hardware?
One of the magical qualities of mgech is that the more sophisticated it grows the easier it is to
operate.

Want to use a smart telephone? Sintplyyour friendly machine who you want to call or what
service you need to access and it will do the rest.

Want to telebank? Simply connecithivyour bankd even crosplaned log in your code number
and the service will pay all your bills or transfer funds.

Soon you will dialogue with your computer in everyday (natdealjuage and your smart little
companion will do everything for yéu short ofmassaging and fondling you.

In the age of print large numbers of people everywhere were not able to acquire the difficult
skills of reading and writing and were therefore perpetually at a disadvantage.

In the electronic world no one will be left behibdcause everyone can activate a TV or use a
telephone or dialogue with a smart machine.

Tne more intelligent and complex a machine the easier it is to use.



If you do your work and shopping and learning and
everything else from your home or wherever won't that lead

to isolation?
When television sets began to proliferate in the late 1940s and the 1950s everyone worried: "If
one day every home has a TV set and everyone s@ysaon't that isolate people?”

Today everyone has a TV set. Yet more people eattauresitd sit in cafe® dance at
disco® go to the movies and stroll in the streets than ever.

The new electronic environménbnce we adjust todt will actually reduceisolation and
loneliness.

By deploying the new electronic services you accomplish mdesatune and with less effort
and therefore create mdreetime to do as you wish.

| have a friend in Santa Monica, California, who lives near the ocean. He does most of his work
at home via telephone and computer and telex. He works for a few hotyslayeand by two

o'clock in the afternoon he closes up "shop" and links up with a friend or friends for arwalk

the beach or lunch at an oceanside restaurant.

Then too the new way of doing work and accessing services from wherever you are does not
precude meeting in person with colleagues and clients. You now have the latitude to choose
when and where to rendezvous.

What does efficiency mean in the telespheral age?
In the agrarian world the efficient person rode a horse or a donkey to the fields emthtanthe
market to obtain provisions.

In the industrial age the efficient person commutes to work and school and shopping malls.
In the telespheral age the efficient use of time means connecting from whereaes.

Commuting to work every day is inslial age. An office is an anachronism. There is no such
thing as a "modern office."

You rush to work every déytraveling an hour or longérfighting trafficd only to end up
sitting in an office making connections via telephone or computer or videocordeY®hg not
do all this from home or beach or wherever you are?

To be efficient in our times means using high tech in a-tégh manner. People who squander
hours every day commuting to a "nesd" automated office make letgch use of high tech.
This is ike transporting your computer to a data bank each time you wish to access information.

To be efficient in our times means never standing in line at a bank but telebanking from
wherever you are.

To be efficient in our times means never having to dasress the city to a library to do research
but connecting with information outlets from wherever you are.

To be efficient in our times means ...

Many people in industrishge societies are hard pressed because they do not make intelligent use
of their timed resourced new technology.



The speed in the transmission of information and services baleeted yet many people are
still bogged down in an industrialge pace of doing things.

Efficiency in our new age entails extensive and intelligent use obtal@einication. To be
efficient is to be telefficient.

MONITOR 3

How Information Rich Are You?
1. How many global newspapers do you read every day?
For exampleNew York Timegs Washington PostLos Angeles TimésWall Street
Journab Le Mond@ International HeraldTribune etc.
2 or more 1 None
2. How many general interest news magazines do you read every week?
For exampleTimed Newsweek U.S. News & World RepdrtThe Natiod Atlanticd
Harper'sd etc.
2 or more 1 None
3. How many gneral interest science magazines a month?
Scientific America@é Science New8 Popular Scienag Discoved Omnid Sciencé
Psychology Today etc.
3 or more lor2 None
4. How manyspecializecublications do you read every week?
Journals of madined astronomyd computerd economic8 etc.
2 or more 1 None
5. How many books do you read every year?
Over 10 Under 10
6. How many hours in an average day do you watch television?
Over 1 hr Under 1 hr
7. How many films do you see every week?
2 or more Under 2
8. How often do you listen to radio news and interviews?
Over 1 hr daily Under 1 hr daily
9. How many audio/video cassettes or discs or telemagazingsudisten to every week?
Over 10 Under 10
10.How often do you use a computer to access informaigtreval services (data bardks
teletex® electronic bulletin boards etc.)?

Several times a week Rarely or never
11.How many seminars do you attend every year?
Over 5 Under 5
12.How many conferences (or conviems) do you attend every year?
Over 5 Under 5
13.How often do you travel out of your city every year?
Over 1(Qips Under 10
A-How often out of the country every year?
Over 3 trips Under 3

14.How much of your knowledge base is specialized (for example within a specific
profession or area ofi@rest)?
A-When you read a magazine or negsgr do you only focus on your area of interest
(politics or arts or sciences or sports orcsfpenation)?
Always Sometimes Never



15.How well do you speak and ungdtand and read English?
Very well Qeitwvell Not well
16.How well do you understand thertymics of the new information age? For example:
A. Who controls information in our electronic age?

__ _Goveot ___ _Media barons __ _Powe
B. How costly is it tabe weltinformed?
Costly Cheap
C. Do you ever suffer from infonation overload?
Often Sometimes Never

ANSWER SHEET: MONITOR 3

1. 2 ormore (2) 1 None
2. __2ormore (2) 1 None
3. __3ormore (2) __lor2(1) None
4. 2 ormore (2) _1(1) None
5. Over102) ___Under 10
6. _ Overlhr(2) ___Under1hr
7. __2ormore (2) ___Under 2
8. __Over 1 hrdaily (2) ___Under 1 hr daily
9. Over10(2) ___Under 10
10. _ Several times a week (2) __ Rarely or never
11. Over5(2) ___Under5
12._ Over 5 (2) ___Under5
13. _ Over 10 trips (2) ____Under 10
A __ Over 3 tips (2) ___Under3
14.  Much ____Some
A __ Always ___Sometimes (1) Never (2)
15.  Very well (2) ___ Quite well (2) Not well
16.
A __  Govbt __ _Medi a bar oampaticular(2) . _Pow
B__ Costly _ Cheap(2)
C__ Often __ Sometimes (1) _____Never (2)
Total:

Why is it important to be well-informed?
Information haslwaysbeen important. Our cavdwelling ancestors need@dormation about
their environment to stay alive. Those who were not-métirmed perished quickly.

Our world has grown more vast more complex more rapid more diffusse more discontinuous.
We need more and more information.

We need information to keep wpth the rampage of change. Information in more and more
fields that impinge on our everydayes.

Information about people across the planet whose lives increasitgyigonnect with ours.



Information about older people among us who are living longetargerand whose
programmings and needs are often different fours.

Information about younger people among us who are growing up in radically different worlds
than we grew up in and whose wirings are different from ours.

Information about new complarachines that continually recontext all areas of our lives.

Information in an increasingly decentralized environment thaiatkels everyone's input in new
decisionmaking processes.

Information to protect ourselves from killer diseases that snuff oubmnsliof lives every year.
Information about diet and lifestylenew medical technology advances in genetics and life
support systends all of which can help extend our lives.

We also need information about informatioits nature its power its uses and abuses.

Information is the lifeblood of our information age.

Who are the well-informed in today's world?
A Peopl e with unpodrade efdapid absolescamce information degrades
quickly. In more and more fields textbooks remain valid no longer ahfi@w months. There
should be a recall of any diploma that is over ten years old. A Ph.D. or a master's degree earned
twenty years ago simply means that you were trained for the world of twenty years ago. It does
not attest to your competencetaday'sworld. In our times the only valid diploma is update.

A Peopl e with a mu lnbdrworldotdoneigantfields the dpecialist is hta s e
a disadvantage. The information rich is a specialist in many dieddgeneralise To be well

informedis to understand how information in any track fits into the total picture. For example to
be an effective economist today you have to be updated on the regional egahengjobal

economy world resource® new sources of energyemerging technology changing alue$

the dynamics of global telecommunicatidrglobal politic® the expanding Space

environmend the biological revolutiod the longevity revolutio@ etc.

A People who receive t he informationthattriokesdovnn f r on
vertically from a fixed source or sour@ssuch as a religious text or a specific
political/national/ethnic/ideological sou@éhas little value. Vertical information flow only

reinforces eisting biases. It is not opéninteractivéd evaluative. It lacks feedback and

correctives. It disinforms.

To be information rich you have to tie in with the horizontal flovinbdrmationd information
that flows from numerous disparate sources. Horizontal flow is open anefsalfig.

A People who pr oces Johave faroextemaite informationbase doésina e n
automatically mean that one processésrmation well. "All facts and no bloody visioé"the

late British parliamentarian Aneurin Bevan once said of a fellow party member. Processing
information effectively (king wellinformed) entails at least the following:

0 Jettisoning old information (prejudia®gixed idea® emotioralism).
0 Learning from mistakes.

0 Distinguishing between information with shoange value and information with lomgnge
impact.



0 Keeping tle Big Picture in focus at all times. How does the new information fit into the total
scheme of things (perspective).

Some people do all this automatically. They incorporate information intelligently. Others gobble
up large quantities of information but dot ingest it well. Their information does not turn into
knowledge. As a rule traditionaligtgpeople who nurse the pastio not process formation

well. They use new information only to support hardened positions. In a rapidly changing world
such peoplera poorly informed.

Why is it necessary to know English?
A command of "English" has become a prerequisite to beingimfelimed. | put the word
English in quotes because | am not sure we should call it English any longer. In my@ook
Wingers(1972) | suggested we call English Uniléngniversal language. English is nofe
global language and calling it Unilang may help defuse sensitivity to language dominance.

0 The fact is that English is now the official language in thirtg countries.

0 It is used as a second language very nearly everywhere in the world. (It is taught at schools in
the Soviet Union and China.)

0 It is spoken by around one billion people in the wérldore than any other language.
(Mandarin Chinese is second.)

0 English itselfis daily inundated with words from other araged making it a truly global
language.

0 English isthelanguage of global telecommunicatibisciencé technology politicsd trade.
There is hardly a major development or breakthrough in any field anywherewotidethat is
not instantly reported in English.

| find Italiand Frencl® Portuguesé Russian more melodic and pleasing to the ear than English.
Italian in particular is the language of paradise! But these are not global languages. Why then no
adopt as ourammon universal tongue the one that is already spoken by one out of every five
people on the planet?

A global language can help accelerate our evolution into a global comdhundgn bring us
together.

The fact is that if you only know Danish or Swahilidrdu or Vietnamese or any othsational
languagé but do not know Unilang well you are in a communication brownout. You are not
inflow.

Myths about the new information age.
Information flows in entirely new and unprecedented ways. We do not yet fukystadd the
dynamics of this new information flavhow it operated how it recontext how it is altering
the architecture of our cultural and political and physical worlds. Some myths ameveasry
from the old world of print. Here are some examples:

A M1t Information is controlled by special interests.

Who controls information? No one. Some people twasfly control some areas of
communication. But no one and no organizations or corporations or special interests or
government can indefinitely contrahy information.



The fear of "controls" is a legacy of the oldworld where in fact a small number of people in each
community or even nation did control wealth and information and production.

But the new informatiod unlike the old cannot be controllechongolized or centralized.

People stilltry to control information. But information has growso gigantic too multifaceted
too rapid too personal too global too cumulative to be controlled for long. Information is
everywhere.

Take the United States of Ameaiéor example:
Half of the U.S. GNP is directly related to communication.

Half of the wages paid in the U.S. goes to people involved in the prodiiqgiracessing
distribution of information.

Nearly half of the jobs in this country are in "information oatigms." (In the year 1900 only
ten percent of all jobs were in this category.)

Some of the largest enterprises in America are information related: universities anddschools
film industryd televisiord radiod telephon® computerd newspape® magazined book
publishingd booksellerd librarie data bankd advertising etc.

The U.SO the world's most powerful natiénlost the war in Vietam chiefly because it lost the
information war at home. (The tenacity of the Viethamese obviously contributed to the American
withdrawal.)

A recent American president was forced to resign from office for complicity in political
tamperings. There is nothing new about this kind of chicanery. What is new is that in today's
environment it is increasgly difficult to manipulate and squelahformatiord and get away

with it.

In the 1970s and the 1980s the U.S. has had conservative adminisiraggomiiring these

years powerful movements speaaded by womeén studentd consumerd environmentalists
and otlers outside politics have brought abprafound changes. Precisely because no one can
control information.

World powers such as the USA and the Soviet Union are more powerful thanyetd¢hey
continue to loseelative power and spheres of influence in the world. Precisely because they can
nolonger control information.

In technologically advanced societies a few people or corporations may still control a few radio
and television statio@sbut they cannot contralll radio andall television.

Can anyone or any corporation or administratiopaitical group control the myriad sources of
information: all films all television all radio all audio/visual cassettes and discs all direct satellite
transmissions all computers all data bases all telephones all videoconferences all mail all books
all magazines and telemagazines all advertising all-d@gkrintouts all newspapers all

"foreign” films and press all tourists all "*foreign" students and investors?

It is thecombinationof these and other information outlets that creates a povirdduaation
environmenthat is increasingly difficult to cdrol and manipulate.

The world is opening up wider and wider. No one can close it down any longer. In one way or
another the light is coming through.



A M#2tIths costly to be information rich.
In telespheral societies information is one of the cheapest and most abundant commaodities.
While the price of industrial goods goesdughe price of information continug¢e go down.

Computations on a mainframe that cost a couple of dollars in the 1950s ademmfor a
fraction of a penny.

For a few pennies and a few minutes you can now use your computer from wherever you are to
access information from thousands of free and commercial data bases in very nearly every field.
In the industrial phase equivaleesearch takes a couplevaéeksof library search.

For thirty cents you can buy a major global newspaper every day with updates of developments
in many fields and major events all over the planet.

For around a hundred dollars you can buy a televisiomsefioa the next twenty years haae

front seatat major global conferencg@spanel discussiomdsinterviews with all kinds of

peopld festivalsd exhibits. You can participate in seminars on world aféairsrestmentd

health. You can watch cloags of spacecfaliftoffs and landing® heart transplant and implant
operations and other pioneering medical events. You can watch people milling around the Piazz
San Marco in Venice or the marketplace in Ouagadougou. With the help of your TV set you can
even lurk behid bushes and comfortably watch our primate ancestors and other animals going
about their business in their natural habitats.

Soon a small inexpensive satellite dish will enable you to tune in TV channels in Rio de Janeiro
and Marrakesh and Nairobi and Stbolm and Bucharest and Bombay and Bangkok and
Sydney.

Today you can tune in these and other places around the planet withlzutoshshortwave
radio that costs no more than a couple of hundred dollars.

For a fraction of a dollar you can now call acrtiss continental USA or Canada. If you don't
talk long you can call across the planet for a couple of dollars.

In our times information degrades quickly. But the opportunities for quick continuous update are
everywhere. It is easy and inexpensive to bermftion rich.

A Myth #3: Watch out for information overl o

Thereis no information overload. The human brain seems to have an infinite capacity to take in
information. In fact the more information you take in the more you enlarge your brain's capacity
to assimilate more information.

People who complain of information overload are in reality balking at the acceleration of
change.



MONITOR 4

How Time Rich Are You?

1- How much time do you spend wankg?

A-How many hours a day do you work?

____7&over __ Under6

B-How many days a week?

__5&over 4 &under

C-How many months a year?

___Over10 __ Under 10

2- Are you on a fixed work schedule or on flex time?

___Fixed __ Flex

3- Are you a workaholic? For example:

A0 How often do you go oworking after your normal work hours?
____Often __ Sometimes __ Never

B- How often do you take work wityou on vacation?

____Often ___ Rarely

C-Do you set the alarm to get eprly on your days off?

__Yes ___No

D-On free days do you cram the tinvéh things to do?

____Often __ Sometimes

E- Do you feel anxiety if you havetatally freeunstructured day aveek?
__Yes __ _No

F- Do you tend to overloaddo many things at one time?
____Often __ Sometimes

G-How often are you time pregred?

___Cten ___ Rarely

H-How often are you close to buut?

____Often __ Rarely __ Never



4- How leisurely is your life?

A-How many leisure days do you have every week?

__Over3 _ _1or2 __ None

B-How often every year do you take offeav days at a timgist to allow your system to idle?
___Overb5times __ Under5 __ Never

C-Do you ever take off a year or two to coast and have fun: fagltennisvisit friendsetc.?
__Yes ___No

5-Do tou think that life passes by very quickly?

Often Sometimes Never

Answer sheet: MONITOR 4

1.

A___ 7&over __ Under@)

B 5&over 4 &unddR)

C__ Over10 __ Under 1Q)

2. Fixed __ Fleg)

3.

A Often __ Sometim@9 _ Never(2)
B__ Often __ Rareli®)

C___Yes __ Nd@2)

D__ Often __ Sometimégg)

E___Yes _ N@¢2)

F___ Often __ Sometimg®)

G__ Often __ Rarel{@)

H  Often __ Rarelfl)  Nevern?2)

4,

A Over32) _ 1or21) __ None
B__ Over5time$2) _ Under§1) __ Never
C__ _Yes(2) _ No

5. Often __ Sometimg8) _ Never(l)
Total:

Who are the time rich?

People who enjoy a nidelancein their use of time: fun tirée free timeéd chore tim@& work
time.

People who normally work fewer than fiee six hours a day. Fewer than four days a week.
Fewer than nine months a year.

People who do not take on many assignments or projects at one time.
People who are raradyif everd time-pressured. Rarely overcemitted or overextended.

People who do not worvertime and do not take work home.



People who can spend entireedays coasting) doing nothing that is generally considered
"productive.” For example: sleeping latereading for pleasuéelistening to musié watching
televisior® making loved going for walks Or just doing nothing.

People who take frequent vacatiéngist to have fun. Those who regularly drop out of the work
track for a few days or a few weeks or a few months. Even for a year or two.

People who are on perpetual fiemed seldom rushed.

Peoplewho pace their lives as though they were going to live for hundreds of years. (At such a
leisurely pace they may very well end up living for hundreds of years.)

Why are workaholics ill-suited for the new environment?
A As a rul e wdimeksanaloAll they do isamork. Suxiaeweiktensive
lifestyled however gratifying to neurotic nedtiss highly specialized and leaves large areas of
intelligence and personality stunted. Workaholics are often boring because they run on a narrow
track. All theyknow and all they talk about is their specific work. In our new environment which
demands multifacetedness the workaholic is inefficient.

A Workaholics are r ar el ydbatrasely tréatwe Leisirenise y ma'y
indispensable to the floweg of creativity. (As | will explain later in this text creativity is a
necessary asset in the postindustrial world.)

A I'n our age of rapid obsolescence continuo
never slow down long enough to update. Soaméater this shows up in their work.

A Workaholics rarely live | ong. Th eyhisatrae i n
time when people are living longer and longer.

When you overwork both the quality of your life and the quality of yoankvsuffer.

"But | love my work. | don't even think of it as work."

I have a friend who is disdainful of the industrial age. He says he loves the telespheral world. He
makes heavy use of automated office emépt and smart telecom systémgo-anywhere
telephoned portable computeés videoconferences etc.

There is a hitch. My friend is a workaholic. He works ten or eleven hours a day. Six or seven
days a week. Even at social gatherings he talks about nothing but work.

"But Hove my world "he says. "ldon't evethink of it as work."

This is the workaholic's classical rationale. The fact is that if all you love is youBwiaki
you do is world that makes for a ordimensional life.

What is the benefit of deploying telespheral technology if your social valuesakdabits are
still industrial age?

A work-intensive lifestyle is inherently outdatéaho matter how updated the technology you
use.

Workaholics are anachronisms in our times. They are carryovers from an earlier age when hard
work was a prerequisite survival and therfere considered a virtue.

Hard work is no longer necessary. We can produce more whilengddss and less.



In modem societies people who still work hard do so only because they do not manage their
emotions and resources and time igehtly.

In our times of global surpluses and intelligent machines hard work is bad economics.

Compressed workweékjob sharing flex timed temporary worl® four-day workweeB
these are all steps in the right direction.

We need to encourage people to work Brss play more. Such a shift in emphasis will also help
the "leisure industry" which not guiisingly is one of the explosive growth areas in the new
economy.

The traditional yardsticks of success have been wikgtdwe® rank. The assumption has
always ben that the busier you are the more successful.

We need new yardsticks to measure success in the postindustrial world. Success in today's
environment can be gauged by how much quality free time you have. The successful person
today is one who has a baladdde of leisure/work/fun.

Does time really fly?
People who are always on the run never know where time goes.

The flow of time is in your hands. You can slow it down or speed it up.
People who live a wejbaced leisurely life manage their own flowtiohe. They savor life.

To be rich in time is to be rich in the most precious resource in our universe.



MONITOR 5

How Fluid Are You?

1-Do you have a fixed or fluid identity? For example:

A-Do you identify with your pants' ethnic origins?

___Strongly ___ Mildly __ Hardly

B-Do you identify with your pants' nationality?

___Strongly ___ Mildly __ Hardly

C-Do you identify with your pants' religion?

____Strongly __ Mildly __ Hardly

2-Should people hold on their names even if they no longer identify with those names?

Yes No

A-Have you ever in your adult life formally changed your name or names (other than through
marriage)?

Yes No

3- How long have you lived your cuant lifestyle?

A-For example: married exclusive coupling singled etc.

___Over5yrs __ Under5

B-Have you ever lived a fluid li#yle: concurrent mix of singlend coupleandgroup living?
____Often __ Sometimes ___ Never

C-Do you consider a marriage or romance that a$ésv months or a couple of years a failure?
__Yes __ _No

4- How many jobs have you held in the last ten years?

___Morethan10 _ 2to 10

5- How long have you been in your current profession?

___Over10yrs __ Under 10

A-How long in your previousrmpfession?

___Over10yrs __ Under 10

6-How long have you been a member of your current political party?

___Overl10yrs __ Under10yrs __ Independent



7- How many times have you changed residence (lfoapartmend etc.) in the past ten years?
(Includeanything over a threenonth stay.)

___Over10times __ 3tol10times __ Under 3times

8- How long have you lived in your present community (téweityd etc.)?
___Overl0years __ Under 10 years

9- How many towns and/or cities have you lived iaverthree months at a time?
___Overl0 = B  Under4

10- How many countries have you livedirover three months at a time?
__Overl0 _ 8  Under4

11- How punctual are you?

___Very __ Moderate __ Chronically tardy

12- Do you feel impelledo wake up at the same tithesat at the same tirdesleep at the same
time?

__Yes ___No

13- How long do you hold on to grudges? For example:
A-Do you forgive and forget and move on?

____Often __ Sometimes __ Never

B-Do you have longtanding prejdicestoward specific groups: Blac&sJew® Catholic®
Arabs or others?

__Yes __No

14- Do you think that the world is chaimg too fast?

___Toofast __ Tooslow __ About right



Answer sheet: MONITOR 5

1. A__ Strongly __ Mildly __ Hardly
B__ Strongly __ Mildly __ Hardly
C

Strongly _ Mildly _ Hardly

2. __Yes ___No
A Yes __ No

3. A Over5yrs _ Under5
B__ Often __ Sometimes ___ Never
C__ Yes No

4.  Morethan1l0 _ 2to 10
5. Over1l0yrs __ Under 10
A Overl1l0yrs __ Under 10

. Over10yrs __ Under10yrs __ Independent

. Over10times __ 3to10times __ Under 3 times

6
7
8. Overl1lO0years ___ Under 10 years
9. Overl0 _ -9  Under4

10.. Over10 _ -89 _ Under4

11. Very __ Moderate __ Chronically tardy

12.  Yes No

13. A Often __ Sometimes ___ Never

B__Yes _ No

14.  Toofast __ Tooslow __ About right

Total:

Who are the fluid in our times?
People who grow and move @rio new friendships new lifestyles new jobs new professions

new communities new political philosophies new interests.

People who do not have fixed or static identities. In other words people who do not go through
life perpetually defined by their @insd but who continually redefine themselves and are

redefined in an increasingly discontinuous world.

People who change their names if they no longer identifydwithhave outgrowd their given

and inherited names.



People whb flow in and out of different lifestyles or who enjoy a concurrent mix of lifestyles:
single lifeandgroup livingand couplingandnetworking.

People who are transgloBaivho travel and live all over the planet and who are open enough to
be reconditionethy new contacts.

People who are able to resolve conflicts quickly and move on. The extreme example of static
personalities are those who marinate in grudges and enmities for years. Such people are stuntec
by their past and show little capacity for growth.

People who are energized by the acceleration of change in the world.

People who are well aware that there are no constant or eternal values and who therefore are fre
of dogmas.

What about commitment and loyalty?
Commitment and loyalty are undergoing pnafd transformations. At one time commitments
and loyalties were passed on from one generadidine next. Peopl@heritedtheir
commitments to tribe and cldnancestral village or towh churct®d family professiod
political affiliations.

Earlier in this cetury people began to outgramheritedcommiiments. But they maintained
lifelong commitments to a spousea professiod a community a political movemerd a
nation.

In our fluid times commitments are loosening up even more.ndbments are increasingly
concurent and intermittent. In other words "fluid."

For example at one time people married in their teens and stayed together till they died of old
aged at forty-five. As a rule a husband and a wife remained codpkagen if incompatible.

In today's hyperfluid mvironment people flow in and out of different or concurrent lifestyles.
Intermittent coupling quick linkup/linkoutsd bicoastal rendezvoéssinglingd group living.

People seem to want choices and fulfillment.

A brief marriage or romance is no longer a falufhe failure lies in not understanding the
changing rhythms of our new age.

The good news for people who like continuity in social ties is that friendships witbogises
and exlovers now go on forever.

(More on this theme in Monitor 15: Family.)

What about commitment to a profession?
At one time people embarked on a profession early in life and stayed with it till they retired or
died. Changing jolds much less profeson® was considered irresponsible.

Today such continuity is not only difficditit is not even desirable. The reasons are:

0 A job or a profession that may have been stimulating to you at tvfieetynay no longer be
challenging at thirtyfived much less at fortyive.

0 Because of rapid obsolescence your job may be phased out.



0 For the same Bson your entire profession may decompose.

0 People are mobile as never before. You may want to shift orbits to another part of the country
or planet and may not be able to find a job in your profession.

0 People are living longer and longer. Can one rerstiinulated in the same profession for fifty
or sixty or seventy years?

To stay in any one job or profession too I&nggardless of how well you dooften slows

down growth. You may have a higher income and a more prestigious job but your potential for
creatvity may be reduced. And your organization will suffer from diminished circulation of
fresh ideas.

Are all people who move around a lot fluid?
Not everyone who changes nadeanate® lifestyle®d professiond communitie® ideologies
IS necessatrily fluid.

Not eweryone who travels around the planet is global. Not everyone who decouples frequently is
liberated. Not everyone who changes jobs often is professionally fluid.

Not all change presumes growth.

Some people go through the mimings of change but changéttierySuch changes may be
escapist or cosmetic.

Changes reflect fluidity when there is a corresponding inner change and growth. Fluidity is
growth.

The tightly wired.

"l have to wake up at seven every morning. | have to have lunch at twelve noontd have
dinner at severw. | have to jog two miles every day. | have to arrive promptly at six for the
cocktail party. | haveto. . d

People who live by perpetual deadlines often build up a lot of stress. We should expect such
precision from our madhes. We are not machir@sot yet anyway.

I have rarely known rigidly structured people who enjoyed life. They are too busy mobilizing to
meet their own inexorable deadlines.

| have rarely met a compulsively punctual person who was efficient.

People who & flex make more intelligent and fun use of time.



MONITOR 6

How High Tech Is Your Attention Span?

1- Do you stay at a job longer than five years?

Yes No

2- Do you stay in your city or comunity for several weeks at a time withoutrgpaway or
going crazy?

Yes No

3- Do you write long lette® longer than one page?

_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

4- Do you read books longer than 200 pages?

____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

5- Do you read througlong newpaper/magazine articles (over 2,000 words)?
_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

6- Do you read documerdiscontractsd brochured longer than three or four pages?
_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

7- Can you sit through playd any play?

__Yes ____ No

8- Can you sit through a concérat a concert hall?

Yes No

9- Can you attendverysession of a twelveor fifteensession seminér on anything?

Yes No

10-Do you balance your bank account gveronth?

__Yes ____ No

11- Do you grow impatient when people talk in slow motion or go inteegassary detail?
_____Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

12- How often do you have telephone conversations that go on longer than twenty minutes?
_____Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

13- Can you give the same presentation (lectuspeech sales pitch acing part) on more
than five consadtive days?

Yes No



14- Can you enjoy the same cuisine (ltaba@hinesé Indiand etc.) more thn twice in one
week?

Yes No
15 How often do you play back your videotapes?
Often Sometimes Rarely

16- Do you see the same person (lodefriendd spousepveryevening for weeks at a time?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 5

1. Yes No (2)
2. Yes No (2)
3. Often Sometimes (1) Rarely (2)
4. Often Sometimes (1) Rarely (2)
5. Often Sometimes (2) Rarely (1)
6. Often Sometimes (2) Rarely (1)
7. Yes No (2)
8. Yes No (2)
9. Yes No (2)
10. Yes No (2)
11. Often (1) Sometimes (2) Rarely
12. Often Sometimes (2) Rarely (1)
13. Yes No (2)
14. Yes No (2)
15. Often Sometimes (2) Rarely (1)
16. Yes No (2)
Total:

Why is our attention span narrowing?
Our attention span is continually reset by a-fasponse electronienvironment.

In general our attention span corresponds to the pace with which we transmit information. The
slower we exchange information the slower our attention span. The faster the exchange the mor
compressed our attention span.

We pick up the telegine and speedconnect across the country or planet. We turn on a switch
and our computer terminal suddenly springs to life and begins to chatter away with other
terminals all over the continent.

We activate our radio for instant nevinstant interview8 instant update® instant musié
instant psychotherapyinstant medical diagrsisd instant sex advice.

Via remote control we produce a flush of quick faaléadeout realities on our TV screens. We
timeswitch and timefreeze and timescan. We flashback and flastrtbr

Touch a button and switch yedrslecaded centuries. Switch from the 1980s to the 1830s to the
1460s to the 2030s. Just like that.

Touch a button and switch cit@sountrie® continent® planets. Switch from Boston 1996 to
Beverly Hills 1936 to the SoutBeas 1870 to Vienna 1755 to Mars 2013. Just like that.

Touch a button and peopssvitch. Drop in on a global telectamenc® eavesdrop on an
intimate love affaid sit by safely and watch a realtime street demonstration across the planet.

You can even watckeveralevents in different time zonsgmultaneously.
Soon even touch will be too slow. Just say the word and prestdgtch contexts.

We tune in what we liké tune out what we do not like. Just like that.



We live in the age of instaaccess. Instant response. Instant {infteneout.

We receive and process and transmit information with a facility and rapidity unimaginable just a
few decades ago.

Never have we juggled around time the way we do today.

This ability to shift contexts atid to manipulate timé has préoundly compressed our
attention span.

Specifically how has time compression resulted in attention

compression?
We no longer sit down to write long letters. Why struggle with a long letter when you can pick
up the telephonand interact? "Hi sweethedrtHere | am. Good to hear your voice. Are you free
tomorrow night?"

Instant access. Instant response.

(Videophones and videocards will even supplant the postcard. Simply insert the videocard into
your VCR and play it back livesaoften as you wish.)

We resist long books. By the time an idea or a story crystallizes in book form it has already
played on television and radio and in magas. Long books are hopelessly slow for our times.
If an author cannot get it together in oméwo hundred pagésforget it. The author is not
addressing today's world.

More and more people refuse to sit still for three hours listening to a concert in a concert hall or
listening to a long lecture. We are irgetive generations conditioned by tway feedback
technology and brainstorming. We want to interact: talk dagikg alon@ jump up and down.
Oneway broadcast formats are increasingly out of sync.

People with higktech attention spans have little patience for-tesh activities such as readin
long documents or balancing monthly bank accounts.

More and more of us expect varietyath areas of our lives. Global TV introduces new people to
us day and night. We have come to expect continuous-spdsg¢e. Seeing the same person or
persons nighafter night overloads our circuitries.

A recentNew York Timearticle titled " 'Lite’ Decade: Less Has Become More" by William R.
Greer alludes to this new fluidify'Sociologists say that 'lite' which started as a marketing term
used to denote dietefroducts, has become a metaphor for what Americans are seeking in
disparate parts of their lives.

"In their relationships for example they have turned away fromsgarching and stress of
emotional commitment . . . They seek light relationships.

"They can undergo psychoanalysis in one sitting because today's psychotherapy skips the
formative years . . . Society wants current needs solved.

In the new electronic environment even poniented industriahge people are slow. They
exchange information at pitpace.

Print uses more words and is slower than electronics. But it is not more profound. We are
conditioned to think that it is.



People interviewed on television often express frustration at noth&nough time to

explain.” The problem is not witlelevision. We have to learn to compress our thoughts more
effectively. Electronic media such as TV and telephone demand a cohesion and organization of
thoughts that print seldom does.

Electronic media are helping us rewire our way of communicating. Tledyedping us pare
down and streamline. We are learning to say more in less time and with fewer words. We
automatically edit out formalities and superfluities of slower times. We are more direct and
cogend often without our own awareness.

We are learning tehed verbal fé not profundity.

Many years ago when interactive (talkback) radio and television came on line callers were
embarrassingly clumsy. They hemmed and hawed and digressed before finally getting to the
point. In time radio and TV helped listenerganize their thoughts and streamline their delivery.
The result is that today's callers are far more succinct.

Speech compressidnsaying more with legs will continue to dgelop as electronics become

more pervasive. Soon we will routinely dialogue watreryday machines. Later on we will
converse with ultrantelligent robot§ android® replicants. These new beings will not wait
around. By the time you have finished saying "How do you do and how is your uncle?" they will
have exchanged nine million bitsioformation.

By the year 2020 we will automatically say in a couple of minutes what now takes us fifteen
minutes to convey. Our attention span will contract even more.

Doesn't such continued contraction of our attention span

lead to a fast and tense world?
Fast yed but not tense. The faster we exchange information the more quickly we attend to our
needs and the more leisurely our lives. As we grow more intelligent and ottehigh
environment moremart our attention span will grow more efficient. We Wwéle less and less
patience for redundanci@ssuperfluitie® circumlocutions. We will exchange information more
clearly and effectively. We will have bottelime attention spans.

The faster our attention span the more leisurely our lives.



MONITOR 7

What Is Your Cultural Orientation?

I-How often do you go to the opera?

_____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never
2-How often to the theater?

____Often _ Occasionally  Never
3-How often to the ballet?

_____ Often _ Occasionall _ Never
4- How often to art galleries?

______Often _ Occasionally  Never
5- How often to concert halls?

_____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never
6- How often do you read "literature™ (novélpoetryd etc.)?
_____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never
7- How often do you go to the cinema?
______Often _ Occasionally  Never
A-How often tonewcinema? (IMAX3 1 8 0 A § fCircle Mision)
____Often _ Occasionally _ Never
8- How often do you watch televian?

____ Often _ Occasionally _ Never
A-Do you watch largescreen TV?

______Often __ Occasionally _ Never
B-Touch-andenter inteactive TV?

____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never
C-Videotapes via VCR?

____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never
D-Multiple-screen TV?

____Often _ Occasionally _ Never

9-How often do you watch holographic or laser shows?



_____ _Often __ Occasionally _ Never

10- How often do you watch space shows at obsernest@nd planetariums?
____Often _ Occasionally  Never

11- How often do you attend videoart shows?

_____ Often __ Occasionally _ Never

12- How often do you attend participatory music fesis?

______Often __ Occasionally __ Never

A-How often participtory dance festivals?

Often Occasionally Never

Answer sheet: MONITOR 5

1. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
2. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
3. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
4. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
5. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
6. Often Occasionally (2) Never (1)
7. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never

A. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
8. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
A. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
B. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
C. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
D. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
9. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
10. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
11. Often (2) Occasionally (1) evey

12. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never
A. Often (2) Occasionally (1) Never

Total:




What is old culture?
Old culture is old esthetics and old technology: opditeeated balle® literaturéd symphony
hall concertd paintings.

Old culture is rich with the cumulative output of recent centuries. Memorable sounds and dance
movements and images and inspiredings are enshrined in this traditional culture.

These artistic and literary endeavors reflectdteative brilliance of countless artists and
composers and choreographers and writers of recent centuries.

But this old culture has reached the end of the line. Its vidiorsue® rhythms tools are
largely outdated.

There is little innovation andriginality in these old art forms.

This old culture is valuable because it tells us about our past and satisfies our nostalgia. People
go to the opera the theater the ballet the art galéemes because these cultural forms have
somethingnewto show ué but primarily because they playback the past. They evoke sounds
and images and dance movements and stories of our childhood and worlds of our parents.

The old culture is a treasure house of memories.

Electronic culture.

A new electronic culture is coalesgi from the new esthetics and valdidbe new technology
the new extraterrestrial environment.

The artists and scientists and visionaries of this emerging culture express new worlds through
new tools: higkresolution giant screeés supercomputer imageri@ssynthesizers and sound
mixers and laseds zerogravity simulations.

The sounds and images and dance movements they produce cannot be created through the old
mediums.

It is this new electronic culture that is attracting and galvanizing most of tod@stis ar
innovation.

Once you have reveled in the largkanlife sweep of IMAX and gianrscreen cinema and
touchrandenter vided it is difficult to go back to the yestercentury confinements of opera and
theater.

Once you have been swept away by the undedarhkaleidoscopiémageries of videoart and
videographics and special effects it is difficult to find value in perpetuating still paintings.

Once you have been mesmerized watching people litefatige in the aiin zero gravity you
can right away seedw inherently clumsy and labored traditional and modern dances are.

Once you have dialogued with a supercomputer exchanging millions of bits of information in
seconds you will be appalled by the sallulgent sloppiness of a 5@age "literary” work.

Once you have awakened to the esthetics of a helicopter gyrating in the air or a supersonic
aircraft gliding across the sky or a spacecraft storming the solar system it is perhaps easier to se
that today's scutpres are everywhere aroundusut of the onfinement of museums and

galleries.



Once you have listened to the limitless range of sounds andawimns of sounds worldly
and cosmid biologic and synthetit created with the help of computer sesidscar®
synthesize light inductiord etc. it iseasier then to realize how edamensional all musi
even great music has been until now.

Once you have taken part in a global music fesdivddncing and singing with thousands of

peopld and tens of thousands of others on geareen global TV hookupsit is difficult then

to sit stiffly for three hours dressed in tight formal attire in the hushed atmosphere of a symphony
hall for the very very serious business of listening to music.

The old culture was great in its time. But traditional culture does niot {he way to the future.

A new vigorous electronic culture is urgently crystallizing. It may still at times be exploratory
and undeveloped. But it signals magical worlds ahead.

MONITOR 8

How Power Oriented Are You?
1- Do you believe in a god (an taighty")?

Yes No
A-Do you believe in messiahs and prophets with extraordinargs@w

Yes No

2- Are you drawn to the powerful or to the trappings of power? For examyide kaders have
a certain mysque to yod regardless of theideologies?

Yes No

B-Do you like to be around people in authority: your Bodsacherd political leaderd etc.?

Yes No

C-Do you tend tautomaticallysugport your leaders (corporatereligiousd political) ?

Yes No

3- Do you have heroes? (People you look up to or idolize.)

_Yes ____ No

4- How quick are you to advocate the use of force in dealing with intractable problems?
~ Quick ___ Slow

5- Are you drawn to martial ads boxingd hunting bodybdlding ?

Yes No

6- How often do you try to seek leaighip positions in your organizations or groups?

Often Sometimes Never



7- Are you in a profession which inhetly places you in a position of power over others?

For example are you a teacfiepsychotherapigt hypnotistphysicia® politiciand attorneyd
clergyd guruwd counselod pdice or military office® etc.?

Yes No

8- How hierarchical are you? Foraxple:
A-Do you like clearly defined roles based on ageank?

Yes No

Bd Do you like to be addressed by your title and/or do you like to address others by their titles:
'‘Doctor'd " Professold "Reverend" or "Fathed' "Senatord etc.?

Yes No

9- Do you emphasize power and strengtleveryday conversation: "the power of godthe
most powerful nation on Earté"'the need for strong leadership”he is a powerful peson"?

Yes No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 8

1. Yes No (2)

A. Yes No (2)

2. Yes No (2)

A. Yes No (2)

B. Yes No (2)

C. Yes No (2)

3. Yes No (2)

4. Quick Slow (2)
5. Yes No (2)

6. Often Sometimes (2) Never (1)
7. Yes No (2)

8.

A. Yes No (2)

B. Yes No (2)

9. Yes No (2)

Total:




Who are the power oriented?
People who believe in gods and almighties and saviors.

People who straggle for control in social cir@lesrganizationd churcl® government

People who are drawn to professions that are normally power oriented: fdiitisgesd
medicin® psychotherapy teachin@ religiond etc.

People who are instinctively drawn to leaders and authority figures and the powerful. Often
regardless of iddogy.

People who emphasize the need for "strong leadership."”
People who are quick to advocate the use of force in dealing with problems.
People who are attracted to firearms and to military parades and displays of military hardware.

People who are drawon American footba boxingd martial artsd bodybuilding and other
"sports” that emphasize strength and force.

People who have heroes and idols.
People who rationalize wrongdoings of a leader by ascribing blame to those around him or her.
People who like hi@rchy: title® rank® pecking orders.

People who are in awe of those in authority or in the limelight: politidigrig/sician® gurug
athletic champiors celebrities

People who frequently talk about "power" and "might" and "strength."

Where does power fixation come from?
The attraction to power is universal. Probably everyone has sotngialemve of and attraction
to power.

Is this veneration of power (authodyeadership strength) an ogrowth of our childhood
dependence on the power of our@ibtectiveparents? If this is the case then it is easy to see
why the powerful (gods and leaders and others) are comforting to so many adults. Power is
unconsciously identified with survival. Power means protection.

The pathological veneration of power may haventreénforced early in our evolution by the
survivatneed for dominant pack leaders (such as among primates) and still later absolute tribal
leaders. In the primitive setting autocratic leadership with its centralization of authority may
have been the moskpedient way to cope with threats of a hostile mmment.

Much of the present glorification of leaders and "hail to the chiedllisocieties may be a direct
throwback to our earliest tribal days.

Are we moving toward more or less concentration of power?

The trend in the world is away from power. We are steadily moving toward the decentralization
of poweB at all levels of all societies. This process is obviously more evident in postindustrial
societies.



In the United States and Canada for examplédl@ving deviations from centralization of
authority are evident:

0 Entire generations are growing up in reciprocal home environments with little of the
authoritarian parenting of the oldworld. Theseagations are growing up less in awe of
authority tha any previous generatiohdess inclined to hero worstipless poweioriented
less and less obsessed with leading or needing to be led. This trend is already evident in
youngsters' confident interactions with paréntsacherd other authority figures.

Theseconsensus generations cannot later be conditioned to tbarigu To them power will
never have a mystique.

0 Information has been one of the tools that has helped the powerful to monopolize power. The
more centralized the sources of information theexgowerful the centers of authority (fanély
churcl® governmend etc.). Thanks to the proliferation of modern comngation technology
information now flows in new ways. In telespheral societies in particular nearly everyone has
access to information. Yadon't have to go to the teacher for information or to the clergy or the
employer or the scientist or the government leaders. Simply activate one of the many print or
electronic outlets around you and the imfiation will pour oud as though out of a Niagar

People have not yet learned to access this new abundance. But it is just a matter of time.

For example computers now enable individual workers to obtain instant updates on all areas of
production and assist them in decision making. Information tleateatime was available only

to managers is now available to everyone. The new technology opens the way for self
management reducing the need for hierarchy.

Because of this confluence of psychological and informational factors (as well as the spread of
affluence) people are less and less submissive to and dependent on authority. There are still
flagrant imbalances in power everywhere. But the trend is toward reciprocity.

Isn't the central government growing bigger and more
powerful particularly in modern technological societies such

as the U.S.?

As information decentralizes the relative power of governments decline. As communication
grows more powerful people grow more powedujovernments lose power.

In a communicatiofintensive environment governmerabers are more exposed to public
scrutiny and censure than ever. More vulnerable to public pressure.

This is particularly evident in telespheral societies such as the United States where the
government increasingly reacts to pressures for change thaipuilutside the political arena.

Since the earl§960sthe most profound transformations in the United States have been
spearheaded and sustained by peoptsidegoverrment. For example the civil rights
movemend the women's moveend the sexual liber&dnd the consumer crusadehe
biological revolutio® the environmental movemeénthe leisure ethi@ the workers'
participation movement the peace movement.

These and other movements have generated vastseciahomiod political changes.

No less noteworthy ithe fact that these upheavals unfolded during successive conservative
administrations of th&970sand thel980sthat were largely opposed to these movemdiits.



point here is that government no longer always sets the pace and is less and less effective i
stopping or slowing down the massive recontextings going on everywhere.

Those who still look to government as the principal driving force for progress do not understand
the new realities of postindustrial society.

There have been no "strong leaders'him tnited States (and West European countries) in
recent decades mainly because the decentralized environment is not hospitable to "strong
leaderships."

The U.S. presidency may be more visible than ever and there may be more pomp and pageantr)
surroundingt. But this must not be confused with power.

The American presidency is slowly evolving into a ceremonial po8itickke the monarchies in
West European countries. By the @ed or third decade of the new century presidential elections
in the U.S. will pobably have about as much significance as today's Academy Awards. Thanks
to national television presidential elections will pebly grow more glitzg but they will have

less and less substance.

In fact national elections in the U.S. and other technoltigiadvanced nations are already less
and less reflective of the ideological mood of the country.

The longrange direction is toward electronic democracy: publiciopipollsd referenduma
"direct legislation” via ballots and progitions. In other wordgoting on issue$ not for
individuals. (For more on this please see Mor@rideology. Also my bookTelespheres.)

Who then are the most "powerful” people in a country such

as the U.S.?
This is increasingly an anachronistic question.

The powerful are ntonger only those in traditional positions of power: government ledders
corporate headspress lordd media eecutives. The powerful are also the millions of people
whose daily crossertilization helps create neinformation environmenthat make it possle

to bring about change.

In a sense then everyone in a postindustrial society is powerful.

The major catalyst is telecommunicai@omwhich is in everybody's hands. Everyone is pushing
buttons.

What about titles and rank and other trappings of hierarchy?
"Titles flatter the mediocre and embarrass the really gteddte George Bernard Shaw.

The new technology is playing havoc with hierarchy. Neither the mediocre nor the really gifted
need to be embarrassed.



MONITOR 9

How Competitive Are You?

1- Do youspeak in competitive terms? For example:

A-"He is the most brilliant man here.” "This is the best country in the world."
______Often _ Sometimes

B-Do you use such terms as "She is a winner." "He is a loser"?
______Often _ Sometimes

C-Do you enphasize awards: "He is a Nobel Prize winner." "She is ditwe Pulitzer Prize
winner"?

______Often _ Sometimes

D-Do you tend to grade: "This coart wasasix." "Sheisanine"?
______Often _ Sometimes

2- Is it important to you to "win" disussions?

Yes No

A-Is it important to you to prove that you are right?

Yes No

3- How rivalrous are you with your dibgs (brothers and sisters)? Your parents? Offspring?
Friends? Cdéagues?

Very Mildly
4- Do you emphasize grades in your studies?
Yes No

A-Do you push (your) children to aim for high grades?

Yes No

5- Do you like tocompetan games and sports?

Yes No

A-Do you keep score?

Yes No

B-Do you playto win or to have fun?

Win Fun Both



6- Do you enjoy watching competitive sports?

Yes No

A-Does it matter to you who wins?

Yes No

7- Do you compete in or enjoy waicly such events as Academy AwasdEmmyAwardd
beauty contesfis TV talent contests music competitiond etc.?

Yes No

8- Are you overjoyed when someone close to you wins a competitive event?
Yes No

9- Do you feel sad foanyonewho loses a competitive event (other tifiaend or home team)?

Yes No

10-How important is it to you to be "No. 1" in your field?
Important Not important
A-Do you admire people or groutigt strive to be No. 1?

Yes No

B-Does it matter to you whether oot your country is No. 1 in argrea?

Yes No

11-Is competition a good thing a stimulus to growth?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 9

1.
A.  Often _ Sometimes(2)
B.  Often __ Sometimes(2)
C.  Often __ Sometimes(2)
D.  Often _ Sometimes(2)

2. Yes __ No(2

A._ Yes ___ No(2

3. Very __ Midly(2)

4. Yes ___ No(2)

A._ Yes __ No(2

5.  Yes __ No(2

A._ Yes ___ No(2

B. Win Fun2) _ Both

6. Yes __ No(2)

7. Yes _ No(2

8.  Yes __ No(2

9. Yef2) _ No

10. _ Important __ Not important(2)

A._ Yes ___ No(2
____Yes ___ No(2

11. Yes No(2)

Total:




Is competition a spur to human progress?
There is an old myth that competition helps us move forward. The fact is that we have advanced
to this stage not because we have had to codgmtemainly because we have had
cooperate.

We compete because we are too dumb to know any better.

Unable to outgrow competitiveness we héve desperatiod glorified and institutionalized it.
We have made a virtue out of a crude wasteful behavior that goes back to our earliest primate
origins.

Today more than ever competition is divisive and inefficient. In the age of nuclear overkill
competition can be downright suicidal.

How and why is competition antifuture?

0 Competition fosters an adversarial atmosphere that often leads to sttesha@st of
diseased including fatal heart attacks.

In their pioneering booKype A Behavior and Your Hedt. Meyer Friedman and Dr. Ray M.
Rosenmat® two cardiologistd note that ninetyeight percent of heart attack victims score high
on the "Type A" rahg scale. Type A behavior is described as compefitideivend

aggressivé achievemenbriented. Some typical Type A claateristics:

sScheduling more and more activities into less and less time.

A Becoming unduly irrit atiekdsmangtooskwly. vi ng be
A Making a fetish of always being on ti me.
A Having difficulty sitting and doing nothi
A Pl aying near Bygverewhenplgyingvatimaildrero wi n

The cardiologists point out that much of the socialization in Ameoistefs Type A patterds
for example the belief that you have to be No. 1.

It is not difficult to see how antisurvival competition is. What is the good of beating outdthers
being a winned if the result is that you are driven to alcoholism or ddugkers back
problems or drogping dead of a heart attack at the age of fosy?

0 Highly competitive individuals are so mobilized to beat out rivals that they hardly have time to
broaden their interests and skills. Iwarld of interdependent disciplines this osgecialization
soon affects the quality of their performances.

Common examples are highly driven musicéarestor® dancerd athlete® business

peopld attorneys. They are all so obsessed with winning that they block out everything else.
The result is the ordimensional person with whole areas of personality and intellect
conspicuously undeveloped.

Spend an afternoon with a higlowered attorney or corporateeexitive or physician who makes
say two hundred thousand dollars a year. You will be dazzled vistpéhson's specialized
competence. But shift to any other field and you will be dumbfounded by this person's
barrenness.

A classical example is the tennis player John McEnroe. Here is a person so obsessed with
winning that he is often driven to pathe@mtrums and abuse during matches.



How valuable is competition when it stunts our emotional andectakl growth? What price
winning?

0 Highly competitive people rarely even enjoy what they do. For example youngsters who are
pushed to excel in musaften end up hating music. Students pressured to get good grades at
school may never develop the joy of learning.

"How are your youngsters doing at school?"
"My son is straight A's. My daughter had three A's and two B's."”

Why tell me their grades? | just wanted to know if theyeajeyingtheir education and what
they are learning.

"How was your tennis today?"
"Terrible. 1 lost two out of three sets."

Damn it. Did | ask you for the score? Did | ask you whether you woost? | just wanted to
know if youenjoyedhe tennis or had a good workout.

We have forged fiercely competitive environments that fostertequroductive motivations.
Not the joy of playing or learning or growing or creating. But the drive to beat loertsot

When people succumb to the pressures of competition and cheat to win or throw tantrums or get
drunk we ostracize them.

o0 Competition is particularly inefficient because it leads to @apilbn. Scores of research
centers compete fiercely to developurefor a disease. Often they all go through the same
expensive time&onsuming research. How much more quickly cures would be found if they all
collaborated.

Such wasteful duplication exists within and among organizaiocsrporation§ government
agencied nations.

In politics several candidates with indistinguishably similar ideologies will compete for a
specific office. If these people were genuineligmested in promoting their ageiddaather than
themselved they would designate one candidate to regmetheir ideology and the others
would lend support.

It is chiefly because we compete and do not collaborate enough that maoig ageblems are

still with usd for example undernourishment and poverty. If we competed less and collaborated
more we couldrisure abundance for dliwe could all enjoy more leisudewe could more

rapidly find ways to extend the human life span. When we say that "politics" stand in the way
what we often mean is that competitiveness stands in the way.

Far from stimulating progresompetition actually slows it down.

Doesn't competition encourage the "best" in society to

surface and in so doing promote general welfare?
This is a fallacy. What is generally considered the "best" or "number one" is often the mediocre.
What has the greast appeal to the greatest number of people is rarely "the best" that a society
produces.



In creating a competitive environment we allow the people and the products with the greatest
mass appeal to rise to the top. We mistake popularity for quality. Wip $alse standards that
undervalue those qualities (such as creativity and originality) that most stimulate progress.

It is often the mediocre student who gets straight A's. The truly gifted creative student is usually
bored with school and rarely getsoggrades.

It is often the mediocre bureaucrat who rises to the top. People who are imaginative and have
original ideas rarely become corporate heads.

It is often the mediocre film that wins the Academy Award. Often the mediocre TV program that
wins EmmysFilms and TV programs that break new ground often cannot find distributors and
rarely win recognition.

It is often the mediocre book that wins awards and lands osetlestists. Seminal or avant
garde books often cannot find publishers and if pubdisheely gain recognition right away.

In the field of futurism (longange planning) the few books that land on {sedier lists are
notd as one would expettbooks that have anything new to present. Rather they are books that
skillfully package ideas th&iave been around a dozen years or more.

It is often the mediocre who become presidents and prime ministers and cabinet members and
senators and governors and mayors and judges. People with high intelligence and high ideals dc
not as a rule subject themsedvto the crass machinations inherent in running for political office.

Take the United States for example: can you think of more than two or three U.S. presidents
during the entire twentieth century who had above average intelligence?

Turn off the blindingspotlights and what you will find are some ordinary individuals. Driven
and ambitioud but ordinary.

When people here say that in America any youngster can grow up to become president what the
are really saying is that in America anyone can ridertediocity.

I have no quarrel with mediocrity. Mediocrity is part of the process. The mediocre help
implement advances brought on by progressive forces.

My quarrel is with the myth that competition stimulates progress. Competition promotes
mediocrity.

Thedriving forces of human progress are creatityiginalityd imaginatio® inventiveness.
These are not attributes that usually win popularity contests or are touted as the "best.”

If we do not have competition how can we ever know who is
besth reaiiy best?
Why do we ever need to know who is best in anything?

Why do we ever need to know who is the most beadtifae most intelliger@ the most
successful the most talented?

Why do we ever need to know who is the brigliiette fastest the strongest the sexiest
the richest?

Why do we ever need to know what the best film is or the besthbWw or the best book or the
best music or the best restaurant or the best country?



Why do we constantly pit people against one another?

Why do we have to have winners and losers?

For every winner we create scores of losers. For no reason at all.

This relentlessly competitive environment serves no useful purpose. Above all it proves nothing.

The fact is that there is no such thing as the "best." There is no such thing as the most
attractived the most intelliger@ the most tanted.

There is no such thing as the best performer. No best director. No best writer. No best architect.
No best physicist. No best pianist or violinist.

There is no best anything.
Most human activities cannot lguantified for accurate comparisons.

Then too this obsession with ratings trivializes everything. Walize learning trivialize
intelligencé trivialize creativityd trivialize science and art and business and politics and sports.
We trivialize humanelations.

The annual Academy Awards presentations highlighted with much fanfare on global television
are an example of the trivialization of ctigdy and entertainment.

Hundreds of actofs director® producerd others involved in the making of films attetiebse
ceremonies in formal clothes. (Perhaps theonsense attire is intended to lend some
sophistication to this lsécally aggressive vulgar affair.) Awards for the "best” this and the "best"
that are bestowed and ravenously accepted with patheticragia.

This offensive annual display unleashed on the world trivializes the lovely magical world of
cinema.

Why reduce everything to competition? Why childrenize and nudatip people by bestowing
and denying rewards?

One day in the coming decadeas weevolve into more intelligent peo@ewe will look back
with embarrassment at such imbeciliaea as the Academy Awardshe Emmy Awardd the
Nobel Prize Award$ the Olympic Games the Miss Universe Contest . . .

Praise and reinforcement are certainly neabgs8But why at the expense of others?

It is one thing to say "You are an admirable scientist" (or artist or whatever). It is quite another
thing to proclaim to the world that "You are thest."

Decades ago psychologists made us aware of the injuriousr@iing siblings against one

another. Enlightened parents stopped thecaddjdabit of manipulating their children by

comparing them with one another: "Your sister is prettier than you. Your brother is much smarter
than you will ever be. . . ."

If it i s obvious to us now that such manipulative parenting undermines tioesidfence of
children and engenders lifelong aggressiveness and bitterness why do we persist in perpetuating
such competitiveness in other areas of our lives?

Some people in Califora have created noncompetitive games and sports. The object of these
activities is to help people collaboréterather than compedeto keep a game going. We have



introduced such ntose games to our Futurist picnics in Los Angeles. They have been fun and
stimulating.

We all need to incorporate this collaborative spirit in all areas of our activities.

Isn't the whole world competitive? Why single out

Americans?

It is said that New Yorkers were very disappointed recently when they learned that their city is
the second dirtiest in the world. They always like to be No. 1.

Americans certainly did nabhventcompetition. People the world over have been competitive
since the days we swung from trees. For example the Soviet Union which attempts to
deemphasize compion in many phases of its socialized economy is nevertheless a highly com
petitive society. Contests pervade all areas of Soviet life: piano compétitoatist

competition® literary contes®® chess contests. Soviet and other East European athletes are
encouraged and heavily subsidizédto train for Olympic and other international competitions.
How ironic that socialist societies that strive to protect their people from suofittaé-fittest
economics nevertheless hound them to beat out others in ecwiegstitions.

Americans on the other hand haapularized competition by packaging all kinds of activities
into moneymaking competitive enterprises: beauty pagéatatent contests quiz programad
televised award presentatiénsven fiercely fought lucrate political campaigns that drag on
for a year or two.

Impressionable people around the planet have imported theseriglaghcompetitive
packaged raising the stress level in their societies.

America has been a creativénnovatived progressive society nbecause of its capitalist
glorification of competitiod but mainly beause of the crodertilization and collaboration of
millions of people of diverse cultures.



MONITOR 10

How Affluent Are You?

1- Are you wealthy? (in the U.S. hous#dsearning more than $200,000 per year)
Yes No

2- Are you affluent? (more than $50,000 per year)

Yes No

3- Are you part of the "working majoritg’ not welloff but modestly comfortable? (more than
$25,000 a year for singfgerso® more than $35,000 for family of four)

Yes No

4- Are you poor? (less than $6,000 per year for single pérsess than $11,000 a year for
family of four)

Yes No

5- Are you part of a family or network of friends that shaesources aabling you to upgrade
your life?

Yes No

6- Can ondive a modern lifé high vales and higitechd on low income?

Yes No

7- Do you have resistances to affluence? For example:
A-Do you feel that you deserve to struggied be poor?

Yes No

B-Do you think there is too great an emphasis on material Fs883

Yes No

C-Do you feel guilty about your fifience?
Often Sometimes Never
8-Are you a liberated rich? For exafe:

A-Do you have much leisure time: wddssthan six hours a déy four days a week eight or
nine months a year?

Yes No

Bd Do you have runaway retreats?

Yes No

C-Do you sometimes use a helitepto commute?



Yes No

D4 Is your work creative or challeigy?

Yes No

E-Are your home and work emanments higktech?

Yes No

F- Do you often travel for pleasure?

Yes No

G-Is there much gaiety in your life?

Yes No

H-Do you generously share youflaénce? (gift§ treat® convivialityd donation$
contributionsd support for your ideals)

Yes No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 10

1. Yes(2) No

2. Yes(2) No

3. Yes(2) No

4. Yes(2) No

5. Yes(2) No

6. Yes(2) No

7.
A. Yes(2) No
B. Yes(2) No
C. Often Sometimes(2) Never(1)

8.

A. Yes(2) No

B. Yes(2) No

C. Yes(2) No

D. Yes(2) No

E. Yes(2) No

F. Yes(2) No

G. Yes(2) No

H. Yes(2) No

Total:



Who are the liberated rich?
People who can afford to have high values and-tegh. People who rarely havedompete for
anything. People who seldom rdskwho are perpetually flex. People who rarely experience
stress.

People who only do work they lodeat their own paa® in their own way with compatible
collaborators. People who live close to their ideals.

People wib have the resources and the time to give generously to the world.
People who are always teleconnected via onbody telecom.
People who helicopter on short tréksupersonic on long hauls.

People who have many attractive liftoff/landing pads: apartmentgicity¢ houses in the
countryd hotel® resort® Club Med$ cruises.

People who translive in a global environment: global network of friends and assba@#ibal
teleconferencing global traved global overviewd global loyalties.

People who can on short notice demvous with friends or loveds anywhere on the planet.
"How about dinner in Saint Tropez tonight?"

People with a psychology of abundance. People who are well aware of the abundance in the
universe and who live a life of abundance: abundanitiateundantesourced abundant
growthd abundant creativiy abundant generosityabundant fun.

Today's liberated rich are forerunners of twelintst-century people.

Who are the slow-growth poor?

The wealthy who live modestly and share nothing. They might as well beTpmirs is a
stagnant wealth. Wealth without joy. Wealth without growth.

People who think poor. Those who always talk about scarcity and limits to growth and deficits
and overruns and sacrifices.

The chronically poor in affluent societies. People with obsitalents who remain poor because
of guilt about affluenc@ deflated selimaged selfdeniab pathological dependency on
other® unwillingness to givé or just unintelligent management of personal life.

Can one have high values and high-tech on iow income?

in other words can one be poor and enjoy a progressive life?
You cannot live a modern life on a premodern income.

You cannot be poor and live a progressive life.

If you are chronically poor you will inevitably remain trapped in yesterday values and &festyl
You will not be able to create anveronment that will allow you to be noncompeting
generoud leisurelyd fluidd mobiled globald diversified fulfilled.



If you are chronically poor you are probably also time poor. You are4blalekl in a struggle
for sunival and can hardly be creative and innovative.

If you are chronically poor you inevitably deploy yesterday teamolA lowtech environment
invaribly means drudgedy monobnyd hardworkd wasté sacrifice.

Poverty slows down growtlpsychologicad sociab intellectua® economi® political.
Poverty is regressive.

Affluence is progressive.

How can | live a modern life if | do not have independent
resources and am unwilling to work hard and compete to

make money?
Traditionally when peopledve needed financial assistance for college or a new car or a better
hous@® they have gone to the family.

If family is not a viable support for you there is an altern&tigeNetwork of Friends. If you do
not have the money or the income to upgrade youcidate a Network of Shared Affluence.

For example if you cannot afford an attractive place of your own pool resources with two or
three or more people and rent or buy an attractive apartment or house. This is called Shared
Housing and more and more peopfall ages are doing it.

If you need to drop out of work for a while but cannot afford to do so improvise arrangements
with two or more friends. Take turns fgsting one another while each takes time off to coast or
travel or studyor rechargdatteries. (Twancome homes are doing tBisvhy not a fowincome
network?)

If you have a good income but still cannot afford your own helicdpsdare one. More and
more people are doing this.

If you cannot afford your own runaway house in the countrybtoenresources with others and
rent such a place. Tens of thousands of people are already doing this in Hawaii and California
and the Hamptons (on Long Island/New York) and in the Caribbean and on the French Riviera.

Sharing and networking and bartering #ne waves of the future.

Create Networks of Shared Affluence.

Why is affluence the way of the future?
“Let me first remind you of the obviouws"wrote John M. Keynes the English economist during
the depth of the Great Depression. ' 'The large mass ofgimpuin the world is living much
better than ever."

The farther back we go in history the poorerailevere. The more we advance into the future
the more affluent more and more of us grow.

By the standards of 1850 very nearly everyone in a postindusidedty today is affluent. By
the standards of 2050 everyone today is @omren the wealthy.

Everywhere in the world people are better off today than ever. This is clearly reflected in hard
statistics:



Lowest infant mortality in history.

Lowest adult modility everywhere in the world.

Highest life expectancy everywhere.

Greatest surplus of food in the world.

Slowest rate of population growth in decades.

More telecommunication hardw#resven in poor countries.

More people traveling voluntarily around thernpda (1.3 billion anually).

If at times it appears that some less developed areas are sliding or standingistilecause we
regard those areas from the vantage point of late twentieth century. Even the poorest countries
are making headway. If you haany doubts contact an information outléor example the

United Nations librar§ and obtain playbacks of where these societies were thirty or forty years
ago.Still there is much poverty in our world. Even one single umal@tished person anywhere

iS onetoo many.

Anyone who knows the compositions of our continents and oceans and the solar system and the
galaxies knows full well that we live in a universe of limitless abundance.

There is still poverty in the world not because of scarce res@urbesbecase we haven't yet
developed the psychology and the economics to tap the cornucopia around us.

It is like living on a huge estate overflowing with provisions and righgst fighting over the
limited provisions in one tiny storeroom.

How ridiculous tofester in poverty and recessions and inflations amid all this glut of resources.
There is no scarcity. Only a psychology of scarcity. Only anstrinature of scarcity. .
But we are steadily breaking out of these anachronistic loops.

We are moving towarthore and more abundance. My projection (first made in the 1960s) is that
by around the third decade of the new centuryeall poverty will have phased out. All
humanity wherever we a@ will enjoy abundance.

How will this come about?

Limitless cheap engy: solad fusiond hydrogen fued etc. Limitless raw materials: from the
oceand earth's interiold moon® planet® asteroids.

Limitless time: indefinite life spans. Limitless space: solar system and beyond.
Limitless vision: postscarcity and postpuriasychobgy of aburdance.

We have enough resources to insure abundance for every one of us for millions and billions of
years. Abundance for as long as there is a universe.



MONITOR 11

How Ritualistic Are You?

1- Do you observe birthdays? (your own anditirers)

Yes No

2- Do you enjoy attending wedding eenonies?

Yes No

A-Engagements? Showers?

Yes No

3- Do you observe anniversaries? (your own and/or others)

Yes No

4- Do you observe mourning ritualshen someone close to you dies? (religious ser®ices
staying at hom& wakesd graveside visit® wearing black)

Yes No

5- Do you observe Mother's Day and Father's Day?

Yes No

6- Do you observe national holidays? For example:
A-Do youwatch or participate in paradestreet festivitied fireworks?

Yes No

B- Do you display the flag?
Yes No

7- Do you observe religious holidays? For example:
A-Christmas tree? Christmas car@&ft exchanges?

Yes No

B-New Year's Eve celebration?

Yes No

C-Turkey dinner on Thanksgiving?

Yes No

D-Do you go to a place of worshfphurctd templéd mosqué etc.) on major religious
holidays?

Yes No



8-Do you observe religious dfor sccial initiation events?
A-Communion? Christening? Bar mitzvah?
Yes No

B-Debutante's ball? Comiraut party?
Yes No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 11

1. Yes No(2)
2. A Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)
3. Yes No(2)
4. Yes No(2)
5. Yes No(2)
6. A. Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)
7. A Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)
C. Yes No(2)
D. Yes No(2)
8. A. Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)

Total:



Why rituals?
You can tell a lot about a culture by what it celebrates. Cultures that aierigased have
numerous rituals and ceremonraarking past events: births and deaths and martyrdoms of
prophets and saints as well as observances of regional and national historic events.

The oldworld was awash in rituals. Religious and tribal and national ceremonies helped
formalize and structurefé. They also helped lend color to otherwise drab and uneventful
existences.

Life in preagrarian and agrarian times was a relentless struggle for survival. People toeed hard
six or seven days a wekyear after year. Holidays were therefore welcoaspites. People
wore their "Sunday suits” and went out to celebrate or attend ceremonies at places of worship.

As we grow more fluid our need for rituals diminishes. Birthdays and annivefsaré®nal
and religious holidays lose their appeal. Peopldemsimpelled to repeat obligatory formulas
year after yead Merry Christmas. Happy New Year. Happy birthday. Happy . . .

Modern people's celebrations are increasingly based on voluntarism and spontaneity rather than
automatic adherence to repetitive abdtons. They may for example celebrate the completion

of a projecd the start of a new endeadothe joys of an ongoing romance or friendghip

new partnershipp a new home.

To most modern people very nearly every day is a delight. They are out in tivegeveeving
fun: partie® movie shows® discadhequed restauran® rendezvous with friends and lovers.
Weekends are often spent awagn trips or at runaway country houses.

We take all this for granted and forget that by standards of traditional societies we a
astonishingly hedonistic.

In our postpuritan times there is nothing special about Christmas or New Year's or other
traditional holidays. Every day is special.

Birthdays.
Birthdays are narcissisms left over from our childhoods. Fdriemted people afgorn and
reborn every day. Every day is a liftoff. Every day a new beginning.

Wedding ceremonies.

These are rituals that allow two people to announce to the world that they now "belong" to each
other. Weddings would be more honest if the bride and bodegypeed on each other to

establish their territory. "Keep out everybd@dthis is now my property."

Mother's Day and Father's Day.

For people who are usually mean to or dismissive of their péresiish observances allow
them the opportunity to be nice farleast one day. They can then revert to their habitual
patterns the rest of the year.

Imagine how many more businesses would prosper if we also had Daughter's Day and Son's Da
and Brother's Day and Sister's Day and Aunt's Day and Pet's Day. . . .

Annive rsaries.
| was invited to an anniversary party not long ago. Everyone went around saying how wonderful
it was that the guests of honor had been married to each other for fifty years. Fifty years.

"My wife and | have been married for fifty years," thesband said proudly in his speech. "We
have never been apart. We are very proud of what we have accomplished."



Everybody gave them a standing ovation.

The thought flashed on my screen: This is probably the last generation to celebrate a fiftieth
wedding aniversary. In the coming years living with the same pérsday in day oud for fifty
years will seem as odd as living in the same house for fifty years or staying at the same job for
fifty years.

Religious holidays.
In the cities of North America and Eumpround Christmas and other major holidays tens of
thousands of singles suffer from' 'holiday depi@s.” These people have no families to spend
certain holidays with.

Their mistake is that they try desperately to fit yesterday's traditions into toeljties. One of
these days they will have a consciousness shift. The realization will at last register that they are
no longer little children in 1948 or 1955 or 196¢hat they have outgrown family and religion

and do not need to celebrate holidays.tAdly have to do is go out and do what they do so well
with their friends all year lordly have fun.

National holidays.
National holidays are vulgar affairs that celebrate an anachrdrtisennation.

Every country still goes through the same-selfigratulabry ritual on these holidays. People
wave flags and sing patriotic songs to the fatherland. Prominent patriots get up and give speech
telling their fellow nationals why theirs is "the greatest country in the world."

| have observed such patriotic eveintscores of countries around the world. The speeches are
all alike. Simply change the name of the country and the same speech can be recycled for
delivery all over the planet.

If we want to celebrate together why not have a Global Day or a World Day?

Before long we will spread out across the solar system and some people will justly complain that
World Day is too chauvinistic.



MONITOR 12

How Creative Are You?
1- How do you assess yourself:

A0 Innovator: create new ideas and/ or directions?

B-Refiner: improve and streamline others' innovations?

C-Adapter: accept and go along with existing conditions?
2- Do you rely on precedengetradition® rules and regulatiods charters?
Often Sometimes Hardly ever

3- Do you tend to go along with degdn makers? (paredsteacherd8 employer§ clergyd
guru® political leader8 etc.)

Often Sometimes Hardly ever

4- Do you take risks? For example: new ideaew formatd new lifestylesd new
association new directions.

____ Often _ Sometimes __ Hardly ever

5- Does your home environmentaaurage questionidgcross fertiizationd initiative?
_____Often _ Sometimes __ Hardly ever

6- Does your work environment stidatie innovatiord creativityd originalityd imagination?
____ Often _ Sometimes __ Hardly ever

7- How do you rate your life in the flolwing areas:

A. Telecommunication?

Rich Moderate Poor
B. Travels?

Rich Moderate Poor
C. Leisure?

Rich Moderate Poor
D. Gatherings?

Rich Moderate Poor
E. Seminars?

Rich Moderate Poor
F. Discussion groups?

Rich Moderate Poor

8-How creative are you when thimg ahead?



A-A NASA official recently said that by 2035 it probably won't make sense for a woman on a
lunar or Martian colony to return all the way to Earth to have a baby.

Probably accurate Probably false

B-It has often been projected tht 2020 the swibelt regions of the world will be the most
populous because millions of retirees will continue to pour in from northern areas.

Probably accurate Probably false

C-The World Bank recently pyected that the Earth's populatiomyndouble to ten billion by
2050. Most of the increase will take place in poorer countries.

Probably accurate Probably false

Answer sheet: MONITOR 12

1.

A (2

B. (1)

C.

2. Often Sometimes(1) Hardly ever(2)
3. Often Sometimes(1) Hardly ever(2)
4. Often(2) Sometimes(1) Hardly ever
5. Often(2) Sometimes(1) Hardly ever
6. Often(2) Sometimes(1) Haader

7.

A. Rich(2) Moderate(1) Poo

B. Rich(2) Moderate(1) Poo

C. Rich(2) Moderate(1) Poo

D. Rich(2) Moderate(1) Poo

E. Rich(2) Moderate(1) Poo

F. Rch(2) Moderate(1) Poo

8.

A. Probably accurate (2) Probably false

B. Probably accurate Probably false(2)

C. Probably accurate Probably false(2)
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Who is creative?
People who generalilghallenge and deviate from established patterns. People who look at things
in new ways. People who do not accept limitations.

People who fantasize and allow their fantasies to materialize in the real world.

Progressives revolutionaried visionaries. (As aule people who rely on precedence and
traditions are not likely to be creative. They are better at implementing and interpreting.)

Scientist®d inventor® designerd architect® plannerd filmmakersd writersd artists

composerd comedians. (Some fieldsmand &ad stimulate creativity more than others. But not
everyone in the creative fields is necessarily creative. For example many scientists and architect
are refiners and adapters rather than innovators. By the same token there is the potential for
creativityin relatively noncreative fields. For example preparing and serving meals in new ways
or acting creatively to defuse differences with people.)

What are the stimulants to creativity?
It is difficult to be precise about creativityhow much of it is inheritednd how much learned.
Several conditions have been shown to develop and stimulate creativity:

d An environmend particularly early home environménthat errourages free unrestricted
thinkingd questioning innovating.

0 An environment that encourages peopléte initiatives.

0 Intelligence is a variable that is necessary for creativity in some areas such as thedsciences
but not as essential in other fields such as the arts.

0 Updated information.

d -A dynamic environmeid open and evechanging. Global telecommicatiord global
traveB gatherings with people of diverse backgrounds and intéredtshese stimuli can light
up your switchoard with new ideas.

0 Leisure is indispensable to creativity. Poor regions of our world are not as a rule fertile
environments focreativity mainly because everyone is locked in a struggle for survival. In more
affluent societieshe creative are as a rule people who enjoy a balanced ratio of leisure and fun
and work. Creative scientigtsnritersd artist® others instinttvely know the value of leisure.

They do their work then go off and freefall: a walk on the béagllrive in the countrysidea

nap a tennis gante a trip. While their system is idling ideas percolate in their heads. People
who rush around or overload are rarely creative

Why is creativity increasingly vaiued?
Creativity was not always highly regarded. In the past people were admired for knowing the
religious books and other ancient teachings by heart. Artists as a rule prided themselves in
faithfully copying and keepinglive ageold designs and imageries and music.

The oldworld valued interpretéysrevivalist® adapters.

As a rule creativity and originality were viewed as heresy armbdiaged. The truly creative
thinker® reformer® artist® others struggled imhospitable climates. Many gained fame long
after their deaths.



To this day most North American and European industries value employees who are content to
do their work and not rock the boat. Until now this worked well because employees were not
inclinedto be imovative.

But things are changing. Creativity is valued more and more. For example U.S. corporations
such as Kodak and IBM and government agencies have set up "offices of innovation" and
"creativity workshops" to help employees develop creatkiltss "Creativity training” itself is

big business.

In the coming years creativity and innovation will be valued assets in all areas of telespheral life.
Here are some of the reasons:

0 Samuel M. Ehrenhalt regional commissioner of the United States Bureau of Labor Statistics
in New Yorkd writes: "We are approaching a historic moment in American economic
development. [By around 1990] the number of professional, managerial and technieakwor
will exceed the number of blemdllar workers. That will mark the end of an era that began in the
early days of the 20th century, when manual workers succeeded farm workers as the most
numerous group among the employed . . . While the workers oétheconomy are diverse,

what is common to most is the requirement for education and training, a broader latitude for
creativity, independent thought and action . . . Their stock in trade is knowledge, their working
tools, ideas™

0 Today's young employeestering the job market are betteuedted and more demanding
than workers in the past. These neweagations grew up in reciprocal home and school
environments where their opinions and initiatives were valued. They respond to coldsensus
leadership'Workers' participation movements" and "pagtgiory management" are efforts
toward workers' greater involvementah areas of the work environment. These young people
have highech attention spans and will not long put up with passive noncreatike wo

0 In our age of rapid recontextings idéagolicie® product® designs degrade quickly. To
develop new designs and new products corporations spend billions yearly on research and
developmerd which in turn rely on imagination and inventiveness. Governmagancies also

spend large sums of money setting up "brainstorming sessions" to come up with new ideas and
policies for dealing with a rapidly changing world environment. Here again creativity is the most
valued asset.

o0 Finally more and more routine work now performed by smart machines: compdters
supercomputefs expert systenss -ultraintelli-gent systems (A§ automated office machinés

robots. These nthines are getting smarter every day. In a few years they will perform most
bureaucrati® manageria secreariald administrativé clerical functions. They will execute

these tasks more efficiently and rapidly than human workers. The telespheral economy will need
fewer and fewer people for repetitive noncreative jobs. The attributes that are increasingly valuec
are innovatio® imaginatior® creativity.

How creative are you when thinking ahead?
Planning for the future is a creative process. You have to beni@imed in many fields and
know techniques of forecasting. But you also have to be imaginative and créhéuvaree
guestions here measure normative aspects of creativity.

Question 1. Is the NASA official accurate in his forecast that by 2035 a woman on a lunar or a
Martian colony will probably not need to come back to Earth to have a baby?

This is actually anrrelevant question. A singigack.



By 2035 not only will there be large colonies of people on the moon and od Maos of other
advances will have been made:

A By 2035 women will not carry babies in th
asexualnseminatio® embryo transfér surogate mothering frozen embryos. We will have

total in vitro repraluction (ectogenesis). The entire process of fertilization and gestation will take
place in wholesome synthetic wombs. We may also reproduce through cloning

A By 2035 reproduction will be totally prep
will lead to crosdertilization of the best features of different donors (mosaic births).

In 2035 therefore where anyone will be will have no bearing on raptioa.

Question 2. It has often been projected that the-beit regions of the world will be the most
populous in 2020 because retirees from the north will keep pouring in. Is this accurate?

The answer is no.

A I'n 2020 we wi |Anyrdgianwkthe planktavitl be siaettcesivitchion e s .
abundant sunshine. There will be no "sun belt."

A "Retirement" will be an alien concept. Re
will enable people to stay vigorous inaetely.

A We wi eéntyoffieswres Bupwe will not converge on any one region of the planet. The
most popular vacation places may not even be on Earth.

Question 3. Is the World Bank accurate in its projection that the Earth's population will reach
ten billion in 2050 and #t most of the increase will take place in "poorer countries"?

This projection has several flaws:

A I'n 2050 there will be an Earth popul ati on
will permanently live away from this planet. Population iase will not be an issue.

A There wildl be no "poorer ¢ oudadnlydodigentdland n 2
hemispheric units. And no "penty" because today's global economy still in its early stages will
by then have matured and phaseitlthe imbalances of wealth that exist today.

People who make projections such as the three examples given here are not familiar with the
dynamics of progress. Most projections are clumsy extrapolationgdaag'sconditions. They

are as off target aggdictions made by "authorities" decades ago. For example John Foster
Dulles the U.S. secretary of state indicated in 1954 that "Japan should not expect to find a big
U.S. market because the Japanese do not make the things we want."

Then there was the pident of the Michigan Bank who in 1903 advised his clients not to invest
in the automobile: "The horse is here to stay, but the automobile is only a Boadhy."



MONITOR 13

How Emotional Are You?

How much emotion (feeling) do youvest in youtinteractions and beliefs? For example:
1- What part does "love" play in your life?

A-How much do you love your family?

_ _Intensly _ Warmly

B- How much do you love your lover or spouse?

_ _Intensly _ Warmly

Cd How much do you love your catry? (how patriotic)
___Intensly _ Warmly

D-How much do you love your god? (how devout)

_ Intensly _ Warmly(If it all)

E- How much do you love your atit group or race?

_ _Intensly _ Warmly

F-How loyal are you to your piti cal organization or party?
_____Intensly __ Middly

2- How strong are your hatreds?

A-How many people do you teely hate in your personal life?
__Many _ Afew ___ None

B- How strongly do you hate certain prominent people?
__Inteny  Middly __ Notatall

Co How strongly do you hate mdyars of other ideological groups (rigivtngersd
communistd conservatived liberal® etc.) ?

Intensly Middly Not at all

D-How strongly do you hate certamationalitie® race$® ethnic groups (Blacks Jewsd
Arabsd Russiand Latingd Germans etc.)?

Intensly Middly Not at all
3- What part does anger play in your life?
A-How often are you angry at pagle?

Often Sometimes Rarely



Bd How often do you fight with pgue?
Often Sometimes Rarely

C-How often do you "dump” your anger (from elsewhere) on your towpousé familyd col-
leagues?

____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

D-How often do ya have major explosions?

____ Rarely

E- How strong is your need to pish or retaliate?
_____Strong ___ Mild

F-How long do you harbor anger and feelings of vengeance?
_ _Forever  long __ Brief

Gd How quickly do you resolve cdiicts?

_ Quickly _ Slowly

4- How often are you involved in suddlitigationsd disputes ?
_____Often _ Rarely __ Never

5- How strong are your fears?

___Verystrong _ Strong ____ Mild

A-Do you fear many people?

_ Yes &

B-Do you fear certain groups (m@&mwomerd minoritie®d etc.)?
__Yes __ No

6- How often are you sad?

______Often __ Sometimes

A-How often do you weep?

_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

7- How often do you feel jealousy in yorgmances or marriage?
_____Often __ Sometimes

8- How competitive are you at ho@eschoob workd sport® politics ?

Highly Mildly



9-How excited do you feel watching a contest in which a person or team you are close to is

involved?

Hidnly Mildly
10-How quickly are your feelings hurt?

Very quickly Quickly Slowly

Answer sheet: MONITOR 13

1.
A. Intensly Warmly(2)
B. Intensly Warmly(2)
C. Intensly Warmly(2)
D. Intensly Warmly(2)(If it all)
E. Intensly Warmly(2)
F. Intensly Mildly(2)
2.
A. Many A few(1) None(2)
B. Intensly Middly(1) Not at all(2)
C. Intensly Middly(1) Not at all(2)
D. Intensly Middly Not at all(2)
3.
A. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
B. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
C. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
D. Often Sometimes(1) Rargly(2
E. Strong Mild(2)
F. Forever Long Brief(2)
G. Quckly(2) Slowly
4. Often Rarely(1) Never(2)
5. Very strong Strong(1) Mild(2)
A. Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)
6. Often Sometimes(2)
A. Often Sometimes(2) Never
7. Often Sometimes(2)
8. Highly Mildly(2)
9. Highly Mildly(2)
10. Very quickly Quickly Slowly(2)

Total:




What are emotions?

Emotions are lowgrade intelligence. Emotions are the mental andH@mical responses we
developed in the earliest stages of our evolution to help us cope with the environment.

Emotions and intelligence are in fact part of the samérmaum.

For example the emotion we call love is basically an intelligent response. We cherish love
precisely because it has survival value. If love could talk it would say: "l love my mother
because my very survival depends on her." In our adult livesawe is transferred to other
attachmenbbjects such as husband or wifloverd motherland.

There is nothing mystical or spiritual about love. Make no mistake aldoldvie is pragmatié
calculating selfserving.

Vengefulness also has a rationality. Ifeutd talk it would say: "I have to destroy this person
otherwise he/she will <;ome back andtiey me."

Throughout evolution we have valued emotions because emotions have helped us in our struggl
for survival. At one time we valued bravery because bfigiters protected the tribe. We

valued loyalty and possessiveness because these and other emotions helped insure the
cohesiveness within our nests (fanilyribed nation).

Primitive survival emotions still dominate our lives because we are still fragiéanmms. What
are some of these powerful emotions? ldVeated fea® raged loyaltyd vindictivenes8d
territorialityd jealousyy competitiveness.

As our societies grow more complex our survival needs change and therefore the emotions we
value change also.

For exampd the emotions that have long helped sustain family will be less and less useful in the
hyperfluid worlds ahead. Possessiver@egsalousy) sexual loyalty are steadily giving way to
fluidity. Constancy and possessivengdsaditionally appreciated as evidexscof a'deeply

loving and feeling” persan are now increasingly perceived as indicative of insecurity and
addictiveness.

Emotions that at one time led to stability now lead to pain and disruption.

At one time we admired the person who had strong conveitiomho was prepared to fight and

even die for them. Today we regard such people as crackpots and fanatics. We now value peopl
who can see all sides of an issue and who are well aware that no one has a monopofy on truth
that in fact there are no absoluteeternal truths.

Then too our newly developed weapons of mass destruction have ushered in a new survival
equation. Chauviniséh xenophobié self-righteousness competitiveness far from protecting
us in the new global environméntan now terminate us all.

We ae no longer fighting with bows and arrows. We have to unlearn the habits of millions of
years. Emotions that at one time had a rationale (intelligence) are now suddenly suicidal.
Ethniad raciab national lowlties have to give way to a new emotioglobal byalty.



If we attempt to repress or tamper with our emotions is
there not the danger that we may turn into cold unfeeling

people?
| have news for you. We are already cold and unfeélimgthe eyes of premodern peoplée
don't think of ourselves as colddhanfeeling but this is how we are perceived by people at a
less advanced stage in history.

Someone from an agrarian society (or an early twentietitury American) observing late
twentiethcentury life would say:

"How cold and estranged you all are. Yaan't marry and settle down before you are twenty.
Instead you have numerous lovers. Millions of you in your thirties and forties and fifties have
never married and have no children. How is this possible? Where are your feelings?

"You don't even stay in yo ancestral villages or towns. Many of you don't even remain in your
homelandd where you belong. Instead you go and live far away across the world among total
strangers. Where are your loyalties? How cold and impersonal late tweamidthy life is."

By the same token life in the twemrtfiyst century may appear cold and estranged to us today. But
when we arrive in the futudein a new context we will think of ourselves as warm and

friendly beings. We will look back at the final decades of the twenteitucy astonished at

how emotional and insecure we all were.

Is the trend then toward more or less emotion and feeling?
The evolutionary trend is toward greater intelligence.

We will continue to outgrow emotions that have no value to our evolution.

Themore backward we are the more emotions dominate our lives. The more we advance the
more intelligence dominates.

The more backward we are the more intense our "love" for fansihbousé loversd leaderd
god$ country. The more bagkard the more passionate oatieds our anger our loyalties.

People who are highly emotional do not love better or feel more nor are they more sincere. They
are just more insecure.

People who are chronically emotional make poor use of theiligaete.

We will all have survival entmns for a long time to come. Certainly for as long as we are
vulnerable to pain and suffering and death. Learningadnageour emotions intelligently is a
sure sign of an advanced person.

(More on emotions in the next monitor: Intelligence)



MONITOR 14

How Intelligent Are You?

How quickly do you learn?

How often do you repeat a mistékafter you've been corrected?

How intelligently do you manage yoamotions?

How quickly do you adapt to new and better ways? Examples:

1- How often do you get cauglt the same kind of painful romance?

_____Often  Sometimes _ Rarely

2- How often do you make appoments you cannot keep or do not want to keep?

_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

3- How often do you overload and end up angryaatrself for taking on too much?

____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

4- How often do you take on jobs or assignments or studies that you end up not liking?
____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

5- How often do you deadnd in progcts yu cannot complete because of inadequate capital or
preparation?

_____Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

6- How often do you interrupt peopée after you have been asked to wait your turn?
_____ Often _ Sometimes _ Rarely

7-How often doyou take extra things (cloth@geading materi@ etc.) on trips that you end up
not using at all?

Often Sometimes Rarely

8-How quickly do you jettison a romaniean associatioh a job that is obviously unworkable
for you?

Quickly Slowly

9-How long do you go on supporting government policies that have been proven outdated and
uselesd simply because they satisfy (anachisiic) emotions? Examples:

A-Do you support antipornography and antinudity measures?

Yes No



B-Do you support U.S. intervéions in Central America (a la Vietham)?

No

Yes

C-Do you support the death pmty?
No

Yes

10- How long does it take you to cut out foods and drinks (and cigarettesyafi have been
told that they are bad for you?

Years Months Days or weeks

11- Do you go on year after year saying that you have to get married (and have ahildren)
though it is obvious that marriage is no longer whatngally want or what would workor you
in this new environment?

No

Yes

12- How often do you fight over the same issue with the same person?
______Often _ Rarely

13- How often do you fight over diffent issues with the same person?
_____ Often _ Rarely

14- How often do you fight over the same issues with different people?

Often Rarely

Answer sheet: MONITOR 14

1. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
2. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
3. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
4. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
5. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
6. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
7. Often Sometimes(1) Rarely(2)
8. Quckly(2) Slowly
9.

A. Yes No(2)

B. Yes No(2)

C. Yes No(2)
10. Years Months Days or weeks(2)
11. Yes No(2)
12. Often Rarely(2)
13. Often Rarely(2)
14. Often Rely(2)

Total:




A profile of intelligence.
The questions on the sa#st sheet focus @omeof the central facets of intelligente
particularly in our fastrack world:

A The capacity to learn new information and
A The wayckldttisop outdated information (including prejudices and old values).
A The capacity to learn from mistakes and n

A The capacity to adapt t o r &peivtethyologgmewn gi ng
lifestyled new world situatins.

A The capacity to manage emotions construct

All the above facets of intelligence overlap and interrelate. Flexibilitgraptability fluidity o
creativityd spontaneity these arsomeof the principal features of intelligence.

What are the specific tools of intelligence?

Monitoring. Intelligence is heavily influenced by the way you monitor the world around you.
How subijectively or objectively you interpret thidgbow much information you bring to each
situation and how much information you sédkow dert and tuned in you adehow effectively

you see and observe and hear and listen and feel and read. SherlockdHblenigstional

detectivd monitored the world around him intelligently and was therefore highly effective at
what he did.

Knowledge base. An extensive and continually updated knowledge base is a prerequisite to
intelligence and intelligent living. The more extensive and updated your knowledge base the
greater your reference base and therefore the more quickly new information will fall irgo plac
and become integrated. When an information base is shallow or closed off new information will
not find a reference base to fit in and therefore it is less likely that you will have the information
assist to act intelligently.

Information -process. As notel earlier taking in a mass of information is one thing.
Processing the information is quite another. Information trickles down an elaborate sieve of
personal prejudices and hardemdehs. As a rule the mofieid the knowledge base the better

the informaton-process. The more granitelike the ideas you carry the poorer the processing of
new information.

Feedback. People who do not actively seek feedliadhk whatever they do and with
whomever they interagtare disconnected and undeformed and therefore Ity to act
unintelligently. Ask yourself: How much feedback do | continually seek and obtain from my
parent® childrerd lover®d spousé studentd employeed colleagued client friendd
others? People who only talk and seldom listen obtain very little feedbaekmore questions
you ask the more feedback you obtain.

Playback. How accurately do you playback events? Studies have shown that one week after
exposure most people tend to remember:

0 Around 10% of what they read.
0 Around 20% of what they hear.
0 Around30% of what they see.



0 Around 50% of what they see and hear.

Memory fadeout continues in ensuing weeks and months. Eventually very little is retained.
Why?3 Memory degradation.

0 Selective editing (squelching and rearranging information to suit our erabtieads).

Imagine if you had an onbody audio/visual recorder to register events (convefsations
meeting® sight® etc.) for later playback and study. Your intelligence would continually
benefit from a powerful assist.

Simulation. How thoroughly do you thinkiings through? "What if try this approach. What

if 1 try the other approach. What if . . . What if . . ." We all automatically test out options all the
time. The critical factor is how rigorously or sloppily we think things through. Because we do
not caefully think ahead we often produce unintelligent results. Psychopaths are extreme
examples of people who do poor simulatibmever thinking ahead or considering consequences
of their actions.

Error correction. Most people automatically playback a sitoatthat went bad. But how
often do you sit down to examiegactlywhat went wrong? The result: poor faigdblation and
the tendency to repeat errors.

We all deploy these component parts of our intelligence autcaligtiThe level of intelligence
depend largely on how well these processes operate individually and jointly.

Random examples of people who need to raise their level of

intelligence.
The poor use of intelligence is evident in trivial matters as well as in significant issues. The
tendency to aaunintelligently in our interpaional affairs is welknown. Less evident is the
emotionalism and poor use of intelligence at governmeérdatporaté institutionab inter-
national levels.

The public assumes that government leaders and corporate exesutroesided as they are by
the paraphernalia of power act intelligently and know what they are doing.

The fact is that people in "high office" also tend to repeat misdagessist in the outdated and
the unworkablé& are slow to learn and ad@ptnanage theirmaotions poorly.

In other words they often don't know what the hell they are doing.

A case in point: government leaders in the United Siaties Soviet Uniod and in other
aggressive nations who have not learned the lessons of recentcistaryf you invale or

occupy other people's territories you will pay dearly for it in many ways and in the end you will
not even get away with it. One would think that people would have learned from the bloody
decolonization struggles of recent decades.

Here are quick exaples of poor use of intelligence in everyday matters:
People who need to be reminded over and over: "Please don't bang the car door so hard."
"It is lie dowrd not lay down."

"Stop calling me Marilyn. You know that | changed my name to Maria years ago."



People who patrticipate in or support boxing though the medical profession has repeatedly
warned that boxing causes irreparable damage to the brain.

Women who think of themselves as liberated yet sit passivelgxgett men to pay in
restaurants. Or who tdor men to take initiatives and call for rendezvous.

Men who think of themselves as modern yet live by double standards expecting their wives or
female lovers to be sexually "faithful” though they themselves are not.

People who oppose "pornography” andlity offering the exact arguments given by earlier
moral crusaders through the centuries in their futile efforts to preserve chastéyflawale
segregatiod Victorian puritanisnd polygamy. You would think that today's moralists would
have learned by now.

In each of the above instandeBom everyday encounters to global matferge have examples
of poor use of intelligence.

Imagine the blowup of a spacecraft during liftoff. Then imagine not taking the time to study the
exact causes of the malfunction butiag right around and launching a duplicate spacetraft
with the same tragic results. Then another disastrous launching and another and another.

This is how we handle most of our pers@nabciad economi® politicald international
affairs.

Exobiologists talkof looking for signs of intelligence in the universe. We should be looking for
signs of intelligence right here on this planet.

How intelligently do you manage your emotions?
Emotion management is one of the hallmarks of intelligence.

How we handle our eations is what finally distinguishes the ifigént person from the
emotionad the mature from the immatuyethe advanced from the backward.

Intelligent people manage their emotions intelligently.

They use the tools of intelligence effectively (monitoring environmer@ updated knowledge
bas@ informationprocesd feedbacld playbacld simulatior® error correction).

The intelligent use these tools automatically to create for themselves environments that
deemphasize emotionalism (low intelligence) and accentighentelligence.

The intelligent choose their battles careféliwaging only an ocasional battle that really
matters and that can produce positive results.

Conflicts and disagreements in everyday matters are inevitable. Honangéesuch conflicts is
a test of intelligence.

Highly emotional people fight frequently and erratically. Even small disagreements often
escalate into major nuclear wars.

Emotional people fight the same battles over and over again.

Most of their battles are waged with "safe” &gy lover§ spousesd -close friendd sibling
employees. Because the emotional do not monitor their environments intelligently they are often
not even aware that the targets of their assaults are little more than safe garbage dumps for ther



When necessaisuch people deploy their intelligence effectively. For example how often do you
fight with your boss?

Obviously not often. Because your intelligence tells you that if you fight with your boss you will
lose your job. So you restrain yourself.

The fact thathe emotional do not exercise the same restraint with people they are close to is
evidence of the way they shift selectively between emotionalism (low intelligence) and high
intelligence.

But why use anyone as a garbage dump? Why use people close taymessfor terrorist
attacks? Why not use your intelligence to probe the nature of your emotionalism (which may
include circadian and monthly biochemical cycles) and deal with it intelligently.

The use of intelligence (including emotion managementyawable skill that needs to be
taught.

What is the future of intelligence?

Someone once figured out that if the automobile industry had upgraded its technology at the
same rate as the computer industry has we would now haveRRugites selling for around
$2.75 each and running a million miles to a gallon of fuel.

This is a clever analogy. But not quite on target. If the auto industry had improved its technology
at the same rate as the computer sciences have it wouldn't be manufacturing automobiles at all.
would have evolved beyond the automobite individual verticallift systems. We would all

now beflying around using jepacks and rockebtelts and sport helicopters.

Since the 1940s automobiles have improved very little. Duringéire time we hawevolved
from roomsize semimoronic computers to moleesize whiz micro micra® agile roboté
supercomputers and other ultraintelligent machines.

Suddenly something new is crystallizing in our human environéhehe introduction of
synthetic (electronic) telligence.

We are learning to quantify and organize intelligence.
Every day we are creating smarter and smarter machines.
Every day these smart machines themselves go on to create smarter machines.

Every day these smart machines are incorporated intoandrenore areas of our environment:
intelligent telephones intelligent comptersy intelligent building® intelligent helicopters.

Every day these smart machines and we humans are merginggentgbrostheses intelligent
limbsd intelligent pacemakedsetc.

Electronic intelligence is still crude. But in a twetytyar period this new intelligence is racing
ahead at a rate roughly equivalent to a million years in human evolution.

At this rate of growth in twenty or thirty years (around 2020) we will haveinié&ifigent
machines that in every way will think better than today's humans.

But we are not standing still either. As machines grow smarter we grow smarter.

We are like parents who have to continually realign simply to keep up with their smart children
and smarter grandchildren.



If we people do not upgrade our intelligedce thirty or forty years we will be obsolete. These
emerging ultraintelligences may then "decide to keep us as pets" as Marvin Minsky who works
in this field has noted.

| sometimes healarmists express the fear that intelligent machines may "take over.” My main
worry has been how much longer sdnielligent people in government and in private industry
will continue to make a mess of things.

The good news though is that intelligent maek are here to stay and grow and spread. Smarter
and smarter machines are helping amplify our intelligence: remote monitors and stanners
instant feedback and playback mechan&msemory resét -computer simulatiod personal

data basés expert systems andrr decisiorassist§ malfundion alert deviced collision
avoidance and faulsolation mechanisms and much more.

The relatively intelligent environments within our spacecraft and space platforms are this very
day replicated in small specialized areaswflives here on earth. Barring an unexpected
catastrophe in the coming decades we will live in increasingly intelligent environments and deal
more and more intelligently with our lives.

When we speak of consciousness raising we really mean raising ¢hefleur intelligence.



MONITOR 15

How Family Oriented Are You?
1- How much emphasis do you place on family?

Heavy Mild None

Ad Do you love your relatives bause you are related or because you value who theg are
individuals?

Because of kinship Whathey are Both
B- Among the teriving people you feel closest to how many alatesl to you?

710 3] Under 3

C-Do you and otheadultrelatives continue to addresseoanother by your family titles: Madn
Dadd Sord Uncle Jack Aunt Carold Cousin John?

Mostly Partly
D-Do you spend major holidays with your family?

Yes No

2- How important is it to you to have your own biological childreyour "ownflesh and
blood"?

Important Not important
3- What do you think of new and apming methods of procreation? For example:

In vitro fertilizationd frozen enbryo transfed telegenesis (fusing sex cells of people who may
have nevemet) ectogenesis (entire process of fertilization and ¢jestalone out of the
womb).

Apprehensive Indifferent Enthusiastic
4- How do you feel about the fact that millions of people are voluntarily not reproducing?
Sad Indifferent Please

53 Is the family as an institution deding?

Yes No

A-If you think that it is declining how do you feel about it?
Sad Indifferrent Pleased

6- What areyour living arrangements?

A-Extended family (parendssiblingsd offspringd grandparents uncle® aunt® cousins)



B-Nuclear family (husband and wife and perhaps children)

C-Coupling (two people linked in exclusive romance)

D-Group living (shared homing with nonbiologl ties)

E-Single (emphasis on fluid neorking)

F- Mixture of lifestyles (single/cauling/group living or other mix)

Answer sheet: MONITOR 15

1. Heavy Mi(@) Nonél)
A. Because of kinship Who they?2) Botlif1)
B. 710 (1) Under @)
C. Mostly Par(g)
D. Yes NB)
2. Important Not importé
3. Apprehensive Indifferent Enthus{@stic
4. Sad Indifferent Pleake)
5. Yef2) No
A. Sad Indifferrent Pleg®rd
6.
A.
B. (1)
C. (1)
D. (2)
E. (2)
F. (2)

Total:




How important is it to you to have your own "flesh and

blood" children?
Apparently as our species advances it is less and less necessary for each of us to have children
Until a few decades ago people everywhere in the world were encouraged to have many
children. The reasons for this are all wiatiown by now.

In recent decades the trend everywhere is toward smaller families. In fact in major cities around
the planet millions of women and men are voluntarily not reproducing at all. The reasons:

A Overpopulation has |l essened the pressure

A F o c u guality of life. Mere and more women and men seek fulfillment in rom@nces
creativityd workd personal growth.

A Parenthood is percei¥ashibned @fpensivé timerntensivéd c i o0 u
an obstacle to glamorous global life.

Is the (nuclear) family phasing out?
The nuclear family (fathér mothe® children) is a relatively recent construct. Until about a
hundred years ago we had clarnsibed extended families.

Today even the nuclear family is breaking apart. Here are some quick statisticdfd.the

A Traditional nuclear family (working husbaddstayathome wifé several children)
constituted about seventiye percent of all households in the 1950s. In the 1980s it is under
seven percent. (The majority of households are momtraditionalformats: remarried couplés
stepfamilie® -childless couples two-income homes etc.) Also as | will indicate there is a
proliferation of nonfamily options.

A Over half of all marriages end in divorce
today @n't have the deadly serious attitude of till death do us part,” says Dr. Robert T. London, a
psychiatrist at New York University Medical CentétWe want it to work, but if it breaks up,

it'll break up."

A F-ive peycent of children born today carpect to live with only one parent.

A T Hivermillign Americans now live in a stepfamily unit. One of every five children is a
stepchild.

A Over one of every five marriages is a ren
marriages are comirtgpack.)

A The rate of reproduction i nd i5bger U000 geepkd. St
(The rate is even lower in several European countries.)

A T h e-pessomhgusehold is now the fastggiwing category. One out of three adult
Americans is single.

A  According to the U.S. Census Bureau "the
been declining foat leastthe last one hundred years.

In 1850 the average number of people per household was 5.55 In 1900 it was 4.76 111930 4.
In 1960 3.33 In 1986 2.67The Census Bureau projects that the average number of people per
household will continue to decline.



Isn't the decline of the (nhuclear) family disastrous for

society?
When clans and tribes and extended families began to ph#&sa more advanced format took
their plac® the nuclear family. In turn the nuclear family is giving way to freer more dynamic
lifestyles.

It is unrealistic to think that we could have profound changes in all areas of odr éixespt in
our homes.

Everywhere in the world the trend is away from hereditariadisapecializatiod
centralization. We are moving toward voluntarism and fluidity.

For thousands of years hereditarianism was pervasive in the world. Our economic structures
were hereditarian: when thather died the sons took over as landldrésrmer® soldier$
bakers. This was caidered only natural.

Our political structures were also hereditarian. When the father died the son took over as tribal
chiefd head of claé lordd monarch.

The last stronghold dfereditarianism is the family. Having one's own "flesh and blood" is
biological territoriality.

This narcissistic specialization at the most fundamental level dfdifame generalized into
broader sefserving territoriality (hereditat@nism): tribalisnd nationalisn® ethnocentricity.

"My own child" and "my own parend" all too quickly converts into "my own familg" "my
own peopled "my own motherland."

To protect territory we have resorted to the most heinous aggressions against others.

Families are not onlgpawning grounds for territoriality. They are also too specialized. We
procreate through mating. Mating in turn petuates the same genetic traits of the padeotver
and over. The refinement of the human gene pool is therefore slow. We now have ways of
accelerating this process through nonspecialized nonmating techniques.

But we have to procreateii we have to have children ii how
can biological hereditarianism and specialization ever phase

out?
The loosening up of social ties and the development of newdegtive technologies are
enabling more and more people to share not only in parénbngalso in the more basic act of
procreation itself.

Tens of thousands of babies are now born every year through asexual insedination
inovulatiord in vitro fertilizationd adoptive pregnancies.

The wordanotheb fathe® parentsare taking on new meanings. New methods of
reproductiod "high-tech coupling” means that there are often several mothers and fathers
involved in each birth: two (and soon more) genetie padeote gestional mothed and one
or two or more rearing parents.

In the coming years reproductive technologies will grow mophisticated allowing us
undreamesbf biological versatility (nonspeialization). We will haven vitro gestatiorand



therefore bypass theeed for even a gestational mother. The entire act of procreation from
fertilization through delivery will take place outside the body.

We will also carry out "mosaic birthd"combining different traits frorseveraldonor sperm and
ova. (This is already de with cattle to produce desirable traits.) The hybrid baby will have not
two but many biological parents.

These and other collaborative reproduction procedures will help us at last move beyond
biological hereditarianism and specialization. "Blyn child"and "my own parents” will have
less and less meaning. As in many insemination and adoptive birth§ todag and more

people will not know who their biological parent or parents are. It won't
matter to them. People will have many mothers and fathers.
In the coming years biological hereditarianism will be as unacceptable

as political hereditarianism is today.

If the nuclear family has run its course what will replace it?
First let us remember the obvious: the more backward a society the more the emphasis
reproductiod familyd marriage. The more a&enced a society the less emphasis on
reproduction and the shakier family and marriage.

The need to couple and bond is still strong everywhere. But the social structures within which
couplings coalesce are looseg up.

Marriage still works for many people in modern societies. adeeageduration oftoday's
marriage is nine years.

The nuclear family itself is taking on strange new shapes. Because of the high divorce rate there
are now exhusbands and exivesd ex-lovers and new lovers and-epouses' new mates and
stepchildren and weekend children and new lovers' children and offsprings’ lovers and former in
laws and other exotic offshoots.

But more and more people are turning to alternative lifegiytéten to amix of interfaces:
A S id mxglusive or nonexclusive couplidgriads.
A Group | i vi mgnobiliastflaid cordmuhed)shariedpgrenting.

A We e k e nadsurhmemokwingesgroup livirdy Club Medlike weeklong
linkup/linkout® bicoastal and transgibal networks and romances.

How long any of these interconnections lasts does not determine its success or failure or depth c
involvement.

Our social tied in keeping with the rest of the postindustrial trajecdogye increasingly
diversified and expansive

We are learning to love in new wa&ysnore freely more openly more creatively.



MONITOR 16

How Ecology Conscious Are You?

1- Is it true that our planet is moregpmwiled and polluted than ever?

Yes No

2- Do you wish we could recaptuseme of the "environmental purity” of agrarian times when
we lived in pa®ral villages?

Yes No

3- Are modern people increasinglytesiged from nature because we live in "synthetic
environments"?

Yes No

A-Should we attempt tecapture the "oneness" it is believed we once enjoyed with nature?

Yes No

4- Do you concur with the thesis that "small is beautiful™?

Yes No

A-Should we redesign communiti@stechnologied institutions to adhere to "human sc&le
Yes No

5- How concerned are you about pierns of the environment? (Foramxple: polluted air and
polluted water)

Very concerned Concerned Indiffirent
6- Should we embark on extensive weather and climate modificati

Yes No

7- Should we resort to heroic nmaes to save endangered species of animals?

Yes No

8-Will the emerging postindustrial world with its heavy dependence on energy and complex
technology and global traffic furtheamage the enviroment?

Yes No

9-Are thereany"limits to growth"?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 16

1. Yes No(2)
2. Yes No(2)
3. Yes No(2)
A. Yes No(2)
4. Yes No(2)
A. Yes No(2)
5. Very concerned(1) Concerned(2) Indiffirent
6. Yes(2) No
7. Yes No(2)
8. Yes No(2)
9. Yes No(2)
Total:

Is our planet in fact more despoiled and polluted than ever?
Our planet is not less or more polluted than in the past. It is polluted in a different way.

For example radiation from sdilrock® space permeated this planet in its pristine state
millions of years ago. Dust polluti@nvolcanic ashe$ forestfire smoke were around even
before the earliest primates.

Thousands of years ago the ancient Egyptians suffered from silicosis resulting from the
inhalation of dust and sand. Another prevalent lung problem among ancient peoples was
anthrasilicosis believed talie been caused by inhalation of carbon frortamiip smoke and
wood fires.

Autopsies performed on the wgdteserved bodies of people who lived in Alaska sometime
between 1500 and 1800 revealed "pibtack lungs filled with soot pigment" believed to have
been caused by home environments heavily polluted willamip smoke.

Natural carcinogens in foods were common long before we developed pesticides. Bruce N.
Amesd chairman of the biochemistry department at UC Berkeley and member of the National
Academy ofSciences® recently noted that carcinogens currently found in our water supplies
"are trivial relative to the background level of carcinogens in nature."

In agrarian societies of recent centuries millions of people died every year of infections
contracte from polluted waters. Dysentértyphoid feved choler&® malariad intestinal
disorder® trachom@& many other crippling and fatal diseases were widespread in "pastoral
societies.” These diseases still rampant in some rural areas of the world are brought on by
polluted sewage systedgpond® streamd wells.

According to United Nations studies millions of people in developing countries still haul water
from distant and contaminated sou@espractice resulting in millions of deaths a year. "There
was so much diarrhehilharzia, and cholera,"” a woman in Kn@&l&enyad is quoted by the

New York TimesMany people were dying. People didn't have time to do any other work
because they were always looking for doctors to treat them. Things are bettér now."



The United Nation®evelopment Program and the World Bank have been introducing hand
pumps and lessons in sanitation to rural camities in Africd® Asiad Latin America.

In agrarian times people washed their dirty linen and bathed and urinated in nearby streams.
Hardly anyor was sensitive to the reality of "pollution.” In fact the image of women blissfully
washing linen at a stream has long been a metaphor for the idyllic pastoral world.

More recently we have had industrial pollution: from fact@ri@sito emissiors nuclear paver
plants.

Pollution is nothing new. At no time has the environment been pure.

What is new is the concern and sensitivity about the quality of the environment.

Have we grown increasingly estranged from nature with
which we were presumably in harmony at one time?

At least two fallacies underlie this assumption.
First: the myth that people in the pésdt closer to nature because theaed closer to it.

Second: that our increasing ability to manage nature and subdue its excesses means that we are
growing increasingly estranged from it.

The fact is that the farther back we go in history the more our ancestors were at the mercy of
nature and therefore the more estranged they were from it. Nature which burned them froze ther
drowned them entombed them. Na&which washed away their crops and destroyed their frail
habitations.

Nature was harsh arbitrary capricious.

Unable to fathom the complex causality of natural processes our ancestors anthropomorphized
nature. They saw nature as a person or as gods.drtbe eons a massive mythology sought to
come to terms with the moods and wraths of these gods (nature). For example eadhquakes
volcanic eruptiond floods were seen as punishment. "What did we do to deserve this? Why is
god punishing us?"

We built citiesto better protect ourselves from the ravages of nature. But a city is als@nature
redesigned nature.

It is one thing to languish in an aionditioned apartment in a city insulated from many
environmental threats and talk grandly about living in "harmoitly mature.” It is quite another

to cower in a fragile mud hut on the edge of a desert totally exposed to nature's frequent temper
tantrums.

Stormg® floodsd -earthquake$ other natural disasters exact the greatest toll in human lives in
rural aread rarely inmodern cities.

People living in New York City Londord Amsterdam feel closer to nature than rural people
ever could because they are less threatened by nature. They can enjoy the lovely aspects of
nature without being as helplessly at its mercy.



Should we embark on extensive weather and climate

modification?
Purists will of course resist such plans. Why tamper with nature? they'll say. The fact is that we
have always attempted to modify nature and create safer more comfortable environments.

We need extensiweeather modification to save lives. And to protect property.

Every year around the planet a couple of hundred thousand people lose their lives due to
extremes of heat and cdldnonsoond floodsd storm$ hurricaned tornadoed blizzard$
typhoon$ tidal wavesd avalanched hailstorm$ lightning . . .

Countless people are indirect victims of nasty weather: dessicated land that leaves people
without food. Heavy snowfall or rainfall or cold spells that ruin crops.

We are still at the mercy of nature.

Modern technologys helping us enhance the accuracy of weather forecasts. This in itself saves
many lives every year.

We have also had modest success at modifying the weather: we have increasail rainfall
dispersed fo§ reduced the size of hailstorrasigmented or created snokafforts are also under
way to tame potdially devastating storms and hurricanes.

A Soviet weather expert who in 1986 helped divert snowfall from Moscow to outlying fields
predicted that one day weather controllers will be able to “"create sunny deaysworand."

Extensive weather and climate modification is a complex-fange project that can succeed
only through international cooperation. We need supercomputers and other ultraintelligent
systems that can spepdocess billions of bits of informatiomaecent and current global
weather conditions and produce higisolution simulations of climate change and its impact on
all areas of life.

The task is awesome. But then today's global weather service would have seemed awesome to
the world of thirty yeas ago.

Early in the twentyfirst century we will choreograph weather ditrons over agiven region
with the ease with which we currently control the temperature in a vast shopping mall or a giant
domed stadium.

"Next week we have a fivday holiday andhite Department of Ginate Regulation has promised
five days of blue skies and sunshine.”

Should we attempt to save endangered species of animals?
Paleontologists estimate that over 99.99 percent of all the species that have ever existed on this
planet havdoecome extinct. Most of these species disappeared long before we humans appearec
on the scene.

We are wasting time and resources attempting to save endangered species. | do not condone
hunting and fishing. But these species will die out anyway becausarésing viability in an
everchanging ecological equation. For one thing their habitats are shrinking.

Ironically the people who support efforts to save endangered species are often the ones most
opposed to human "tamperings"” with nature. But thergiteo save dying species is itself a
meddling in the ways of nature.



| have another reservation. Many of the species on everyom@egared list are predators:

lionsd tiger® leopard® pantherd§ wolvesd perhaps hyenas and others. Has anybody taken a
poll anong gazelles and wildebeasts and zebras and all other prey of predators to l¢heyhow
feel about efforts to save their deadly enedidse carnivores?

Has anybody consulted villagers in Africa and in India to learnthewfeel about predators
that terorize and mangle and devour them and their cattle?

Why don't wetry to change the eating habits of some carnivores? Pet dogs and cats have been
weaned away from dead flesh and have thrived. Why not try the same thing with other animals?
We have retrainethe most ferocious and humorless predators to live among people and small
animals without making a meal of anyone.

| realize that this would be a massive undertaking and in the end may change the menus of only
few of the large carnivores. Still this mpyove a less difficult task than trying to save them.

What about the "balance of nature"?
Why not call it what it i§ the balance of violence?

We should want to create a new balanéee of violence and terrdrfree of the survival
imperative of the strongreying on the weak.

If animals tear one another to pieces to maintain some arbitrary "balance of nature” | say to hell
with such a violent balance. Who says we need such a balance? Why not invest our genius to
create a planet relatively free of predatéord violence?

Will the emerging postindustriat world with its heavy
dependence on energy and complex technology and global
traffic further despoil the environment?

The telespheral age will be friendly to the environrdecertainly far friendlier than werthe
agrarian and industrial ages. Here are some of the reasons:

A In the new age we will move beyond poll ut
poweB nuclear fusion (not fissiod) geothermal energy hydrogen fued others. These
sources of energygre clead inexpensive and virtually inexhaustible.

A wWwe are shifting from heavy industry (for

A Many production units will float on the o
countryside or theceans and will not hog any space in or around our communities.

A Computeri zed 4emwitorerert (misioalirgatepfood grawimg walll
significantly reduce the need for pesticides and toxic chemicals.

sNew transportation systems such as hypecsgpaceplanes will use nonpolluting hydrogen fuel
or laser power or microwave. Shaoange vehicles such as helicopéehorttakeoff-and
landing hovercraft® etcd may be powered by solar energy.

A Ultraintelligent machi n& geophonedtsnifferewill suppor
continually monitor the environmehtboth local and global. We will have a clearer
understanding of the cause and effect of pollutants in the atmodptierelynamics ofthe



ozone leved and other unresolved issues such as whether the garbage we dump into the oceans
every day pollutes our waters or is appreciatively consumed by marine life.

We are at the beginning of all this. The telespheral age will steadily unfold ¢ortiiag years.

It is encouraging that more and more people are growing aware of ecology and clamor for
cleaner air and watérgreater vigilance over the use of toxic chemicals in dostticter
supervision of nuclear power plaaétintelligent planning for comunity growtt® protection of
coastal regions and so on.

Scientists from many disciplines and from all over the planet recently created a Global Ecology
Research Agency for a lofrgnge focus on "global habitability."

We need an enlightened approach to eppl®ut our vigilance should not be subverted into a
pretext to slow down growth. We need groévta new kind of growté beyond the feudal and
the industrial.

Is small beautiful? Should we design systems based on

"human scales"?
What is "human scale"? Our $es are continually changing. At one time a small village was
considered the ideal size. Today tens of millions of people living in cities consider a feudal
village too confining. Urban dwellers may not know their neightbdrst they have a large
network ofintimate friends and associates all over the city.

In the postindustrial age the scales are widening even more. A large city may no longer be the
right human scale. People are spreading out creating intimate networks across an entire region
countnyd continent.

In our global age the size of a community (or organization) no longer determines the level of
intimacy or effectiveness.

One day we will find our very planet too confining. The entirespieere will not be the right
"human scale" to match our expamglactivities and visions.

Small isnotbeautiful. Exhorting people to think and plan small is antifuture. There is nothing
small about our dynamic species. We are forever grasmeading out farther and fartber
opening up ever larger environments tinaiurn enlarge us.

We are a dynamic species precisely because we have vision. We dare to think Big.

Are there any "limits to growth"?
What limits? The only limits are in some people's imaginations.

How ridiculous to talk of limits at this very moment modution when we are expanding into a
limitless universe of limitless resouréeimitless spaceé limitless time& limitless potentiald
limitless growth.



MONITOR 17

How Telecommunitized Are You?

1- Do you live in a highdensityindustrialized city? (Foexample: New Yor& Chicagod
Londord Pari® Hamburg)

Yes No

2- Are you disoriented in a lowdensitydecentralized metropolé one that has no substantial
downtowrd only satellite cormunities loosely held together? (Formexple: Los Angelegs San
Diegad Houston)

Yes No

3- Do you live in a small rural towh -or on a farnd far away from a city?

Yes No

4- Do you live in a resort community? (For example: East Handpféalm Beach Negril
Beacl® Puerto Vallartd Palm Springd Laguna Ractd Carmed Patay® Cannes)

Yes No

5- Do you actually translive in two or more pladesitiesandresorts? For example:

A New York/ Southampton/ Washington, D. C.

A San Francisco/Mill Valley/ Monterey/ Maui
A Munich/ Gstaad/ Positano/ Torremolinos
Yes No

6- Do you live in a perpetual electronic commu@itg telecommunity? In other words are you
so intensively teleconnected that it does not matter where yduwyateare always in
community?

<

es No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 17

1. Yegl) Nd2)
2. Yes NB)

3. Yes NB)

4. Ye$2) No
5. Yeg2) No
6. Yeg2) No

Total:



Cities: highi and lowii density.
For hundreds of years towns and cities were centergmimerce and culture and political
power. Trends started here and spread to rural areas.

In our times cities still wield much influence. Many of the forces of progress crystallize here. But
major cities are no longeentersof influence and power.

There & no centers any longer. Global telecommunicétigtobal mobility-d global
economics are helping decentralize influence and wealth.

The forces of change now coalesce in many places. Resort towns and Club Meds and Disney
Worlds and world fairs and film fastlsd wherever large numbers of the upwardly updated
interconnect. Airport communities are also powerful generators of ideas: hundredssahtieu

of people convene here every day for conventions anfémemtes.

The fact that many of these instant couonities are hyperfluid and no more than quick
linkup/linkouts does not diminish their impact.

New ideas and directions are also generated in othel®wagseledronic telecommunities.
People connecting not in person but csesslizing via hookups.

Meanwhile major transformations are unfolding within cities. The cities themselves are
decentralizing. They are spreading out.

To people living in California or Arizona the old cities of the East Coast and of Eureiple
their narrow dark alleys and congesstigtets and massive stone buildidggopear old and
yestercentury. These eighteerdind nineteenteentury cities loom like giant movie sets.

By the same token to many residents of New York and Boston and Vienna the newospread
communities of the We&loast appear sterile and alienating.

This is exactly what rural America and Europe of the nineteenth century thought of the emerging
industriatage cities.

The fact is that it is difficult to make a rapid transition to the pedistrial world while still
living in old cities.

Resort communities.

These communities though small do not suffer from the privations and isolation of traditional
small towns. Quite the contrary most resort towns are alive and worldly.

People linkup from all parts of the planet.eTtow of people is constant. The emphasis is on fun
and relaxation.

The communication revolution is enabling more and more people to conduct their business from
these resort getawaywften from poolside and beach.

More and more resort towns are comindioa. They are now everywhere: in Havéaii
Mexicod Californiad Arizonad Floridad Long Island Connecticud the Caribbead the
French and Italian Rivierésthe Costa del Sél all over Africa and Asia.

Resort towns are evolving into powerful trendse@iezgerting irfluence beyond their modest
sizes.



More than the big cities these hedonistic communities languishing in wholesome settings capture
the esthetics and rhythms of the coming decades.

Transliving in several places.
If you live in only one plac& however dynamichte community lethargy and redundancy set
in. You fall into noncreative psyclagicald sociab intellectual grooves.

It is no longer only the wealthy who translive in several communities. Millions of midcbene
people are mobile as never before. They maye a principal base in a city asttareweekend
or summer/ winter homes in the country.

At present the forwardly mobile have linkup places only within a region or a céupéthaps a
continent. In a few years hypersonic aircraft will enable peoplatslive all over the planet.

"Where do you live?"

"l live in Stockholn® Caprd San Diegd Kyotod Sydney BA." "Where doyoulive?"

"I live in Nairobid Marrakesi® Saint Troped KL& Balid Montread Punta del Esti Aruba."
The whole planet will be a liftoff/landing pfarm.

We will all be within one or two hypersonic hoursasfywhereon the planet.

| am aware that there are peofddaywho translive all over the world. But they are the
exceptiond the liberated rich. By the turn of the century millions of mieidisomepeople will
share homes all over the planet.

Telecommunityii and the teleglobal life.
People who are intensively teleconnected live in a "perpetual commiratigleglobal
community. Such people flow in telecamnicationrintensive environments that comris
telephoned picturephones (videophonag$)TV set® radio® computerd audio/visual®
answering machinéslocator® automatic call forwarding) go-anywhere transceivers.

They have tweway telecom wherever they @&en their homed officesd runaway retreats
car® airplanes. And above all on their bodies.

They are at all times hooked up. They can reach out across the planet from wherever they are.
And they can be reached wherever they are.

They live in a continuous electronic community. They are alwags®immunityd no nmatter
where they are.

"Hi Peted this is Sylvana. Do you want to rendezvous this afternoon in Santa Monica for a walk
on the beach?"

"I can't this afternoon. Right now | am in Amizr@izNorth Africa. | am flying to Bermuda
tonight and will be back in L.A. owednesday. How about linkup Wednesday evening?"

What if you want privacy? What if you want to drop out and do not want to be disturbed?
Simple. Just disconnect your onbody interactives. Click éliggu have disorbited. You cannot
be disturbed. Click cliok you are back irtommunity.

People who translive in a perpetual teleglobal community are the wave of the future.



"Where do you live?"

"l live everywhere."

MONITOR 18

How Global Are You?
1- Are you patrioti® attached to your country? For example:

Strongly Mildly Not at all

A-Do you always stick up for your country in internationapdie® "my country right or
wrong"?

__Yes ____ No

B-Are you offended or embassed when your country is @ized by others?
__Yes ____No

C-Do you feel proud when your country outshines others in some endeavor?
___Yes __ No

D-How do you feel when your tianal anthem is played?

_ Inspired __ Indifferent __ Offended

2- Is nationalism in our times a g@ssive or a reactionary force?

___ Progressive __ Reactionary

3- Do you like the fact that we have many languages in the world? Would you rather we had one
global larguage?

______Manylanguages __ Global language

4- How should we deal with thesue of "illegal aliens"?

____Harshly  Tolerantly Do away with borders

5- What do you think of "intrusions into internal affairs of othetiores"?
______ Opposedto all instrusions __ Supportive if not forced

6- What do you think bthe United N&ions?

_____ Supporitive __ Opposed

7- What do you think of transnational corporations?

______Supporitive __ Opposed

8-Will a world withoutnations lead to global sameness (homogeneity)?

Yes No



9-How updated are yoon global afairs?

A-How many countries in the EEC?

B-What is ASEAN?

C-COMCON?

D- WHOd ILOd FAO are speci@ged agencies of what organiian?

10-How transglobal is your own emenment? For example:
A-Do youhave a global network of friends?

___Yes __ No

B-Do you teleconference or videmnference globally?
____Often _ Sometimes _ Never

C-Do you see films and TV pgrams from other countries?
____Often  Sometimes _ Never

D-Do you read global and/or "feign” newspapers and magaes?
__Yes __ No

E-Do you go on global travels?

_____Often  Sometimes _ Never

F-Are you affiliated with any iternational organizations?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 18

Strongly Mildly(1) Not at all(2)
Yes No(2)
Yes No(2)
Yes No(2)
Inspired Indifferent(2) Offended(1)
Progressive Reactionary(2)
Many languages(1) Global language(2)
Harshly Tolerantly(1) Do away with borders(2)
Opposed to all instrusions Supportive if not forced(2)
Supportive(2) Opposed
Supportive(2) Opposed
Yes No(2)
12(2)

. Association of Southeast Asian Nations(2)
. East European Common Market(2)
. United Nations(2)

TMOOWBPPEUOOPOONOOORAOMNDO D>

0.
Yes(2) No
Often(2) Sometimes(1) Never
Often(2) Sometimes(1) Never
Yes(2) No
Often(2) Sometimes(1) Never
Yes(2) No

—
o
—
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Is nationalism in our times a progressive or a reactionary

force?

During the colonial era nationalism was a progressive movemersaibgit to do away with
hegemong the domination of one people by another.

The decolonization struggles of the late 1940s the 1950s and the 1960s have very nearly freed
the world of colonies. Today there are only a handful of occupied territories in the lmor
these areas only nationalism remains a necessary revolutionary force.

Everywhere else in the world nationalism is now a reactionary menethat perpetuates the
divisive fragmentation of humanity.

In the age of regional groupinjscommon markets global corporationd a global financial
marked global telecommunication the nation state is an anachronism. It is an anachronism with
distinct digdvantages.

As the members of the West European Common Market (EEC) have learned the surest way a
nation can gre economically and assertlgal influence in today's world is through
integration with neighboring states.

The EEC which in the late 1950s and the 1960s was laughed at as unwibikaide a
powerful economic and political entity moving toward eglaser integration.



There are other such integrationist movements all over the planet. COMCON in Eastern Europe.
The 22nation Arab Common Market. The -bation West African group. The Southeast Asian
group called ASEAN. The fledgling South Pacific Commorrké&® comprising Australié

New Zealand several nearby islands. The Andean Group made up of five South American
nations.

Even the United StatdsCanadé@ Mexico are this very day locked together in countless
economic and regional interconnections from whichenointhe three camylonger disengage.

The degree of success of regional groupings varies. But the fact is that there is a persistent trenc
everywhere to break out of the limitations of the nation state.

Subcontinentalis® continentalismd globalizatior® these are the progressive movements of our
times. They run concurrently reinforcing one another.

What about the apparent rise of nationalism all over the

world?
If patriotism appears to be on the rise in mpayts of the world it is mainly because the
rampage of globalism is threatening national tdes as never before.

Take the United States of America for an example. This country today is flooded as never in the
past by an eveexpanding stream of immigntg tourist® outside investofs exchange
studentd “illegal aliens."

The U.S. market is flooded by an avalanche of imports from all over the world. Té@yotas
Honda® Volvosd Sony® Siemenseas croissant® quiche® falafel®d Perrier etc.

The quintessential Amerinadream machirée the automobil& no longer exists. The Detroit car
is now a multinational hybrid comprised of parts from Japan and Korea and Germany and
France.

More and more U.S. banksindustrie® newspape TV station® film studio® book
publishers are nowwned or ceowned by outsiders: Venezuel@&nSaudi Arabiand
Kuwaitisd Iranian® Israeli® Englishd Germand Australian® Japanes® others.

These investors exert powerful influences in all areas of American life.

Go through any major American city today and yoll fivid that entire neighborhoods have
been taken over by recent arrivals: Mexicéarentral Americand Cuban® Jamaicand
Viethamesd Cambodiand Thai®d Koreans . ..

"Whose America Is It Anyway?" and "Is America Becoming a Foreign Couidtrif®se titles
of re@nt TV network programs are recurrent guestions on many people's minds.

Several states have considered passing laws to dériglishthe official language of the U.S.!

American patriotism is chiefly an attempt to compensate for the steady blurringoofahat
identity and the diminution of thelative power and influence of the United States in an
increasingly assertive world.

Gloatings of some Americans over being "number one" in the @dddexample in an
international sports areéaare evideno&@ not o national confidena® but compensations for
loss of national selésteem.



This global incursion is going on everywhere. "Will We Still Be French in Thirty Years?" a
recent French TV program wondered as more and more Africans and Asians and fellow
Europeas pour into that country.

Israelis wonder out loud if their country will "still be a Jewish state in thirty years." Meanwhile
more and more Jews leave to settlewlsse and Arabs proliferate all around them.

Nearby in Arab countries Moslem fundamentslisil against "Westn influences" that they
believe dilute their national and religious identities.

In the 1950s and the 1960s alarmists the world over worried about the alleged "Americanization
of the world." Today American alarmists worry about thatihization of America." Others
worry about the "Orientalization of America."

The fact is that the world is not being Americanized or Latinized or Orientalized or
Europeanized or Sovietized. We are all being globalized.

For the first time the forces ofajpal integration are gaining over agie territoriality and
segregation.

As we all steadily outgrow the tribal programmings of millenniums and develop global instincts
and institutions patriots everywhere will grow more strident.

There is much talk these days about the decline of America

and American industry. How correct is this?
The U.S. is not declining. Other parts of the world are surging.

The global spread of wealth and information and technology is rapidly redressing imbalances in
the world.

But thenew giants will not be other natiahsot Japan or China or the Soviet Union or Brazil.
The new giants will be continental and global entities: continental common ndagketsal
electronic markets global corporationd multinational mergers.

In the 1950s anthe 1960s Europeans and Asians and others had to be reassured that the United
States was not taking over the world. In the 1980s and the 1990s Americans have to be reassure
that the world is not taking over the United States.

The loss of American markets others and the takeover of Amerigadustries by non
Americans is part of a globalization process now gaining momentum. Everything that leaves the
United States (or any country) will sooner or later come back.

"lllegal aliens.”
There are no illegaliens only illegal borders.

If it is wrong to bar people from leaving their countries it is also wrong to disallow people from
coming into countries.

The issue of "illegal aliens" is a complex global matter and it will not go away by simply
attempting tcseal borders.

180 As more and more nations are finding out it is now impossible to stop people from sneaking
across borders. In the age of helicoptersmall private aircrat motorboat§ mass traveél



borders have lost meaning. You can spend millions to sivah gour borde@ people will still
come in.

20 Americans and some Europeans are under the mistaken soprésat if they "opened the

gates” the whole world would come rushing in. It is true that the U.S. and most European nations
offer many economic angbcial opportunities. But they are reMerybody'sdea of paradise.

There are tens of millions of "illegal aliens" all over the world. No one knows the exact numbers.
They are everywhere: in Cana@ddlexicod Costa Ricd Venezueld Colombia Brazil-

Kenyad Nigeriad Ghan#® Algeriad Libyad Tunisiad Saudi Arabiad Kuwaitd United Arab
Emirate® Greecé Pakistad Thailandd New Zealand Australia.

A few years ago a poll was taken around the world to find out people's preferences of countries
to emigrate to if the need arose. CaatadAustraliad New Zealand Swede® Brazil were the
favorites.

30 Freedom of movement is or ought to be a basic freedom. Ttig ganet. We should have
the right to go anywhere we please. National frontiers are nothing more than pissing borders
charted bydogs. "This ignyterritory because | peed here first.”

The millions of dollars currently dissipated by many nations in futile attempts to stop the flow of
"illegal aliens" should be rechanneled to help raise everybody's living standards so that people
will travel not because of economic or political pressures but to spread out and grow.

We do not want secure borders. We do not even want open borders. We want no borders.

If governments do not do away with bordensiodern technology will.

The myth of "internal affairs" of nations.
There are no "internal affairs" of nations any longer.

Nonintervention in internal affairs is no longer possibte even desirable.

All nations want more tourislsmore outside investadsmore exhange students and teachers
and scienstsd more global publications and global TV and r&dimore joint manufactude
more trade.

It is ridiculous to want all these and still insist on nonintervention.

Then too in the age of nuclear power pléntgeather modificatiod global resource
interdependered direct satellite broadcastglobal corporations ware already involved in one
another's internal affairs.

A nuclear plant malfunction such as the Chernobyl debacle can send radioactive material arounc
the world. Weather modification in the U.S. has et#fe weather conditions in Canada. The

price of oil in Saudi Arabia and Iran has sent economic shock waves all over the world. National
elections in the United States and leadership struggles in the Soviet Union are conakrns of
peoples because the riswaffect the whole planet.

In a world daily growing more interinvolved it is downright hgptical to even pretend that
there aréd or ought to b& "internal affairs."

We want more and more involvement in one another's affairs. Not less. Anything hgppenin
anywhere is the affair of the entire global community.



It is understood that we do not want military or other aggressive encroacBntenfgositive
involvement.

What about the United Nations?
"If there were no United Nationd"someone once obsenddthe world would be scrambling to
create one."

For hundreds of years people have wished for a world government. Now at last we have the
beginnings of one.

The United Nations has at times been ineffective in resolving disputes only because this world
organizatiom is comprised of around 160 nations each with its own vested interests. The U.N.
struggles in a world whose habits are still largely territorial and tribal. The fact that the U.N. has
endured since its inception in the r1i840s is a triumph.

As we all otgrow the tribal/national habits of thousands of years and learn to interact globally
the United Nations will evolve into a truly world organization.

Meanwhile the U.N. through its subsidiary agencies quietly goes about distributing food to the
impoverishd of the worl@ fighting disesase and ignorance and overpopulati@anbitrating

feudsd helping inprove techniques of food productirsponsoring global conferences on the
peaceful uses of the ocean floor and space. ...

The United Nations represents the bhat ts in each of us.

Transnational corporations.
"The only thing worse than having a transnational corporatinatisaving one." Whoever said
this was certainly on target. So long as we have corporations | would rather they were
transnational.

Corporations (like everything else) are spilling over national borders in their efforts to grow and
make profits. They help the globalization process by spreading capital and merchandise and
modern manufacturg techniques and modern managerial pracadiesver the world.

Wili a world without nations lead to global sameness?
This common concern issues from a faulty prefigeat diversity should be based on
nationality and ethnicity. The fact is that a world of nations is a world of national homogeneities

Eight million Saudi Arabians sound and dress alike. Where is the diversity in that?

Several million Bolivians have distinctly similar lifestyles and eleteristics. Where is the
diversity?

Tens of millions of Chinese sound and dress and live moessmlike. Is this diversity?
Is this what we want to perpetuate?

Nationality compels mass conformity to a national image. Inevitably a national @rafiertain
sameness congeals. All Bulgariand all Guatemalars all Laotians have distinct national
traits



Until recently people within most nations all dressed alikeought aliké had the same fears
and hopes and prejudicésate the same foodsenjoyed the same musimbserved the same
holiday® worshiped the same gods. They even looked alike.

In fact the moralistinctive the national or ethnic "purity" the more predictable the sameness of
the people. Visit a slow backwater comnity anywhere in the world and within just a few days
you will be able to predict everyone's reactions and moves.

Globalization is hiping blur these rigid blocs of national sameness enabling each individual to
respond in its own way to the crosscurrent of world influences.

It is when the Ethiopian or Hungarian or Chinese leaves his or her homeland and lives among
other peoples that stoe he mutates into an interesting individualistic hybrid.

It is increasingly difficult to identify the origins of the forwardly mobile of the world.
National and ethnic crossovers will accelerate diversity. Certainly for many years to come.

But by aroundhe year 2020 diversity may come full circle and give way to global uniformity.
However we need not worry about that.

By the beginning of the new century we will be well on our way to outgrowing the planet itself.
We will spread out across the solar system

Globalism is not a final destination. Only a momentum swing to yet larger worlds.

What is your nationality?
Where are you from? Where were you born? Where are your parents from? What passport do
you carry?

Responses to such questions no longer defineywh@re or how you perceive yourself.

In our times questions about nationality make less and less sense. A more appropriate question
is: "Where do you currently reside?"

This may not satisfy people who still resort to old cataloging habits. "But whaiiis y
nationality?" they will insist. "Where are you from?"

More and more people are now apt to respond: "I am from planet Earth. | have lived in many
parts of the world. | feel at home in many pH”ces. | have a global network of friends and ties. |
am pluggd into global telecommunication. | feel involved in the joys and the sorrows of people
everywhere. | am a global person."

MONITOR 19

How Cosmic Are You?
1- Do you think the U.S. spends too much or too little on the Spagegmn@

Too much dittle About right
2- Should we attend to pressing pleins here on Earth before venturing into Space?

Yes No



3- What do you think of permanent coiies in Earth orbit on the moor® on Mars) in deep
Space?

_____Verysupportive __ Supportive _ Opposed
4- Would you like to travel out of our planet one day soon?
_____ N o _____Canot wai't
5- How do you view our extension into Space?
____Historic ____ Evolutionary __ No big deal

6- What impact will our presende Space have on our situation here on Earth in the coming
years?

___ Mildimpact __ Profound impact

7- What do you think of our current efforts to search for extraterrestrials?
_____ Supportive _ Opposed

A-Would we suffer or benefit frorsuchcontacts?

______Probably suffer _ Probably benefit

B-What do you think of UFOs (ushentified flying objects)?

_ Real _ Fiction __ Notsure

8- How often do you go to planetariums and observatories?

____Often  Sometimes___ Never

9- Are you a member of any Spadated organization?

Yes No

10- Do you subscribe to a publication that focuses on astroddBmace sciencés
astrophysic8 cosmobgy?

Yes No

A-Or a general science publication theqularly reports on these fields?

Yes No

11- How informed are you about our new extraterrestrial environment?

A-Where is Space?

Bd Some scientists speak of tinstrializing Space." Is this psible?

Yes No

C-Whenis the next time we will see Halley's Comet?

2018 2061 Depends



D-Has any spacecraft of ours ever left the solar system?

Yes No

E-What are Phobos and Deimos?

F- What is a supernova?

G-When you look out into Space (at night) what are youilupkt?
Past Present Future

H-Roughly how far apart are stars in our part of the Milky Way?







Answer sheet: MONITOR 19

1. Too much Too littl€2) About right
2. Yes NB)
3. Very supportiv@) Supportive Opposed
4. N o 2 __ _Canodot wai't
5. Historic EvolutiongB) No big deal
6. Mild impact Profound impéd)
7. Supportivie) Opposed
A. Probably suffer Probably bel2yit
B. Real Ficti¢2) Not sur@l)
8. Ofteii2) Sometimg3) Never
9. Yef?) No
10. Yef?) No
A. Yef?) No
11.
A.Everything beyond Earthés atmosphere(2)
B. Yes N®B)
C. 2018 2061 Depend?)
D. Yeg§2)-(Pioneer 10)
E. The tiny moons of Mars(2)
F. Explosion of a star(2)
G. PagR) Prese(2) Futur€)
H. Around 4 light years(2)
Total

(Explanation of answers)

11B- Industrializing Space? Fossil fuels and mechanical technology did not launch us into Space
and will not sustain us in new worlds. Do we want smokestacks and automobiles in Space
colonies?

11G Next time we see Halley's Comet? People on Earth will see it again in 2061. But long
before then millions of us will have spread out across the solar system and beyond and may
therefore see Halley's Comet at different times.

11G What do you se when you look out into Space? Tpestbecause some of the tired light

that reaches us comes from stars that no longer exist. The present because we can 8ee planets
moong stars in real time (they are there now). Tieire because some of the cosmic gased

swirls are this very day in the process of crystallizing into stars.

Are we spending too much on the Space program? Should
we not attend to pressing problems here on Earth before

venturing into Space?
Such objections to the Space program vierguently heard in the 1960s and the 1970s. As the
benefits of our Space ventures have become more obvious such resedvetamngh still
heard have lost some of their ferocity.



In reaching out into Space we are in fact attending to pressingp®krght here on Earth.

We longrange planners would like to se®refunds allocated to the Space program because we
believe that such an emphasis wiltalerate the pace of progress in every area of human life.

We all need to be welhformed about Space t&use Space is our new frontier. Space will be
the pivotal transformer of conditions on this planet in the decades to come.

We can no longer work out sodakconomi@ international plans without factoring in the
Space imperative.

Though in its infancy thefce program has already revolutionizedh fields as
telecommunicatiod weather and climate forecasthgenvironmental researéhmapping and
chartingd agricultur® geologyd metallurgyy oceanography resource explorati@n others.

For example communication saitds have ushered in global televisiodirectdial global
telephoné electronic maid two-way teleducation (for instance for hundreds of previously
blackedout villages in India and Alaska and elsewhere).

Environmental satellites continually monitor tipeality of air and watér measure
concentrations of pollutants in the Earth's atpieeré give early warnings of forest fires and
hurricanes and storms and volcanic eruptions.

Land-surveying satellites using remegensing locate the presence of subsurfeter

resourced mineral® fuels. In fact thanks to these satellites we now know that the Earth
contains vast amounts of subface water supplies and that we are currently drawing from only
about one hundredth of one percent of the total world supplgst fivater.

Thanks also to remotgensing we have found hundreds of locations all over the planet rich in
0ild coabd minerals such as copper and iron.

Satellites help in countless other ways: identifying crops for more accurate forecasts of
harvestd helping pan the growth of urban communit@&$elping climatologists improve
techniques for predicting loAgrm climatic patterrgs helping monitor worldwide compliance
with arms control agreements and so on.

The Space program has also helped us develop an endiesg oghardware: construction
materiad home applianceés transportation syems solar energy units clothing materiald
medical technology.

Our new Space environment already plays a significant part in the global economy. In the
coming years it will play aentralrole in the emerging soctaleconomied international
spheres.

Before the Space age we were confined to a finite world of finite reséuficéi® spacé finite
growth. The Space breakthrough has in one sweep forever done away with our finiteness.

Sudceenly we find ourselves in a new environment of limitless spdireitless energ§ limitless
raw material§ limitless food limitless growth.

We have enough resources enough space enough opportunities for growth to last us for millions
of year® for billions ofyears. Enough to last us for as long as there is a universe.



What impact has the Space breakthrough had on our

consciousness?

Our breakout into Space has forever altered our perceptions of ourselves. We are acquiring a
global and cosmic consciousness. 8ve just not aware of it.

In the mid1960s at a seminar on future studies at the New School for Social Research in New
York City | asked how the participants felt about the Space program and if they had any desires
to travel out of this world one day. (Inose early years of the Space age even in our futurist
seminars there was resistance to the Space program.)

"I know that you will think | am olefashione@ " a woman spoke up. "But the fact is that | don't
want to go into Space. | love our world. | amfpetly happy here."

"Do you realize what you are saying?" | responded. "You are thinking like a global person. You
express attachment to th@atire planet. This in itself is revolutionadyeven visionary. Yet you

are afraid you might be perceived as-fashioned. Before the Space age few ever related to the
whole world. People expressed attachment to their tribes and homelands."

Sultan al Saud an Arab Space traveler who orbited our planet with American and French
crewmates in the mi@d980s said on his retuto Earth:

On the first and second day of the flight, we all noticed our coudtti€bat's my home" we
each said. By the third day you only see continents. By the fifth day you see onfy Earth
becomes one pladeyour home. It is an amazing feeling.

No less amazing is the fact that this Saudi Space visitor probably grew up in a tribal community.
Then a massive leap to a ewerld and the solar system.

The radical conceptual shift that he and astronauts of other nations go through in a ew days
the rest ohumanity is going through in a few years.

Is Space exploration a historic eventii an evolutionary

turning pointi or is it no big deal at all?
Our breakout from this planet is an evolutionary event. A majauetion. Make no mistake
about it.

We are Eatt-spawned organismsproducts of specific conditions on this specific biosphere.
We have suddenly decoupled from our natural habitat. The consequences are beyond our currel
frameworks of redrence.

Elsewhere in the solar system environmental conditoasadically different from Earth
normal. Different periodicities of light and darknésdifferent atmospheres or no
atmospheres different tenperatures and climate varialbdedifferent gravities and distances
from the sud different geological and topograigtconfigurations.

In time these new worlds away from our natural habitat will transform us in fundamental ways.
We cannot indefinitely live and travel across the solar system and beyond with these Earth
specific bodied brainsd sensed speech communicatdnbipedal locomotion.

To find an event that approximates the magnitude of this twertggttury breakaway from our
planet we would have to switch b@&cknot hundreds of years or thousands or even a few million
years. We would have to go back several hundnddbmyears when the earliest life forms
migrated from the oceans to land.



We are still at the very beginning of our emergence into a new environment and therefore canno
appreciate its lonterm significance.

What about permanent extraterrestrial colonies?
We have already launched small Space colonies: Salykylald Mir. People have lived in
these modest Earirbiting platforms for months at a time.

In the coming years more ambitious Space colonies will proliferate. The more such habitats we
launch the quicker the pace of progress here on Earth.

I am not sympathetic to the scenarios of some Space scientists who would have us replicate
"Earthlike conditions" elsewhere in the solar system. EtgHive jobs in offices and farnds
"housewives" in twestory housed children studying in schoadsbank® retail stored
slaughterhouséssmall town® national enclaves etc.

Such lowresolution scenarios sound like nostalgic playbacks of some Space scientist's childhooc
days in Kansas or IdaBoin the 1940s.

Do wewant to undertake the gigantic expense and effort of traveling long distances simply to re
create what we have here? Do we want to start off in new worlds perpetuatinglikearth
conditions" that for eons have brought human sufféiggeed miseryd conflicts?

Extraterrestrial communities offer unique opportunities for fresh starts in all areas of life.

(For details please see Monitor 20: Ideology. Also please see the Wpdegersand
Telespheres.)

The search for extraterrestrials.
It is estimated that #re are billions of galaxies in the universe each containing hundreds of
billions of stars. Many of these stars have ptary systems in which life forms may have
coalesced.

Our universe may be teeming with intelligentdifeome less adinced than we bers more
advanced.

The U.SO the Soviet Uniol other nations have embarked ontsysatic efforts to search for
intelligences in the universe. Some of these efforts are collabdydtivelving scientists all
over the planet.

One of the most ambitious efferis a NASA project called SETI (search for extraterrestrial
intelligence). There are various aspects to this search:

A P o we r-felastope aatennas are deployed to scan-fegtioency bands. These antennas
are hooked to advanced computerized recsitteat monitor millions of channels
simultaneously. At present the antennas are Hetled but there are plans to park them in orbit
and still later on the far side of the moon where there is no interference frorrekuitid radio
activity.

A Us ice iglessopes astronomers search for planets orbiting distant suns. The goal is to
locate planetary systems then scan for signs of life.

A Finally our television transmissions and
waves that travel acroSpace at the speed of light. It is hoped that if there are advanced
civilizations in our part of the galaxy they will pick up these signals.



The search is on. We are sending out signals and we are listening for signs of life.

Will we benefit or suffer from contact with extraterrestrial

intelligences?
If in the coming decades a fatteface contact is made with other intelligences it will be because
theyare advanced enough to reach across interstellar or intergalactic distances. (I doubt that we
will have such capabilities before the middle of the twelirtst century.)

It is reasonable to assume that such highly advanced postintelligent beindpo{ogital)
would have no reason to dominate or harm us. There is nothing we have on this tiny speck in
Spacehat they will not have access to on their own.

A civilization more advanced than ours could help us take cosmic leaps forward. In a matter of
weeks or months we could leapfrog a thousand years (twengathry Earthyears). Perhaps a
million years.

We might be spared all the pain and suffering that we otherwise will inevitably undergo if we
evolve on our own.

We might overnight phase out aging and déattie most tragic horror story facing each of us
humans.

We might significantly upgrade the level armbge of our intelligence.

We might be helped to convert our absurdly fragile physiologies into more intelligent durable
bodies.

We might learn to edit owtll violenced violence among people and violence among animals.
We might be shown ways to gain quagcess to the abundance of the universe.

We might at last learn about the exact origins and size and content and age of our universe or
universes.

We might be shown ways to-ceeate the padtperhaps by reassdaing sound and light waves.

We might quicklylearn techniques for streaming beyond our solar system to romp around the
Milky Way.

Who knows what new skills and information we might acquire as a result of such a connection.
Suddenly we will no longer be primitive organisms crawling about on a sladstfe rock in
Space.

We have everything to gain from direct contact with a more advanced stellar civilization.

What about UFOs (unidentified flying objects)?

Does it make sense that superintelligent beings would schlep across millions of light years onl
to come here and hang around the sky over Orange County?

I can think of no plausible reason why they would show themselves to a few and not to all.



MONITOR 20

What is Your Ideological Orientation?
1- Do you adhere to a particular idegly: an integated body of socidl economi® political
concepts and goals?

Yes No

2- What is your social philosophy?

A-Traditionalist/conservative ("tditional values"): familg faith 8 work ethi@ respect for
leadeshipd patriotism.

B- Liberal: looser adherence to above values.

C-Progressive/postindustrial: fluid lifestyesiumanisnd leisure ethié collaborative decision
making globalism.

3- What is your economic ideology?

A-Capitalism: private or corporatevnership of capital goods. Opemarket competition.

B-Socialism: means of production and distribution of goodsroth@d by state for common wel
fare.

C-Mixed capitalism/socialism.

D-Postsurvival economicscenonics of abundance and immortality.

4- What is your political philosophy?
A-Dictatorship.

B- Representative (parliamentary) government.

C-Direct democracy: voting not for leaders or representatives fagtlglion issues.




5-What do you foresee as the world's ideological trend in coming years?
A-

Conservative Progressive Pendulum shifts

Right Left Beyond right&left
6-Does ideology have any vadun our fluid times?

Yes No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 20

1. Yes(2) No(1)

2.

A.

B.

C. (2)

3.

A.

B.

C.

D. (2)

4,

A.

B.

C. (2)

5.

A. Conservative Progressive(2) Pendulum shifts
B. Right Left Beyond right&left
6. Yes(2) No

Total:




Is there a conservative or liberal trend in the world?
We live in the most revolutionary times in histoNever has human progress been more éapid
globab -profound than it is today.

Isn't it often said these days that we live in an age of rapid change? Isn't it thieeaftdn
complaint that things are changitap fast?

If things are changing very fasthow then can there be a "consative trend" anywhere?

The fact is that in our age of lightspeed advances the conservative trend is a myth. There is
nothing conservative about our age. Themoiseven a liberal trend. Conservative and liberal
are no longer afjuate terms for defining our age of perturbations.

The confluence of rampaging advances on all tracks is revolutionizing everyone and everything.
Even conservatives and liberals are camlly transformed often without their own awareness.

Here are somspecifics:

18 The conservatives and liberals of today embrace technologies considered futuristic hardly
ten years ago.

Until the 1970s embryo transtiergenetic engineerirdy solar energy roboticg ultraintelligent
machines were still dismissed asesuie fition. Today these are thriving industries.

People who only a few years ago approached the "computer" as though it were a tarantula today
brag about their home computers.

Until the 1970s "robot" was a stigmatized term imputed to anyone who was seenawdcold
estranged. Today robots are glamorousosyres at conventions and viewed as intelligent and
friendly little fellows that do a lot of useful things for us.

How quickly we forget our earlier resistances.
These and other technologies are forwawdtexing all areas of life.

20 Itis not only new technology that comes on line with increasing rapidity. Conservatives and
liberals embrace values and lifestylessidered farout hardly a decade ago.

"In the past few years there has been much talk ofeatet. . toward more conservative

value® " notes Daniel Yankelovich the respected analyst of social trends in hisNesoRules.

"Our recent studies show evidences of startling cultural chédngfesnges that petrate to the

very core of American life... Tens of millions of women no longer regard having babies as self
fulfilling . . . There are fewer 'typical American families' today than households consisting of a
single perso@ the fastesgrowing category of households in the U.S. . . . Vast shifizaking

place in the composition of the workplace . . . For the first time in our history, more women than
men were admitted to U.S. institutions of higher learning . . . Change is the only constant.”

Even the religious are moving to higher orbits. JBennetd former president of Union
Theological Seminary of New Yodkrecently dislosed a list of seventeen "inhumane™ moral
stances long espoused g church leadership that have now been abandoned or are
increasingly out of favor. These include: "malgeriorityy white supremady excesses of
capitalism® narrow nationalis@ support for capital punishmentbelief in the inherent
sinfulness of sexuality"

American conservatives who until recently supported racial gatjoa in the southern states
today opely condemn apartheid in South Africa.



30 What about political swings to the right in recent U.S. presidential elections?
Things are not as they appear.

A I'n our age of discontinuity voting conser
familiar andeffect a semblance of slowdown.

A I'n postindustrial societies such as the L
society's moods. In the U.S. nearly half of the eligible voters persistently do not vote. Of those
who do vote millions addre to values and policies that are the antitheses oftbiregylder
conservative and liberal politicians stand for. These young generations have vastly different
orientations and expectations than the people they vote for. They are like young Catholics

stand in streets and cheer the Rofieen go ahead and defy the church by voting for birth

control measurés abortiord the right to divorcd women's rightd high-tech reproductive
techniques.

A I'n countries such as t he fulandinfornvatioe speads e | e c
laterally government rarely sets the pace. &onent is increasingly reactive. The buildup for
change coalesces side politics. (Please see Monitor 8: Power.)

An administration may call itself conservative but ém¥ironment in which it operates and
which propels it is revolutionary.

49 Finally who are today's conservatives and liberals? They are often business people and
investors who unwittingly underwrite the most revolutionary forces in the world.

They are thepeople who pride themselves on their patriotism yet insist onrwpdd trade
policies and invest in global telecominicatio® global transportatioh transnational
corporationd all of which are helping us outgrow the nation state.

Conservatives and libesaWwho glorfy "the work ethic” invest heavily in "leisure industries" and
automated office equipment supercomputeés teleconference technologyrobot$y smart
machines all of which are helping phase out labotensive economies.

Conservatives and olihe liberals who revere famidy marriag® parenthood invest heavily in
genetic and reproductive technologies that this very day are reformatthoddaogtterns of
procreation and panthood.

There is nothing conservative about the new economy. This newdtgteconomy transforms
everything.

How ironic that the business community which is universally viewed as conservative is
unwittingly among the most revolutionary elements in the world.

Something new is happening. The world's ideological base is shiftitige lpast when
conditions unfolded slowly the world was basically conservative. As the pace accelerates the
world grows more prgressivé more futureoriented.

We are all evolving from a basically conservative world to altgamary one.

When there isin apparent shift to conservatism in somedatea example in national
election® it is a "conservative trend" within an increasingly progressive world.

We areall on a fast track.

All humanity is riding a giant escalator. Everyone is continually movindgcuen those who
appear to be standing still and those who look back.



Traditionalists everywhere are more vocal than ever because the world is increasingly
untraditional.

No governmerd no political or religious movemetno corporate interegisno combination
of antifuture forces can any longer slow down the cumulative acceleration of progress.

Whether we call ourselves conservative or libinadactionary or progressigeright or lef© we
are all swept along by the stampede of history.

The only trend today is fastforward.

Are we changing too fast?
From the perspective of fifty yeaagjoeverything is changing very fast in these final years of
the century. From the perspective of fifty yeahgadwe are inching forward at a snail's pace

The fact is that the cumulative speedup of history imposes a tempo of its own. Whether we like it
or not the pace of progress will speed up.

Those who are in flow with the thrust of change can contribute significantly to progress. Those
who run counterd the flow and attempt to slow things down dissipate their efforts.

As breakthroughs accelerate breakdowns accelerate also. Breakdown of ingditutions
lifestyled social and ethical valudstechnologied citiesd nations. This in turn leads people
who see evestin slow motion to conclude that the world is falling apart or that we are sliding
backward.

How can we cope with runaway breakdowns and breakthroughs?

Most of us instinctively adjust our rate of adaptability. If there were some way we could
playback on &creen our personality profiles of twenty years ago we would marvel at how much
our adaptibility rates have speeded up to keep pace with advances.

The faster we change the faster our adaptability adapts.

Does ideology have any value in our fluid times?
Ideologies are particularly useful in our times of confusing discoitiéds and accelerations.

An ideology helps bring together ideas and ideals into a unified coherent agenda.

An ideological framework helps clarify conceptshows the inteonnectionamong apparently
disparate tracks helps define goalkelps suggest methods for reaching those goals.

In setting forth clear new visions an ideological program can bring hope and act as a rallying
force for action.

In our fluid times an ideology can be affwe only if it too is fluid® changing and growing and
guestioning.

What are some highlights of new ideological directions in

the coming years?
All existing ideologies of right and left are inherently industrial age. As we hasten to a new age
these ideologs lose relevance.



The telespheral age is inevitably spawning new agéntlagond right and left.

It may be too early to tell exactly how things will fall into place in the coming years. We don't
even have a designation for this newoldgical thrust.

Years ago | suggested the term *\3fing" as the ideological heir to the riglaind leftwings. |
suggested that UpVingers are those who are committed to helping accelerate the shift to new
historical and evolutionary levels.

What matters is not so much theame or names we finally settle on for our new agendas. What
matters is that we need a new ideological direction.

Right and left ideologies are essentially part of the same indesgigatontinuum. In their most
progressive leanings they strive to reaiize existingsystems. They call for better family
relation® more progressive schoélsmore sophisticated hospitélsnore reliable postal
service® more efficient government bureaucradewore jobs and prosperdymore open
elections of government leaders apgresentatives cleaner and more efficiently run cities and
SO on.

Up-Wingers see all these and related systems as inherently outdated. No incremental
modernization can effectively salvage these and other indesgrgaholdovers. Powerful new
forces in thavorld are steadily rescripting life in fundamentally new ways.

The details of this new age may still be blurred. But the outlines are becoming clearer every day.
As noted earlier the direction @il areas of life is unmistakably toward decentralizaion
despecializatiod demonopolizatiod debureaucratizati@én globalization.

Even more profound evolutionary changes are now evident. We are striving to deanimalize our
specied debiologize intelligena® deplanetize.

Following is a shorhand overview of UpWing agenda. (For details please see my bddfs
WingersandTelesphereand the forthcomin@ountdown to Immortality.)

Physical immortality.
The most urgent problem facing us is not s@cietonomi@ political. The most pressing
problem facing uall everywhere igleath. All other human constraints are derivative.

So long as there is death no one is free. So long as there is death we cannot upgrade the basic
quality of life.

The elimination of death has never been on anyone's agenda because throughout the ages we
were never able to do anything about it.

Today for the first time ever we are significantly slowing down the aging process. We are
devising more and more spare parts forfurationing body organs. We are slowly learning to
transfer intelligence. Other e&brdinary advances are on our launching pads.

Immortality is now a question of whémot if.

The elimination of death will not do away with problems. It will take away the tragedy in human
life. Once we attain immortality everything will be possible.



Space colonization.
We must urgently accelerate the tempo of Space exploration amdzagion. Why is this a top
priority? (I will reiterate for emphasis what | suggested in Monitor 19: Space.)

Space colonization opens up the abundance of the universe.
Freesus of all finiteness.
Quickens the momentuswing to telespheres.

Accelerates our transformation from Easibecific animal/human ganisms to extraterrestrial
posthumans.

Multiplies our chances of connecting with other intelligences who in turn giegdus a mighty
boost forward.

Telespheres.
Everywhere the industrial world is wearing out. It is not an accident that suddenly more and
more of our institutions are malfunctioning. It is not an accident that in advanced industrial
societies the nucleaarily and school education and postal service and small farms and labor
unions and the auto and steel industries and central governments and indgstaiies and
national economies are all buffeted by persistent problems.

These and other industrate systems are all interconnected. As one part of the apparatus
breaks down other parts begin to fall apart also.

The fact is that the entire planet is shifting to a new stdggyondindustrialism. But the right
and lefd the two dominant ideological thrusigour time® do not have agendas to facilitate a
quick and coordinated stepup to the postindustrial age.

The differences between the industrial and the telespheral worlds are basic and significant. By
grafting intelligence and telecommunication to alkaref our lives we are forever altering the
nature of everything: our serviée®ur employmerd our ways of interacting with one

anothed our decisioamaking processes.

Telespheres forge a continuous interface of people and technology and services. lartfirggem
electronic environment we do not need the cumbersome bureaucracies and structures of the
industrial age. We hawdirectaccess to servicédsat any time and from anywhere.

The most "progressive" school is still an old system of education. The stagealtsehool
education is teleducation.

The most modern hospital is still an old and inefficient way of keeping people healthy. The stage
beyond hospitals is preventive protective telemedicine.

The most efficient postal service is still postal. The stagerikis electronic mail.

In other words the most modern automobile is still an automobile. A truly modern transport is
something beyond the automoldl@ helcopter or a magnetic levitation device.

We need to leap to the next stage.



Networks of intimacy.
Matingd reproductiod parenting are undergoing profound changes.

The conditions that through the ages sustained family systems are on their way out. People no
longer need to marry for procreatidncompanionshi@® loved sexual intimacyy protection
d econome support.

We are steadily moving toward shared or collaborative procreation and collaborative parenting.

Collaborative procreation means screening people's sex cells and using only those most likely ta
produce healthy wholesome new lives. This will upgréee quality of life for everybody.

Shared parenting means creating collaborative networks of people who wish to share in the
parenting of children. At a time when many marriages break up and people value their autonomy
such networks free people of thepensibility of parenting alone. These arrangemaitasy

parents freedom of movement. They also allow children a richer more varied more continuous
early environment.

Postsurvival economics.
Until now all economic systems have dealt with survival. Hoprtwide for people's basic
needs: food shelted clothing.

The basics of all economics have not changed in hundreds shtiaiof years. The economics

of Neanderthals and the economics of a modern complex society are essentially the same. The
details hae grown more compléX but the basics are unchanged. How to provide for people's
basic needs$ survival needs.

Something unprecedented is happening in economics.
We are going beyond mere survival.

The new economiésthe economics of the coming decadleteals nowith survival. The new
economics wants to insure our immortality.

Some of the fastegfrowing areas in economics today (and certainly in the years ahead) are
technologies and resources that directly dirgctly aim at the indefinite extension of each
human life.

What are some of these glamor areas of modern economics? Moleculardiology
bioengineering biochip® prosthese® body reconstructiod geriatrics and gerontologylife-
extending product medical technology life support technolody life suspension.

Other areas of postsurvival economics: supercomputeisots android® replicant®
ultraintelligent systents memory transfer and so on.

Some of these technologies are already multibHtiotiar industries. The others are on their
way.

The new economics doestrstrive to keep people alive for a few decades. It aims to extend each
life indefinitely.



Up-Wing economics is not content with cradiéegrave protection. It wants to do away with the
grave.

The new economics goes beyond mere survival.

What we have heris the beginnings of a twenfyrst-century Ecaomics of Immortality.

Collaborative decision-making (politics).
Voting for leaders in free elections has long been touted as a "democratic process."

The fact is that this is an anachronistic definition@mhdcracy. Voting for leadedseven in free
election® is not democracy. A systeaf government that calls for a few officials to make
unilateral decisions for millions of people can hardly be called democratic.

Government through leadership and represem@tiight or lef® elected or imposédis a
form of private enterprise with its own vested inter@sts own selfserving ideological and
economic advantagésits unilateral exercise of powérthe inevitable cult of personality.

Government through leadershiptamatically creates two distinct categoéidsaders and
followers. This in turn leads to unequal exercise of power.

Whether the right or the left wins elections does not redress this undemocratic imbalance. The
decisions are still made by the leaders.\(@&oments in advanced industrial countries are losing
powe not because of right or left refordut because of the decentralizing impact of the

new information flow.)

The only way to transfer power to the people is to phase out all systems of goveraseenb
leadership and representation.niracy in our times means votthaot for leaderd but
voting drectly on issues.

This may not have been possible in the past. But today we have the electronic technology for
such collaborative decisiemaking.

Thegrowing number of referenduddallot initiative® propasition®d public opinion polls are
steps toward the eventual creation of a political framework enabling people to participetiy
in decision making.

Collaborative selgovernment is not only moemocratic than all existing political systems. It
is also a more rapdd efficientd depoliticized way of making decisions in our times.

These are some L\Wing goals and priorities. There are others: globaligglecommunitied
twenty-first-century values anso on.

All the above priorities are interconnected. To advance rapidly in any one area we must leap
ahead irall areas.

This new ideological trajectory is intended to bring us more freedom more abundance more
leisure more fluidity more intimacy more growth

Today as we hasten toward telespherization and globaltdeard new sources of limitless
abundance and new forms of limitless intelligehd¢eward transsolar colonies and
immortalityd we are reaching beyond conservative and lidebeyond right and left.

We are moving Up.



MONITOR 21

How Future Oriented Are You?

1- Do you think about the future? The next five years? The next twenty?

_____ Often _ Sometimes __ Never

2- Do you think of the Big Picture? Who are we? What is all this about? Velheme going?
___Often _ Sometimes _ Meve

3- Do you actually design loagange plans (two to twenty years) for yself and/or for your
organization?

Often Sometimes Meve
4- Do you think that it is useless to plahead because we cannot makeugate forecasts?
Yes No

5- Do you think we should "live in the presedtthe future will take care of itself?

Yes No

6- Where do you stand in relation to progressive changes? Are yetafigiindind the times?
In flow with the pace of change? Generally ahead?

Behind In flow Ahead

7- How much emphasis do you place on people's past? Where were you born? Who were your
parents? Where did you grow up? Where did you study? Wiaeeeyou worked?

Much emphasis Mild emphasis No interest
8- Are there any "eternal valués"values that never change?
Yes No

9- Do you have a religious (or spiritual) orientation?

Yes No

A-Do you believen fate or detsny?
Yes No

B-Is it all in the hands of a god?

Yes No

C-Is it all predicted in the Bible or Old Testament or Koran?

Yes No



D-Are religions declining or spreading?
Declining Spreading
10- Are you a secular humandstan atheigk an evolutionist?

Yes No

A-For example: Do you believe that we are free agents in the universe and that our future is in
our own hands?

Yes No

11- Are you actively involved with any futetoriented organizations? For example:
A-Alternative lifestyles: singles netwoi&smobiliad group parenting etc.?

Yes No

B- Abundance projects: solarengyd nuclear fusiod hydroponicg etc.?

Yes No

C-Globalist organizations: Platary Citizen® global travel (group$) global languagé etc.?
Yes No

D-Ultraintelligent systems: robots android® supercomputeés etc.? .

Yes No

E- Life extension organizations: Arigingd cryonic suspesiond immortalityd etc.?

Yes No

F- Spacerelated organizations: Space progéa@pace colonied exobiology?

Yes No

G-Normative movements: Up/inger® Futurist groupd etc.?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 21

1. Often(2) Sometimes Never
2. Often(2) Sometiniés Never
3. Often(2) Sometiniés Never
4. Yes No(2)
5. Yes No(2)
6. Behind In flofd:) Ahead(2)
7. Much emphasis Mild emphasis(2) No intefé¥t
8. Yes No(2)
9. Yes No(2)
A. Yes No(2)
B. Yes No(2)
C. Yes No(2)
D. Declining(2) Spreading
10. Yes(2) No
A. Yes(2) No
11.
A. Yes(2) No
B. Yes(2) No
C. Yes(2) No
D. Yes(2) No
E. Yes(2) No
F. Yes(2) No
G. Yes(2) No
Total:

Shouldn't we "live in the present"?
What is the present? Today? Todeail be the past in a few hours.

This week? This week will be over in a couple of days.

You cannot live in the present. You can only live for the future. All life is movement toward the
future.

People who claim to live in the present actually live in th&tp

For planners in particular there is no present. You cannot plan for the present. The present has r
pragmatic value.

The concept of a "present” is a carryover from past centuries. Irislokwtimes the idea of' 'the
present” may have had some magniThe present was an identifiable time frame for historians
and sociologists and planners. The present may have stretched for forty or fift§ wars
average lifetime.

In our runaway times the present is no longer a useful time frame. Last montimsairdarhas
already oxidized. By next year the rpage of new information and advances will have produced
a new cotext. In two years most current textbooks will have atrophied.



The present is a myth. (Force of habit may cause us to use the termweistiisay "sunset"”
though we know that the sun does not set.)

There is only a past and a future.

There is not much we can do about the past. We can do much about the future. We can help
create it.

How much emphasis do you place on the past?
In the passocieties were pastriented. Emphasis was on traditions and ancient holy books and
people's origins. Whose son are you? What village do you come from? How many verses can
you recite from such and such old book? Where were you baptized?

The orientation ishifting. Societies are increasingly future oriented. Partly because
obsolescence sets in quickly there is less and lephasis on the past.

Where you grew up who your parents wedewhat degrees you acquired twenty yearsdago
reveal less and less aboutawou are today. It is not how downdated you are but how updated.

Not surprisingly the emphasis inodernpsychotherapy is less on a person's past and more on
today and tomorrow.

You can tell a lot about the orientation of a society or people by thaapsettey ask.

Planning ahead.
We are just emerging from ages during which we rarely planned ahead. We did not understand
the dynamics of change. Our concepts of cause and effect were absurdly faulty. And we were to
locked into the daily struggle for suwval to have the luxury of planning ahead.

At most we planned for the next harvest. The prevailing attitude was: "Whatever god wants" or
"Whatever fate has in store."

This passivitg though phasing oétis still with us. For many pexe today planning fothe
future means ' 'Who am | having dinner with this Friday night?"

It is precisely because we do not plan ahead that we rush headlong intevaltdgk romance
only to discover with much pain that the person in whose orbit we are caught is on an
incompdible trajectory.

It is precisely because students do not plan ahead intelligently that they discover three years late
that they had been marinating in the wrong academic concoction.

It is precisely because corporations do not plan ahead intelligentiph&yasuddenly discover
that they have frittered away millions on a product that no longer has a &arkibiat is
undersold by similar products from cregigbal competitors.

It is precisely because cities do not plan ahead intelligently that entifeooengods suddenly
decompose into slums or that the urban sprawl is hobbled overnight by a geriatric transportation
system.

It is precisely because nations do not plan ahead intelligently that people are undernourished or
cannot find adequate housing océacostly medical expenses.

Planning for the future is a sure sign of intelligence.



Predicting the future with increasing accuracy.
Something startling is happening in human affairs. We are predicting the future with increasing
accuracy.

A capability thatve had long attributed to gadigprophet$ clair- voyants is now enjoyed by
forecasters using the magic wand of science and technology.

This new skill is steadily revolutionizing the way we approach our problems and our potentials.
In time this new tool wilprofoundly transform all areas of our lives.

How do we go about forecasting?

First: Each discipline (weather forecastthgconomicd demayraphic$® etc.) is developing
specific methodologies to deal with the dynamics of change in that field.

Second: We are igng on new technology to help us gather informadidast i® process i
crossfactor it. We deploy monitord remote sensir@y data bankd modeling and simulatian
expert syeems global information networl so on.

It is precisely because the weather serviegalys an array of fancy higlech that weather
forecasts are now about ninety percent accurate.

Other technologies are helping us fiuee forecasts in politiés genetic® psychology urban
studie® economic8 earthquake actityd cosmology.

This growing ality to scan ahead is helping us plan intelligently for the future.

Are there any eternal (constant) values?
There are no constant or eternal values. The idea of constancy comes from an antiquated view c
a stable or static world.

Values change as the eromment changes. Values cannot beatdgpled from other forces in
society: economics social lifed tecmology.

Values change roughly at the same rate as technological change.

Resistances to new technology are just as tenacious and widespread as registemcgalues.
In fact people resist new technology mainly because a change of hardware inevitably brings a
change of pace and lifestyle and values.

Yet people everywhere assume that new technology and changing world conditions unfold
against a backdrop oeverchanging values. As though values existed in a vacuum.

For example conservative leaders in the United States and in Fausipéor new technology
and resources yet stress the need to hold on to "traditional values."

Saudi Arabian leaders import lmins of dollars of new technology yet insist that they do not
want their "sacred traditions" tampered with.

Parents in slow communities around the planet send their offspring to faraway universities to
study social sciences and world affairs and nugégsics yet caution them not to forget their
“"traditional way of life."



Does any of this make sense? Is it possible to have communication satgjldbal
televisior® supercomputeds supersonic transporés birth control devices and still hold on to
“traditional values"?

The new technology and the global economy are playing havoc with traditions everywhere in the
world.

Loved loyaltyd respead succesd unityd responsibilityy sacrficed efficiencyd truthd
integrityd all these meant one thing at one time. They nseamething else today. They will
mean something radically different in twenty or thirty years.

For example at one time holding on to a cadezjold a home for a lifetime was considered a
sign of responsibility. The person who changed sp@ufssd careers wa considered
irresponsible and wtable.

In our times such continuity is not only increasingly difficult. It is not even desirable. We now
value the person who is able to retool and move on.

Our perceptions of success and failure are also changing.

For hundreds of yearanyrich or famous or powerful person was considered successful. Success
for men meant making a lot of money or reaching the top of the bureaucratic ladder. Nobody
bothered to question the quality of such people’s lives.

Success for womeneant "landing a husband." Rarely was the quality of the marriage
guestioned.

Our concepts of success have changed as evidenced by the number of people who have droppe
out of the bureaucratic rat race and the tens of millions of women and men who are not
marryingd or who disconnect if the quality of the marriage is not to their liking.

We now gauge success by new standards: How mucfuiglinent is there in your life? How
much personal growth? Creativity? Leisure?

What about loyalt§y purityd faithfulnessm "relationships"? At ongme this meant not ever
makinglove with anyone except your spouse. In our fluid times sexual loyalty often means
confining yourself to one lover for a few weeks or months or a couple of years. For millions of
men and women who tia multiple lovers sexual loyalty has no meaning at all. (The current
sexual retrenchment brought on by the fear of AIDS is temporary. Before long a cure will be
found for AIDS. But the shifts in values are letggm and in my view irreversible.)

We are tenpering with even more fundamental trédh&bsolute truths.”

For example until recent times death was final and irreversible. Once a persbihdiedas it.
This was an "absolute truth'a ' 'universal truth.” In our times thousands of people are brought
back from deatld through cardiopulmonary resuscitation and other techniques. What was an
absolute truth is no longer so absolute.

At one time "leaving this world" meant dying. To the religious it meant going to a heaven or a
hell. If you were not in this wrld you were dead. This too was an absolute truth. In our times
people routinely liftoff in spacecraft and freefalltside this worldMonths later they reenter our
world.

More and more such "eternal verities" will be reversed in the coming years.skdothsc
"constants” change our social values and ethics change also.



The fact that our ' 'eternal” truths and social values change is reason for hope. It proves the
dynamism of us humans.

Is there a resurgence of religion in the world?
Religion is in a mee rapid decline today than at any time in history. Until a few decades ago
religions dominated all areas of life in all societies. Nearly everyone in North America and
Europe was a churgber. Nearly everyone in the Moslem world was a fundamentalistlyNea
every Jew by today's standardswas orthodox.

Even a quick scan of early twentietentury newspapers and journals will show a pervasive
climate of religion and the power of the clergy.

The decline of the traditional fam@ythe rapid rise in divorce theloosening up of sexual
more® open homosexualify legalized abortiod widespread use of birth control measdres
the rapid spreadf the women's movemehtthe phaseout of patriarchythese are a few
evidences of the declining influence of religion.

Tens of millons of Catholics around the world now openly flout the Vatican's rulings on
abortion and birth control and women's rights. This would have been urdfgast a few
decades ago.

Tens of millions of young educated Moslems scattered in the big citieswbtlehave never
been inside a mosque and have never observed Koranic tenets on dailydpnagerage
lawsd nondrinkingd fasting pilgrimage. They are Moslem only in name.

Year after year scores of churches and synagogues in the United States and Eenopg tp
apartment buildings cinema$ shogping malls. They are never replaced.

Recently Hans Kung the Roman Catholic theologian addressing the American Psychiatric
Association conference in Washington, D.C. complained that "the large majority" of
psychiatists simply ignore religion in treating patients. In fact some go so far as to view their
patients' expressions of religion as “an illness requiring a ure."

The internationally known theologian went on to say that "in Freud's time religion was fought
over and argued about, but today there is silence on religion from psyéhiatigion is the
final taboo."

There is "silence on religion" precisely because religion has ceased to be a factor in more and
more people’'s lives.

One way to obtain a quick readart the way the world is going is to observe the youth. It does
not take advanced radars to see that the youth of the world is rapidly moving away from religion.

Why the decline of religion?
18 Religions are inherently authoritarian. They demand unquesgi@iherence to absolute
commandments that are said to have been set down by gods or prophets. Such a system built o
faith and total acceptance worked well during humanity's childhdbd thousands of years
during which people everywhere grew up in authoian/ paternalistic environments that
demanded submissiveness.

In our times entire generations are growing up in environmecliaed to reciprocity. They are
conditioned to question and challenge and take part in decision making. The paternalism and
absolutism of religions are alien to their emotional reference.



It is startling to hear people talk of "freedom of religion." Religion itself is unfree. What some
people want is the right to be unfree.

20 Religions thrived for thousands of years maingcause they brought comfort and hope at a
time when life was largely a relentless cycle of suffering. They offered support and love to those
who felt unloved or abandoned. They offered reassuring rationales for people's misfortunes.
Religions gave them @ds and direction and purpose in life. Most religions even promised some
kind of everlasting life after death.

There is still much suffering in the world. But in the more advanced areas of our planet the level
of suffering is steadily receding. Hung®mprivationd crippling diseasés onslaughts of

naturé high death rai@ these are not common realities of modern life. Most people can cope
on their own with their problems.

For those who cannot cope the modern world offers numerowgpthgic supports such as
networks of friendshipd professional and creative fulfillmetgsychotherapy

hypnotherap§ counseling . . . These comforting therapies work better in the modern world than
the simplistic palliatives of religion.

30 Religion® like other absolutist systems tlidgmand total acceptaric@lepend on
information monopoly for their survival. Aloritarian movements always insist on determining
what information should be made available to people.

But we live in what has been called the "information age." in&tion & all around us. It gushes
out from countless sources. It is increasingly difficult to control informatioranipulate id

shut it down. In such an informationtensive environment religion has more and more
difficulty exercising unilateral influence.

Everyday the sciences are expanding our knowledge base. Each time we learn a little more
about the origins of our universe and the solar system and our planet we undermine the basic
premises and causalities of religion. Each time we learn a little more abaygresis of living
organisms in the oceans and the origins of primates and hominids and the evolution of
intelligence and speech we undermine the basic premises and dogmas of religions.

The cumulative buildup of this secular informatiemvironment hads greatest impact on youth.

If religions are declining what accounts for the rise of

fundamentalism in some parts of the world?
There is no resurgence of religion anywhere in the world. If it appears as if there is a rise in
fundamentalism it is becauséthe following factors:

18 Sunday evangelisisJewish fundamentalisisayatollahs have long been around. Global
television has made them more vistblgiving the impression that they are proliferating. (The
high visibility of televangelists on national telsion will notd -as is often assumédhelp
spread religion. The more religion comes out into the open the more quickly it will decline.)

20 The global comingling of people is spreading. In recent yeal®nslof people from less
advanced (and thereforeone religious) soieties have moved to North America and Europe
briefly swelling the ranks of worshipers.

30 As religions steadily lose relevance and secular ideas spread across the planet the religious
feel more threatened and therefore grow more vd¢henever an established order faces
decline its guardians fight back ferociously giving the impression of a sudden resurgence. For



example British feelings for their empire were probably never more impassioned than in the late
1940s and the 1950s when #mapire was collapsing everywhere.

Future-oriented and normative movements.
These movements as a rule are not focused on problems or issues of the past. For example the\
are notdirectlyinvolved with such ageld problems as povedyhunged violenced wars.

Most of these movements are geared to the future. They start off with new péeaskasew
questiond aim for new answeds point to new goals.

They are seminal and visionary.

In striving for new norms the people in these movements fully expect thatchgeblems will
automatically be subsumed.

For example in pushing to develop new sources of limitless energy such as solar and fusion and
hydrogen they believe that the inexpensive and abundant energy will do away walld age
povertyd imbalances in wealth recession® inflations.

But these futur@riented activists have their sights on more ambitious goals.

They believe that the new pdsissitfuel abundance reinforced by the new global ecordbomy
the new Space environménthe new posscarcity values will inevitdly lead to a new
economic order free of the constraints of money and {dvevages and the psychology of
ownrership.

Long-range planners talk of twenfiyst-century replicato® Santa Claus maching@snfinity
systems.

Other futureoriented activists hav@milarly lofty goals. The creation of postfamily lifesty@es

the colonization of the solar systdnimmortality and so on. These lomgnge efforts will not

only defuse ageld problems and limitations. They will actually advance us to a fundamentally
highe order of life.



MONITOR 22

How Optimistic Or Pessimistic Are You About The Future?

1- Are you pessimistic about the future of humanity?

Yes No

A-Do you believe that conditions in the world have been deteriorating in recent times?

Yes No

B-Are we heading toward a major global cataclysm?

Yes No

C-Do you dread the future?

Yes No

D-Do you wonder if there will even be a future?

Yes No

2- Are you optimistic about the future?

Y& No

A-Do you believe that things have been improving for humanity in recent times?

Yes No

B-Will we continue to make pragss?

Yes No

C-Do you expect major brettiroughs in the coming years that will significarittyprove human
life?

Yes No

D-Do you look forward to the fure?

Yes No

3- Do you believe that conditions swing back and férttke a pendulurd sometimes we
progress other times we regress?

Yes No

4- Does it finally matter whether one is an optimist or a pessimist?

Yes No

5- Are you neither an optimist nor a gasist but a realist?

Realist Realist pessimist Realist optimist



Answer sheet: MONITOR 22

1. Yes No
A. Y& No
B. Yes No
C. Yes No
D. Yes No
2. Yes No
A. Yes No
B. Yes No
C. Yes No
D. Yes No
3. Yes No
4, Yes No
5. Realist Realigtssimist Realist optimist
Total:

Are you neither an optimist nor a pessimistii but a realist?

If you think that you are neither an optimist nor a pessimist but a realist yidudiref jet
exhaust.

| have never met a sedtyled ealist who did not have a pessimistic or optimistic bias.

The optimist and the pessimist each believes that it is the realist. Each offers a litany of reasons
to justify its outlook.

For example the pessimist maintains that "the U.S. and the Soviet Uaibailing up their

arsenals. Neither side will give in. There are many paranoid people on both sides. Sooner or late
frictions arebound to get out of hand. We will inevitably blow ourselves up. | am not a pessimist
or anything just a realist.”

The opimist is just as adamant. "There has not been a major war since World War Il several
decades ago. Remote monitoring makes sneak attacks increasingly difficult. Every day the
infrastructures the economics the technology and the psychology of global cadresion

spreading. The world today is more interconnected than ever. Even during a freeze in
U.S./Soviet relations there are more joint projects going on than at any time in the past. | see us
moving toward cooperati@nnot war. This is not optimisénit is sourd realism."

We are back where we wér@ptimism versus pessimism.

Obviously neither optimism nor pessimism can be categorical. We just don't know. Things could
go either way ireveryarea of life.

Does it really matter whether one is an optimist or a

pessimist?
Some people are energized by hope and good news. Others fesigddilby bad news.



An environment that is relentlessly pessimistic undermines theasfiidence of peopte
particularly of children. Persistent pessimism about the world and thre ften lead to
withdrawal and apathy.

"What is the use of trying? Human nature is hopeless|g gl world is rotteé the future is
bleak. Why try? The hell with the world."

It is difficult to motivate people who have grown up in a climate of de3ga@ope for whom
things never worked out or who were made to feel that things can never work out.

People who grow up in supportive eda environments are more likely to have confidence in
themselves and in the world and therefore be more inclined to appleaadaity's advances
and deal energetlly with problems.

As a rule optimists are more likely to be future oriented thasipésts.

Are people generally optimistic or pessimistic?
There are more pessimists than optimists. We complain more than vee r&jt brood more
than we exultBad news is more serious than good news. Therefore we take the pessimists and
the alarmists among us more seriously than our few optimists. Doomsayers have always had a
greater following than have the optimists.

It is easie to be a pessimist than an optimist. The reasons are ob@idg are surrounded by
problems.

d We have all grown up in neurotic anxietdden environments that instilled in us guilt and
shame and setloubt.

0 Each of us is a fragile organism that caarag moment di@ forever.

| do not know of an optimistic people in the world.

Aren't Americans said to be an optimistic people?
Modern Americans are certainly less fatalistic and-delfbting than people on other continents.
In fact as economic hardshipad social restrictions lessen in the world people everywhere grow
more confident and hopeful.

But Americans are far from optimistic. Most Americans in fact tend to be crisis oriented. They
act like doomsday junkies who seem to need a daily dose ofdveglto keep going.

The American news media with the help of everyone churns out one crisis after another and the
people as though suffering from a national Alzheimer's meitapse respond to each arid every
selfmanipulation.

Switch back to the 1950s farmoment. America was in the grips of a Communist hysteria. The
kind of hysteria you would expect to find among voodoo aborigines who had just been told that a
peopleeating ogre had been set loose among them.

While the world watched in disbelief Ameripat on a bizarre rituadance of panic. A

repressive atmosphere swept across this country. People who did not have the foggiest idea wh:
"Communism" stood for whispered the word as though they were referring to the plague. Those
suspected of collusion vitthe "evil godless Commies" were hounded out of their jobs their



homes their communities. Tens of tkands of Americans were stampeded into building bomb
shelters as protection from threminentCommunist invasion.

At first everyone's favorite enemy wéhe Soviet Union. Then Red China was given the honor of
public enemy number one. Every evil intent was imputed to the "hordes" of Communist China.
"The U.S.is a superpower that becomes pastreccken at the mere rustle of leaves in the

worldd " said MaoTsetung.

By the late 1960s much of the world had established diplomatic or trade relations with China anc
the U.S. had no option but to go along and recognize the existence of the world's most populous
state.

Overnight the hate campaign evaporated. Thg people who had spoken of the ' ‘wicked
godless yellow menace" now fell all over trsmives rushing to China as tourists as campaigning
politicians and as business executives panting to close multibidbdar deals.

Such overreaction is by no meamfined to politics and the intetional scene. The U.S.
seems to go from one "crisis" to another: the ecology dctéwe pollution hysterid the ozone
depletion alarn® the SST furad the Population Bomb.

The Population Bomb? All through the 1960s andli$ig0s neeValthusians insisted that the
world population was proliferating so tidfy that "soon there will be no room for anyone to lie
down." A Stanford University professor made headlines andsedist lists with such

apocalyptic predictions as: "Tihattle to feed all of humanity is over ... In the 1970s hundreds of
millions of people are going to starve to death .... .At this late date nothing can prevent a
substantial increase in the world death rate ..." Meanwhile every global report showkd that t
world "population explosion” was slowing down.

In the early 1970s there was the "oil crisis." Americans were told that they were descending into
a new "Dark Age." Politiciarts newscasters academicians Nobel Prize winners and other
"authoities" announed that the world would soon run out ofdoithat we had "finite resources”

and that we had reached the "limits to growth." Over and over Americans were told by the
specialists that they would have to maleemanend repeafpermanerd adjustments in their

lif estyles because they would "never enjoy the old levels of prosperity."

"We are probably entering an age of scarcity," Howard K. Smith of EB&hing News

announced in February 1974.' 'But | don't believe that is bad. It is an axiom that disciplined
children are happier than nondisciplined ones. The same is true of nations." Did he mean that
scarcity is good for us?

The immolations over the "energy crisis" had hardly ceased when Americans were served up a
new crisi® the genetic engineering show. Every dayspapers and magazines and television
programs carried cataclysmic predictions by opimuaker® Nobel Prize winners another
"authorities" that the new recombinant DNA technology would produce new forms of bacterial
life that would escape from the ladatory and "destroy millions of human lives."

This "crisis" was followed by the herpes scare. Americans were told that herpes was more
insidious than other sexually transmitted diseases. "Herpes is an epidemic of major proportions
and will continue to speal'd that was an oftepeated news bulletin. Evangelists of doom and
other moralists had a field day. "This is God's way of punishing you for your wicked
promiscuous ways." For a while many people stopped making love and swimming in public
pools.

Next Amercans enjoyed the Nuclear War hysteria. Feature &Inf¥/ serie® radio
interviews instant book8 daily newspaper hetdes were all suddenly riveted on only one



topic: Imminent Global Nuclear War. While the rest of the world went about its business Amer
icawas caught up in another ritual frenzy. It was widely reported that children all over the USA
had recurrent nightmares about the bomb and the end of the world.

Then there was the terrorism panic. While the streets and outdoor cafes of Europe and North
Africa overflowed with revelers millions of Americans canceled their travel plans.

Then the Missing Children Padiche hysteria over dru@sthe panic over chemic&son and
onandon...

What will Americans be gloomy about next week? What will people beausiiges with? What
new crisis? What is the new Saturday Night Horror Show?

Has anybody ever done a study to find out how long Americans could survive without a major
"crisis"? Eight minutes? Twentsix minutes? Would everyone start to panic if no newscrisi
could be staged? Would the entire country be put on an emergecdgisalert?

The overreaction to these "crises" are part of the same psychology as-Berantunist
hysteria. In each case the pattern is the same: Overstate the @didemnit out d proportion

to what it really i play on people's fears and anxieties. Milk each issue for what it'sdvorth
then move on to another "crisis."

This tendency to fabricate and exaggerate is not confined to any one group in the ideological
spectrum. Conseniaes are paranoid about Communism. Liberals exaggerate the war issue.
Many environmentadts overstate problems of the ecology. Sunday evangelists put otdgf“end
the-world" five-alarms on almost everything. "Primal screamers" are everywhere.

| do not sugest that we are without problems. There are plenty of problems. Industrial pollution
is a problem. Alcoholism and drugdidtion are problems. The nuclear arms race is a problem.
AIDS and herpes are problems. America's anachronistic gunboat diprtreeyeavyhanded
intervention in other countriésthat too is a problem.

It is the tendency to exaggerate and overplay problems that | find manipulative and in the long
run counterproductive. It is the people's gullibiiter is it receptivityd that is also bifling.

How can millions of people allow themselves to be manipulated time and time and again by suck
obviously transparent scare tactics? You would think that by now everyone in America would
have wised up and refused to go along.

Could it be that peopleere thrive on such parimongering?
Why are American® perhaps more than other pedplso obsessed with crises?

0 Is "crisis" big business? In a country where everything is for profit is crisis profitable? There is
no question that a lot of people in thisiatry make a lot of money manufacturing and peddling
crises: newgapers are said to sell more briskly when disasters or scandals are hyped up. Films
and television reap profits from disaster sta@yiesal and fictional. Religions thrive on people's
anxieties and fears. The entire security industry makes billions in firearms and Iguksd rails

and electronic alarm systems. Militarism is probably the biggest business of all. Over 30,000
private companies in the U.S. thrive on military expenditures. "Hrepfor war" is good

business.

0 Is this receptivity to crisisnongering an outgrowth of the old puritan&rguilt and sekhate?
At one time Sunday evangelists all over America told the people how wicked they were and
scared the hell out of them with grapliiescriptions of the imminent end of the world. Today
others do essentially the same tliingake people feel bad about themselves and punish them



with horror stories. In other words do people here need a daily fix of bad news to keep them
going? Is this wht people feel thegleserve?s there a pathological need for enemies?

What are some of the consequences of this perpetual atmosphere of crisis?

A As noted earlier a chronically negative e
selid in society and in the future. This can be particularly damaging to children who tend to take
things at face value and do not have the perspective to see that everythingésairdg

A - Such a venomous at mospher e c alsandsatiopsevihp | e
leftist ideologies are considered "evil." Other people are to be avoided because they may carry
sexual diseases. Yet others may molest or steal your children. Of course caution is necessary at
times but exaggerated distrust may itsetfate problems.

A Another fallout is the loss of trust in t
people in this country refuse to read npajers or watch newscasts. "There is nothing but bad
news."

A When everyt hi nfigultto smaintaiyn peespectivepandideal intedigemntly viith
problems. Because problems are ofteaggyerated the responses are inevitably exaggerated. For
example the overkill to the arms race generates nightmares and depression i pedplas
becomes problem in itself. The overreaction to problems of the environment in the early 1970s
caused the U.S. to abandon the development of a supersonic passenger aircraft.

A Finally in the U.S. &theenoquefthp coentdyss perpsually o o k
tainted by the crisis of the day.

"How are you?"
"l am very worried about this terrible problem of the ozone."

Switch forward a few weeks: "With all this terrorism going araumém really scared to go
anywhere."

A few weeks later: "How can one fesdfe when they are tampering with people's genetic
makeup?"

A couple of months later: "How can | feel good about anything? We are going to blow ourselves
up-ll

We have problends real problems. We do not need to fabricate crises or exaggerate the severity
of existing problems.

Overkill is not an effective way of dealing with anything.

Does the quickening pace of progress justify optimism about

our future?
In my view sociad economi® political progress does not by itself justify optimism about our
human situatin or our future. Theasichuman condition remains largely unchanged. We still
experience pain and sufferiigand we die.

In my booksOptimism Ong€1969) andJp-Wingers(1972) | wrote: "So long as we are
hopelessly doomed to finite life spans and trappiinva small speck in Space all our social
economic political freedoms are limited and ultimately meaningless."



| went on to suggest that something new is unfolding in the human coddgamething
unprecedentdil something beyond historical progréssometling potentially full of hope.

"Suddenly the barriers are coming down. Suddenly humankind's situation is not circumscribed or
limited . . . We are no longer confined to this tiny planet. Soon we will no longer be confined to
our fragile mortal bodies. Wee&pbn our way to becoming universal and immortal.

"This is precisely the distinction between the new optimism and the optimism of the visionaries
of the past. The optimism of a Goethe a Nietzsche or a Marx was necessarily a limited optimism
based on hisrical progress. It was an optimism within a basically pessimistic human situation.

"But the optimism | have been advancing (since the early 1960s) is not based simply on
historical progress. It is primarily and ultimately predicated on our evolutionaritbreaghs.

"To miss this central point is to miss the meaning of this latetigtbrcentury optimism.

“In our preoccupation with daily domestic problems we tend to lose sight of these transcendent
dimensions now opening up to us. It is therefore notrsimg that we persist in our traditional
pessimism.

"But the philosophy of an age cannot and must not be derived from daily newspaper headlines ..
An age cannot be defined by the detail of everyday events. The broader currents are what finally
mark an ag.

"These broad and eweroadening currents mark ours as the First Age of Optimism."

MONITOR 23

What Is Your Level Of Humanity?

1- Do you approve of corporal punisient?

Yes No

2- Should people have the right to own firearms?

Yes No

3- Are you in favor of the death penaityfor anycrime?

Yes No

4- Do you hunt or fish?

Yes No

5- Do you eat meét including poultry and fish?

Yes No

6- Do you wear furs or approve of g#e's wearing furs?

Yes No



7- Do you participate ié or enjoy watching violent "sports": boing 8 American footbab
rugbyd wrestlingd martial art® bullfighting?

Yes No

8- Do you watch films and TV shows that emphasize or glorify violence?

Yes No

9- Do you lend support to Amnestytémnational in its efforts to stop tare and execution of
prisoners around the world?

Yes No

10-Do you contribute to relief efforts for victims of famidesartiquake$ floods and other
disagers?

Yes No

11- Do you approve of military invasion or bombing of a nation by andihier anyreason?

Yes No

12- Do you support any expression of violence (terroéiskidnappin@ assassinatian etc.)
for ajustcause?
Yes No

13- Are you in favor of a continued arms buildup to keep up in the arms race?

Yes No

14- Are youparticularly outraged when violence is directed at your na&tiaaced ethnic
group?

Yes No

A-Are youequallyoutraged aviolence directed atnypeople anywhere in the world?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 23

1. Yes No(2)
2. Yes No(2)
3. Yes No(2)
4. Yes No(2)
5. Yes No(2)
6. Yes No(2)
7. Yes No(2)
8. Yes No(2)
9. Yes No(2)
10. Yes No(2)
11. Yes No(2)
12. Yes No(2)
13. Yes No(2)
14. Yes No(2)
A. Yes No(2)
Total:

Our level of humanity.

You can gauge your level of humanity by asking yourself questions such as those on the questio
sheet.

You can tell a lot about a person's level of humanity by that person's attitude toward violence anc
punishment and respect for life.

"Beware ofthose in whom the need to punish is stréng/rote Goethe.
Are you punitive or reformist? Vindictive or forgiving?

How compassionate are you towaittliving creatures?

How sensitive are you to the fragility afl life?

Do you empathize only with membearsyour familyd ethnic group nation? Or do you
empathize with people everywhere?

You may be a friendly person and call yourself humane or spiétimit if you support the

death penalty or support violence &rycause or identify only with members of yaawn

national or ethnic group and disregard the humanity of others or if you enjoy eating the dead
flesh of a butchered anin@althen how humane are you really?

We all need to take a good look at our level of humanity.

Why is nonviolence the wave of the future?
To be future oriented does not simply mean using-tegh or attending conferences on Space
colonization or transliving all over the planet. To be futurized above all is to have enlightened
values and ethics. People who are truly future oriemegm@foundly humanistic. Because the



more we advance into the future the more compassionate wé giteevmore we value the
preciousness of each and every life.

(In my forthcoming boolCountdown to Immortality attempt to show that there will come a
timein the twentyfirst century when even humaneness will not be humanistic enough. There
will come a time decades from now when we will evolve beyond humanism.)

The evolution of life has profoundly heightened our appreciation of human rights. This
sensitivityto the value of life is obviously uneven within each society and across the planet.
There is still much violence everywhere.

But the trend in the world is toward nonviolence.

There is less violence in the world today than at any time in our past. Exegywblence is
declining.

Violence is declining in relations between parents and chiddrbatween women and mén
teachers and pupisemployers and employeideaders and citizedssociety and the
emotionally illd society and the criminal.

There is also lesgolence among natioAsamong religious grougsamong races. There is even
less violence toward animals.

If at times it appears that violence is increasing in the world it is only because we are now better
informed more interinvolved more humane.

"My own bdief is that there is less violence today than there was one hundred years ago, but tha
we have a much better press and communications to re@oxtitite Dr. Karl Menninger in his
pioneering book he Crime of Punishment.

We are not only better informé&dwe are also more sensitive to injustice and inhumanity. What a
modern society condemns as violent or criminal was at one time socially aécépéetorm.

Here are some examples of changing norms:

A At one time chil dren wandmmiiatonost Thiswasy subj e
considered "good upbringing.” Today wegaty condemn this as "child abuse.” In fact a
common complaint these days is that parents are now too permissive.

A By today's morality most twsofrape. Girlsfifteerron d i t i
sixteen years old brought up in sheltered environments were suddenly required to submit
sexually to husbands to whom they were "given" often against their own wishes. Forcible
marriage is institutionalized rape.

A At o n goné watked arewnceopenly displaying their werags daggers sword$

musket® pistols. Today many countries have banned the ownership of firearms. In countries
such as the U.S. some gun control measures have been passed. But no one is allowed to displa
weans publicly.

A The farther back we go in history the mor
mostly based on vengeance. In England as late as the eighteenth century veomchénelve

yearold childrer®d were hanged for petty theft and pickpodkgt In North America

Europ® Asiad elsewhere people were routinely executed in public squares. Today the trend in
the world is toward the complete elimination of the death penalty. All West European countries
and many other nations on all continents hdready banned capital punishment. More and

more people everywhere regard the death penalty as durderder committed by the state.



A At one time people routinely hunted ani ma
us still go hunting and fishg. Thanks to the vigilance and outcry of "animal rights”

organizations hunting of some species of whales and seals and sorhadaddinimals has
decreased or even stopped. In fact in modern communities if you pull your dog's ears you may b
penalized fo "cruelty to animals.”

A Until the twentieth century the majority
Household members routinely slaughtered animals and poultry for their daily meals. In modern
societies today people do not see much ldgspart in the slaughter of animals. They let the
butchers do the dirty work for them. Meat is sold packaged or even precooked or frozen. The
connection between the packaged meat and the gory cruel manner in which it got to the dinner
table is often lostNevertheless more and more pe@pfearticularly in the U.S. and in Euroje

are waking up to the fact that the steak or hamburger or chicken that they put in their mouths is
the dead flesh of an innocent animal that had been slaughtered.

In the U.S. there aneow around fourteen million vegetarians. True many of these people have
stopped eating meat for health reasons. Still many others are vegetarian because they have
arrived at the awareness that eating meat is an act of violence.

A The r ul e pbabingfu amore ndtiens. Bor thoosands of Peapsuntil early in

this centurg conquestd invasion® land grab8 annexationd empire building were
commonplace all over the world. A strong nation would send over troops or a few gunboats and
openly invade a eaker state. Just like that. No declarations oBwap warningd no

explanations. Aggressions evoked no sense of shame or guilt or publi®dootdyypride and
exultation over the acquisition of new territory and wealth and power.

The wave of decolonizath that swept across the planet in the 1950s and the early 1960s undid
much of the usurpations of previous centuries. Today there are only a handful of occupied
territories in the world.

Conflicts among nations are now mainly ideological and economic.rMajeers have difficulty
even maintaining "spheres of inflnced let alone conquering weaker states. Thea@darive
to invade and colonize has given way to efforts at winning alliénossrket® coproduction
ventures. To win special favors major poweiten have to send over foodstuffs or higah.
This is a new phenomenon in relations among nations.

Two quick observations about violence in today's world:

18 Violence in the more advanced societies is mostly committed by the backward and the
disadvantagd. A few years ago the U.S. Conssion on the Causes and Prevention of Violence
reported that "the poor, uneducated individuals with few employment skills are much more likely
to commit serious violence than persons higher on theemmiomic ladder... Violent crime in

the cities [of the U.S.] stems disproportionately from the ghetto slum."

The point here is that as people advance socially and materially they are less impelled to resort t
violence.

20 Some of the violence in the world today is sgarky the collision of social clasges
religion® race® nationalities coming together as never before. This unprecedented
convergence of peoples of the world has helped bring to surfae#dageejudices and
grievances while accelerating rising expectatidxs| see it this violence is tratisnald the
beginnings of communication among peoples who presty had had no contact.

To sum up: There is still much violence in the wérlout the trend everywhere is toward
nonviolence. The norms are changing.



There are evidences of a refining process everywhere.

More and more societies disallow child beatings (child abuse).

More and more societies now have strict laws against wife beating.

More and more societies have done away with the death penalty.

More andmore societies have strict laws against the ownership of firearms.

Sweden and all East European nations have banned professianal l@ther nations are now
considering such bans.

Sweden and Finland have banned the sale of war toys. There are pevaistégs against such
toys in Western Europe and in the U.S.

Sweden discourages the public showing of violence in films and on television. There are more
and more protests in other countries against violence in the media.

"Animal rights" organizations arattivities are proliferating paticularly in North America and
in Europe.

Peace movements and disarmament efforts have spread to alkotsti

Global telecommunication and convergence are helping speed up the spread of new values and
ethics.

In a fewdecaded say around 2029 there will probably be no death penalty anywhere in the
world. We will look back aghast that until the final years of the twentieth century some people in
so-called advanced societies still supported executions.

Hardly anyone will lnt.

In advanced societies fewer and fewer people will eat meat. Such eating habits will generally be
viewed as barbaric.

Boxing will probably be banned everywhere. American football will be rid of all the violent
tackling and hitting which today cause agstimated 60,000 bodily injuries every year.

Violence in our entertainment media will be discourd@gédot altogether disallowed.
If trends of recent decades continue there will be no invasions of countries.
The nuclear arms race will probably long befoawe phased out.

We will certainly have our share of probledngterpersonal and global and extraglobal. But we
will increasingly deal with problems in nonviolent ways.

We will hardly even notice our relatively nonviolent environments. Just as in moaéetieso
today we are hardly aware that we have steadily outgrown violence in more and more areas of
our lives.

What | want to stress here is that the more backward we are the more violent. The more we
advance the less we are disposed to violence.

Our levelof humanity is one of the clearest indicators of our level of individual and collective
growth.



MONITOR 24

How Immortality Oriented Are You?

1- Do you take measures to help extend your life expectancy? For example:
A-Are your eating habits healthful?
Yes No

B-Do you exercise regularly?

Yes No

C-Do you have enough mental stitation?

Yes No

D-Do you smoke?

Yes No

E-Do you drink?

____Heavy __ Moderate

F- What is the stress level in your life?

_____High _ Moderate _ Low
G-How is your fun/leisure/work bahce?
______Balanced __ Off balanced

2- Would you like to live to 150 years and beyond?
__Yes ___ No

A-Is such an extended life spamlistic?

Yes No

3- If you are critically ill should "heroic measures" be undertaken to save you?

Yes No

A-Have you made arrangementdbtokept on lifesupport systems or in suspension if all else
fails?

Yes No

4- Should we stop "tampering with to@e' * and allow people to "age gradl/” and "die with
dignity"?

Yes No



5- Should we suspend efforts to extend normal life span and focus instead on the "quality of
life"?

Yes No

6- Are you opposed to lifextension dbrts onlogistical grounds? For exnple:
A-If millions live to be over 100 where will we put everyone?
Problem No problem

B-If the mortality rate continues to drop radically won't that impose heavy burdens on family and
scciety?

Yes No

C-Won't an aging population slow down progress?

Yes No

7- Are you an ageist (agdiscriminatng)? For example:
Ad "l am too old (or too young) for this kind of thing."
Yes No

B-"You are too old (or too young) for me."

Yes No

C-Do you socialize mainly with pgbte of your own age group?
__Yes __ No

8- Are you a biological purist? For ample:

A-Do you think that the human body is a marvel of nature?

Yes No

B-Do you like the humabody as it is or would you like to see major changes?
As is Major changes

C-Would you want a total prosthetic body if your own body weaevarsibly out of
commission?

Yes No



Answer sheet: MONITOR 24

1.

A. Yef?) No

B. Yef?) No

C. Yef?) No

D. Yes NB)

E. Heavy Moder§ze

F. High Moderdt® Low2)
G. Balance@) Off balanced
2. Yef?) No

A. Yef?) No

3. Yef?) No

A. Yef?) No

4. Yes NB)

5. Yes NB)

6.

A. Problem No problén
B. Yes NB)

C. Yes NB)

7.

A. Yes N2B)

B. Yes NB)

C. Yes NB)

8.

A. Yes Nd2)

B. As is Major chang2k
C. Yef2) No

Total:




Would you like to live to 150 years and beyond? Is this

realistic?
In the mid1960s | would ask our futurist seminars at the New School for S®esdarch: "How
many people here would like to live for hundreds of years?"

Only a handful of people ever took the question seriously or expressed interest in living far into
the future. Most of the people dismissed the question as frivolous.

"This is a jok"d someone would say. "We can never live that long."

"This is science fictiod not possible."

"Such longevity will not be attainable in our lifetime."

"Who wants to live that long anyway?"

In nonfuturist circles the resistances and skepticisms were evagestr

These days when | ask this same question at conferences most people respond positively.

Recently | again posed the question at a UCLA (Extension) course indogg planning. The
class was comprised of NASA engineérsdustry executives anganner® high-tech
specialistd physician®d psychologistd motion picture and television personmedthers. Out
of a class of around two hundred people only three had resistances!

Immortality is no longer a dream. Immortality is now sciénesm emerging disclme. It is also
developing into Big Business.

If you are around in 2010 you will have an excellent chance to live to the year 2030. If you are
around in 2030 regardless of your age you will be able to live indefinitely into the future.

If people do notdresee immortality ahead it is only because they are not familiar with the
dynamics of human progress. Medicine and genetics can help us prolong the human life span by
a few decades. To extend life for hundreds of years we will need more radical intersenti

These upcoming procedures go beyond the purview of this book. They have been thoroughly
discussed in another badkCountdown to Immortality.

What do you do to help extend your life expectancy?
The futureoriented have a romance with the future. They want to be around to enjoy all the
magical worlds coming ug.oo many people still die prematurely because of poor living habits.
The leading causes of death in North America and in many Europeatnies@are: heart
diseasd canced stroke&d accidentd chronic lung disease.

These and other major causes of death are brought about largely-tigstrlittive habits.
Modifications in your lifestyle can help extend life. These changes are within your control.

A Develop healthy eating habits. Do not ove
"protective foods" such as vegetalde$ruitsd whole-grain cereals. As a rule vegetarians are
healthier and live longer than messters.

A Exer ci & exenisesdailored to yoyr specific needs.

A Continuous mental stimulation keeps the n



Do not smoke.
Drink in moderation.

Use your intelligence to avoid a stressfu

o o I P>

Al 1l ow f or p lfua.Moig overload bnel busnaut. Beo@envtio lead frenzied
lives burn out early. In our times yaanlive well beyond a hundred ye@rsf you pace
yourself. Work only a few hours every day. Take long vacations.

Plan your life as though you were going teelfor hundreds of years. Remind yourself of the
Big Picture.

What about the terminally ill today?
If you are gravely strickeh that is not the end.

If all efforts to treat you fail you can be placed on-Bfgport systems or in suspension for
treatment a& later time.

Transmitwritten instructions to your physiciadsrelative® close friends that in case of
“terminal” illness or injury you are to be mtamed on lifesupport until a cure is found.

Sign up with a cryonic suspension organization. (Thersareral in the U.S. and in Europe.) In
case all else fails you will be suspended in liquid nitrogen for reanimation at a later date.

The cures for diseases are coming updfaste after another. If yostay on hold you have a
chance to be eventually tredtdf you give up you will be gone forever.

Shouldn't we stop "tampering with nature" and allow people

to "age gracefully” and to "die with dignity"?
There is no graceful aging. All aging is graceless. There is no dignity to dying. Death is the
ultimate irdignity. Let us stop this setfeception.

In our times the only dignity is in mobilizing intelligently tvercomeaging and death.

Shouldn't we suspend efforts to extend normal life span and
focus instead on the "quality of life"?
The quality of life isdirectly tied to the duration of life.

Try suddenly telling a joyful lifeoriented person that he or she has only a couple of months to
live. See what that will do to the quality of life.

Most anxieties and depressions come from the awa@reegpressed aarenesd of our
mortality. Fantasies of heaven and reinedion are desperate attempts to assauge profound
anxieties over death.

Survival emotiond loved possessiveness jealousy rivalryd fear of separatiah etco can
be traced to the basic fear of death. Séhemotions play havoc with the everyday quality of life.

The quality of human life will be enormously upgraded once we do away with death.



If we extend life significantly where will we put everyone?
The radical extension of life span assumes advanadkareas of life. Life extension is not
happening in a vacuum. Where will we put everyone?

Across this planét across the solar system and beyond. Space is not an issue.

Won't radical longevity impose a heavy burden on relatives

and society?
This assumesat people will always grow old and infirm. Already people are aging more slowly
than ever. Gerontologists call this new development "youth creep.” The sgeanbid of
today is as a rule far more vigorous than a sevegedyold of thirty years ago.

We have done away with mandatory retirement precisely because there are now millions of
healthy vigorous people sixty and seventy and eighty years old.

What about advances in the next thirty years? The next fifty years? We are not standing still.

As | attemp to show in a forthcoming book early in the new century aging and infirmity will
cease to be serious problems.

Won't an aging population slow down progress?
It is a myth that as people grow older they automatically become more cautious. Most people
grow nore daring as they grow older.

"l was never as old as when | was between twenty and @irtyfote V. S. Pritchett the noted
English writer at the vigorous age of seventy.

Moreover as noted earlier in this trdciccelerating progress makes for a progressiorid.
Everyone is continually catalyzed to move forw@amften without their own awareness.

Are you an ageist?
"Age doesn't matted' someone once dbserved prophetid@lliynless you are cheese."”

"How old would you be if you didn't know how old you are8ked a wise Satchel Paige who
was a major league baseball star in his fifties.

This has never been more true than in our times. In the age of génetcnstructiod
rejuvenatiod replacement of aging padsage means less and less.

"How old are you?"

"How old am I? What does that mean? My breasts are twelve gldardy right hip is nine
years old. My heart valves were installed five years ago. My new face is only two years old."

Imagine what a monkey wrench this throws into astrological Ingad
"Whatis your sign?"

"My nose is a Gemini. My penile implant is a Taurus. My electronic bladder is a Libra.”



Are you a biological fundamentalist?
In the 1950s the idea of synthetic replacement parts for the body was considered at once
farfetched and repulsiv@eople believed that such interventions would "turn us into robots."

Today tens of millions of people all over the world are alive because we are able to replace
nonfunctioning body parts with effective sulistes.

If we want to extend each life far intioe future we have to make still more radical changes. We
cannot live for hundreds of years with these fragile limited bodies.

Those who want to live forever should be prepared to accept profound transformaéitbns in
areas of life.



MONITOR 25

How Transhuman Are You?

1- Do you have a higtech body? In other words does your body pase any implants
transplantd smart limb$ electronic monitord etc.?

Yes No

2- Does your brain containacenaked electroded other periplerals?

Yes No

3- Have you undergone major bodygoastruction? For example: total face rejuvenation or
radical body recotouring?

Yes No

4- Are your body processes such as méodgcle body emperaturé etcd continuously
telemonitored and regulated?

Yes No

5- Are you teleconnected to people and services via onbody (portabtsnéle

Yes No

6- Are you androgynous?

Yes No

7- Do you contribute to repradtion only through new collaborative asexual methods? For
example:

A-Have you ever donated your sex cells for screening and possible fertilization?

Yes No

Bd Have you ever acted as a "sagate mother"?

Yes No

8- Are you a prduct of asexual inseimation or inovulatiod in vitro fertilizationd
telegenesid frozen embryo implant?

Yes No

9- Are you postterritorial: free of kship tie® ethnicityd nationality?
Yes No

10-Have you ever been outside tpianet on Space missions?

Yes No



116 Have you ever died and been restated?

Yes No

Answer sheet: MONITOR 25

1. Yes(1) No
2. Yes(1) No
3. Yes(1) No
4. Yes(1) No
5. Yes(1) No
6. Yes(1) No
7.
A. Yes(1) No
B. Yes(1) No
8. Yes(1) No
9. Yes(1) No
10. Yes(1) No
11. Yes(1) No
Total:

What is a transhuman?
Transhumans (trans) are a new kifid@ing crystallizing from the monumental breakthroughs
of the late twentieth century.

Trans are not necessarily the progressives an/uhgers and others defined throughout this
tract. In other words trans are not necessarily those whose values dglk$ifard environments
are the most moderiithey are the earliest manifestations of rewwlutionarybeings.

Trans are like those earliest hominids who many millions of years ago came down from the trees
and began to look around.

Transhumans are noecessarily committed to accelerating theletwon to higher life forms.
Many of them are not even aware of their bridging role in evolution.

Trans can no longer be considered specifically human because the premises of biological
terrestrial life that hae always defined the human no longer fully apply.

Many of the breakthroughs embodied in transhumans are nothing less than the beginnings of the
eventual transformation of the human species.

If you score higher than 7 on Monitor 25 you are a rare Beargadvanced forerunner of the
posthumans who will surely evolve later in the tweintst century.



CONCLUSION

Aligning and Accelerating Your Rate of Personal Growth
The principal purpose of this book is to help you monitor your rate of personal growth (RPG)
and locate problem areasreas where you may be falling behind.

Go over the twentyive question sheets and add up your total points.

A total of 700 points and above: rapid growth.
People who score at this level are the progressities fluidd the futureoriented the Up
Wingers® the visionaries.

Such people show admirable growth. They are often in the forefront of major advances unfolding
on our planet.

Some are trailblazers in their fields.
People at this level use their intelligence effectively. Hereharedasons:

They are quick to learn the lessons of the past. Quick to isolate mistakes and not repeat them.
Quick to accept change and adapt.

Quick to outgrow old habits old values old lifestyles old technology. Quick to anticipate what is
ahead.

Such peole are least likely to allow hardened emotions to interfere with high intelligence.

A total of 550-699 points: moderate growth.
People at this level: liberdismoderate conservativ@ghe moderately fluid the adapters.

Such people show movement and growthey are not among the first to accept change or
adapt. They have difficulty shifting trackssome areas of their lives. But sooner or later they
make the necessary changes.

People in this category rarely take chances. They play by established ruletussd Mot
surprisingly many of these moderagmwth peple attain what has traditionally been viewed as
"success": leadership positi@gnseniority in rank high incomé celebrity.

A total of 400-549 points: slow growth.
People at this level: the conserva® the middleof-theroad the traditionad the cautious.

These people have difficulty accepting change and growth. They do not adapt well. They are not
in flow. They are not fluid.

The small changes they make are generated by the momentum of changesha&mund

People who score at this leend lowed often reassure thesalves that there is suddenly
magically a fallback to the way things were.

"The women's movement has lost momerduhthey'll say. "Women are returning to their
traditional roles."



"The sexual revolution has fizzled out. People are going back to marriage and sexual
commitment.”

"People are returning to religious values. There is a revivaligfae.”
"Patriotism is on the rise again." "The pendulum is swinging back."

People who hold sih views do not monitor the world intelligently. They do not understand the
dynamics of progress. Their faulty readouts come from wishful thinking. And frod thar
fear of change and growth.

A total of less than 400 points: near-zero growth.
People at tis level: traditionalistd8 fundamentalis® purist® revivalist® ultraconservatives.

Such people hardly show any growth. The world in the backdrop changes and this often lends th
impression that they too are changing. But the changes are negligitle enaugh to keep
afloat.

People at this level are in serious conflict with late tweniethtury realtime. They do not like
what they see around them. They long for the past.

Such people do not use their intelligence effectively. Their knowledge basesistently
outdated. They show lowesolution monitoring of the world aroudidaulty playback and
feedback and informatieprocess. The results:

They do not learn from the past. They repeat mistakes and unworkable patterns.

They hold on to anachronistiales and lifestyles and public poliaéegvhich they often
rationalize as sacred or patriotic or on their way back.

Their intelligence is usually sabotaged by calcified emotions.

They have no sense of the flow of history. No sense of what is ahead. Theptjpas of the
world are out of focus. Their gyroscopespetually point to the past.

They suffer from massive desynchronization.
Such people often ask: "Why should | change? | do not like the changes going on in the world."

If they can choreograph tindives to minimize contact with the world around théeniey may
be able to coast in their time zones without serious downfall.

The problems mount when they have to operate in realtime. These people drivéraorse
carriages on expressways teeming wibesing cars. They cause collisiahsnjurious to
themselves and others (marital problénieequent painful breakupslonelines® bittemessd
alcoholisn® alienatio® inability to move to new jobs or new professions).

Improving your rate of growth.
Go over thejuestion sheets and see where you may have fallen behind.

Do you use your intelligence adequately to monitor the world around you? Do you think things
through?

Do you manage your emaotions intelligently?



Does the quality of your everyday life need impro@ng

Does your leisure/fun/work ratio need balancing?

Are you behind in your use of new technology?

Are you telefficiend making effective use of new telecom to access information and services?

How far along are you in shifting from a higkress lowyield industrialage track to a lovstress
high-yield telespheral life?

Do your values need updating? For example does your competsivelepreciate the quality of
your life and your potentials for growth in all areas?

Does your lifestyle need realigning? Heware and open are you to new methods of
procreatiod new options for shared parentihhgnew networks of intimacy?

Are you sufficiently fluid in an increasingly fluid world?

Does your appreciation of art and culture need updating?

Does your ideological orieation need adjusting?

Does your level of humanity need refining?

How mobile and telecommunitized are you?

Are your loyalties and commitments keeping up with an-exganding global environment?
How involved are you in our new extraterrestrial environment

Are your attitudes to life and death keeping up with all the gains we are making in the
immortality movement?

In the Age of Information how information rich are you? How updated are you on the
accelerating pace of advances in all areas of life?

Focus orthose areas where you are falling behind and see how you can improve your rate of
growth.

Most of us are not trained to think of growth. We have a blurred perception of our capacity to
move forward.

The fact is thathere is nothing fixed or final about otate of growth. The rate can be adjusted
and improvedn the same way that we improve our bodies at a health club or type A
personalities are helped to modify aggressive competitive behavior to reduce the risk of heart
attacks and get more enjoyment ofitife.

We are all capable of adjusting our rates of growth.

The accelerating pace of progress in the world is ample evidence of our extraordinary
adaptability and dynamism.

A few individuals in the "rapid growth" category may in fact need to slow dowartain areas
of their lives if they wish to have greater immediate influence on the world around them.



Some people in the "moderate growth" level may be complatenit their success or affluence
and not realize that their real growth is not in keemiitg their potentiald that they may be
falling behind in some important areas of their lives.

People in the "slow growth" and "nezero growth" categories may have simply fallen into lazy
or sluggish patterns. They can do much to speedup their grondhlrat®me cases this may be
achieved through a conscious effort at making a shift in attitude or in values or in ideology or
technology. Sometimes the problem is more complex.

Uneven rates of growth.
In moderncommunities the majority of the people haraces of diferent growth rates: rapid
moderaté slow. In other words most of us are resistant to growth in somedaséas to
change in otheds and quick to grow and adapt in yet other areas.

Most people are at once cautious and déringnservative andrpgressivé outdated and
update@ pastoriented and futureriented.

The rate of growth in each of us is uneven.

In modern communities relatively few people are resistant to growth in all areas of life or readily
receptive to advances in all areas.

During the years | have worked in the management of growth | have been struck by the
remarkable mosaic of disparate growth rates in each person. Most people cannot be pigeonhole:
as acrosshe-board coservative or progressidesluggish or dynamic. Most people aenix of
orientations.

There are people with distinctly conservative political views who are startlingly progressive in
other areas of their lives. They may be fluid in their romances and lifestyles. Flex in their work
habits. Quick to incorporate new tedtogy. They may telecornmute or commute via helicopter.
Some fly their own airplanes. They may be stauncipaters of the Space program and-life
prolongation movements. They may be modernlfiwmg people who coast a lot and travel all
over the worldor pleasure.

| have met and worked with such people. Are they conservative or progéegsistoriented or
future-oriented?

Then there are the politically progsége who are startlingly conservative in other areas of their
lives. They may be staunchigmily oriented. They may be attracted only to old art: apera

theated balle® paintings. They may be technological illiterates. They may be disdainful of the
Space program and of l#extension efforts. They may have strong industagé orientatiorts
theymay for example be workaholics and fiercely competitive. They may be drawn to the power
plays of politics. They may be cynical about progress.

I have met and worked with many such people. Are they progressive or conséryatste
oriented or futureriented?

There are people who still support the death penalty and the arms buildup and are hawkish in
their foreign policied yet are remarkably gentle with their children and may even be vegetarian
out of compassion for animals.

Many of my friends in the U.S.p&ce program have daring visions of extraterrestrial exploration
and inhabitation yet have conventional Middle American values daohilyd respect for
leadership work ethi@ patriotism.



What | am saying is that there are progressives with strong eatigertendencies and
conservatives with strong progressive habits.

How does one account for such polardiesich juxtaposed divetis in each of us? How
accurate are labels in our times?

Most people seem to want progress in some areas but not in otheefactis that this is not
realistic. You can't have it both ways.

If you want advances in one area you have to be prepared for profound changes in other areas ¢
well.

Aligning your rates of growth.
The ideal is to be progressiveatt major areas of I#d in our values and lifestyl&sour work
habits and use of technolayyur politics and ideologiésour loyalties and levels of humanity.

Such balanced growth rates do not presume that everyone will grow at the same pace. Growth
leads to diversity. To be progssive and future oriented is to open up to a universe of limitless
options.

It means moving beyond the redundancy of traditionalism. It means continually jettisoning your
obsolescences and moving on.

(It is the traditional person and society that is ftadble.)
To be progressive is to be creative and imaginative It means using intelligence intelligently.

Uneven rates of growth in a pergoor a societ$ make for an uneven life. It means that parts
of you are hobbled in worlds of twenty or thirty years adnile other parts of you strive to move
forward. Parts of you want to fly and sdamther parts hold you down.

Such internal tugsf-war do not allow for a free expression of ¢nagty and intelligence. They
do not allow you to fulfill your growth potéials.

To fall behind in any of the major areas of your life is like piloting an aircraft on an endless
runwayd never able to gain enough momentum to liftoff.

By monitoring your rates of growth in different areas of your life you can begin to align them
andapproximate your potentials.

Accelerating change is the norm.
Accelerating change is the norm. Do not expect the pace to slow down.

Above all do not expect a fallback to the way things were.

The pendulum does not swing back. Society is not a pendulurdoWet know less today than
we knew last month last year last decade.

There is no going back to traditional ways any area of life.
We cannot go back to traditional families and parenthood arplings.

We cannot go back to industHatie economics antdchnology and powerful leadership systems.
We cannot go back to small farms and assembly lines and preelectronic environments.



We cannot go back to nationalism and religious or spiritual values.
We cannot even go back to bexglusivelyterrestrial andwuman.

We cannot go back to the worlds of ten yeardalgd alone the worlds of thirty or fifty years
ago.

In the age of rapid change there is no conservativedrangwhere in the world.

Many decades ago people were also sure that they would go badknded families and farm
life and simple technology and animal trpogation.

They were sure that the agrarian life would come back. But the agrarian world never came back.
It could not come back.

Today too we cannot go back. We can only go forwarstféiavard.
Over fifty percent of the world's population is under twefintg.

In the United States around 120 million people are under thirty. Their number is increasing every
day.

It is this rising agegroup that will dominate events in the coming years.
Who are these young people? What kinds of worlds did they grow up in?

First: These new generations know nothing of the Great DepréstienVorld Waré the Cold
Ward racial segregatiah patriarchy puritanism. All these are ancient history to them.
Certainlynot a part of their emotional reference.

Second: These young generations were born into and grew up in radically new environments:
Gender equaliy coed dorm8@ teenage seéx global traved decentralized authority at home.

They grew up in environments of persboamputers and smart machidemteractive
telecommunicatiod replacement body pads extended life expectandyextraterrestrial
trek®® multiplicity of option® accelerating change.

To new generations all this is the norm. The Real World.

These young people ¥ra different conditionings than previous geations. Different values and
expectationd different orientations to authority and traditidnfaster rates of adaptability to
change.

Even conservative youngsters start off life from higher orbits than pregenesations.

Today's youngsters cannot be forced back or legislated back to the oldworld ofsexism
racisn® patriarchy) puritanisn® lifelong commitment® work ethid® leadership
religiousnesd nationalisnd finite time and space.

"The mind once expanded by anadean never return to its original dimengiohwrote Oliver
Wendell Holmes.

Young generations are not simply expanded by new ideas. Their entire wirings have been set by
new environments.

Still younger generations are coming on line launched by the wairttie 1980s the 1990s and
the new century.



Many of those over thirty are also on the move as never ldefoatalyzed and prodded on by a
rapidly transforming world. In fact many of those over thirty will grow progressively more
daring as they reach fifignd sixty and seventy and eighty . . .

The remarkable thing about us humans is our ability to adapt and grow.

In the last twenty years we have seen profound changes in all areas of life. Great as these
advances have be@rstill greater advancés more specteular breakthrouglés more magical
worlds are right ahead.

AFTERWORD

Moving On
A Il'n our world of rapid progress personal g
A Growth in all areas of |l ife can be a cont

persnal growth. If you fall behind you can catch up.

A Growth in each of wus is uneven. (This exp
forward in some areas but fall behind in others. Too many people flatter themselves that they are
"progresive'd conveniently ignoring the fact that they lag in major areas of life. We grow best
when we grow irall major areas. These disparities can be aligned.

Go through the monitors and assess your growth rates in each of the fiwettgcks.

Focus on thasareas where you may be falling behind. See what needs to be done to improve
your rate of progress. The stretching exercises in the next section are intended to help you
accelerate your growth rate.

Go through the monitors again in three months. Themagyagry three months. See what
improvements you make in a y&ain two year® in three years. . . .

STRETCHING EXERCISES



The following stretching exercises are intended to help in several dvdscourage

perspective. We forget exactly where were and therefore lose track of where we are and

where we may be heading.Stimulate you to think ahead. Looking ahead does not come easily
to people. We are not programed to think ahead. We do not have a reference base for the future
Ask people to telyou about the future and they begin right away to tell you about thedpast.
Stimulate new and creative ways of looking at yourself and the world.

These questions are derived from exercises | have offered athwepdkand seminars in Future
Studies. Haveun with them.

Personal perspectives and visions.
18 List five improvements you see in your personality (vadudsehaviod etc.) in the last ten
years.

20 List five upgrades in the quality of your everyday life in the last ten years.
30 List five ways you tink your life has deteriorated in the last ten years.

490 List five areas in which you think you are behind the times.

59 List five areas in which you think you are in flow with the times.

60 List five areas in which you think you are ahead of the times.

70 List five social reforms you resisted a few years ago that are now accepted norms or laws of
the land.

80 List five technologies commonplace today that you resisted at first. For example: telephone
answering machine.

99 List five sociad economi@ politicald international agendas that you now resist but which
will probably be accepted norms in a few years.

100 How do you see yourself ten years from now? List five specific changes.

110 List five things you might routinely do in the course of a day in 2005ythatannot (or
would not) do today.

129 List eight specific improvements you woluikie to see in your personality and in your
thinking in the next ten years.

133 List eight specific upgrades you would like to see in your alagryife in the next ten
years.

143 Pick five first named other than your owd that you would be happy with or may even
prefer over your own.

153 Pick five new last names (surnames) for yourself.

163 Pick five desirable nationalities for yourself. List them in order of preferengeulfio

not identify with any one nation or continent then what do you identify with? List some
preferences.



170 Pick fivedesirable lifestyle® or combination of lifestylgs for yourself. For example: a
secure marriage. Or a transglobal life with loversfaletids in many of your favorite watering
holes.

183 Pick five citied townsd resort® combination of placés other than your current area of
residencd where you would like to live.

193 Pick five desirable professions for yourself. Or combination of prafessList them in
order of preference.

(What are you doing about any of the above preferences?)

203 If you were absolutely sure that you were going to live to a vigorous 150 years (or more)

how would that affect your life? List eight specific changes yould/consciously make in your
life.

213 List your eight greatest wish&dncluding wishes that may not be possible to realize at
present. For example: the ability to fly around freely with only a small mechanism attached to
your body.

223 List eight major improvement® however radicd@ you would like done in the human
body.

(When do you think such improvements will be made? In twenty years? Forty years? Ever?)

233 List your top eight priorities for helping improve conditions in the world.
243 List ten people Wwose company makes you happy.

253 List ten activities (or things) that make you happy.

(After you have identified the people and the activities that make you happy ask yourself what
you do about this.)

World perspectives

263 List five ways you think condibns in the world have improved in the last ten years.
270 List five ways you think conditions in the world have deteriorated in the last ten years.

28 List five anxieties the public had in the 19680the 19708 the 1980s that have so far
proven groundless

29N List five expectations or hopes the public had in the 18608 19708 the 1980s that
have still not materialized.

30 List five sociab economi® political advances we take for granted today that would have
been considered revolutionary twenty yesys.

31 List five existing conditions on the international scene today that would have been
considered revolutionary or unlikely twenty years ago.



32 List five technologies commonplace to@agonsidered futustic ten years ago.
33 List five successfunedical procedures toddyconsidered reMutionary ten years ago.
340 List five professions commonplace twenty yearsdagow largely phased out.

35f1 List eight words or expressions commonplace until the 186@sw hardly used. For
example: he is a good prider. Brinkmanship.

36f List eight words or expressions commonplace tédagrdly known or used ten years ago.
For example: surrogate mothering. Glasnost.

37 List ten likely headlines in the year 2000.

38i1 List ten likely headlines in the year 2010.

391 List ten likely headlines in the year 2020.

40 List five professions commonplace today to be largely phased out in twenty years.
41A List five new professions in 2005 hardly known today.

420 List five telecommunication systems considered futuristic tddaymmonplace in 2005.

~

43N List five transportation systems considered futuristic tdda@pmmonplace in 2005.
4401 List five new lifestyles hardly known toddycommonplace in 2005.
450 List five major developments in global and extraglobal affairs by 2005.

(List five ways all the above advanéegems 41 to 46 may affect the quality of your personal
life.)

46 List five events of the 1980s that will be remembered twenty years from now.

473 List five events of the second half of the twentieth century that wiklmembered fifty
years from now.

483 List eight people of the twentieth century who may be rebeged fifty years from now.

493 List five events (including discoveri@ssetbackd etc.) of the twentieth century that will
be remembered one hundred years fraw.

503 Name the single most important event of the twentieth century.
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