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The Search for a

Solution to the World Crisis

Victor Ferkiss's new beook, The Future of Technological
Civilization, argues that current ideologies cannot possibly
cope with the crisis now gripping the world. But Ferkiss
beiieves that mankind can survive the crisis through an
‘"immanent revoiution’’ that will involve a radical restruc-
turing of our society. The bhest hope, Ferkiss feels, lies in
the use of holistic methods and a new ideclogy that he calls

‘‘ecological humaonism."’

THE FUTURIST here presents two reviews of Ferkiss's
book, followed by comments from the author. The first re-
viewer, Carroll Quigley, Professor of History ot George-
town University, believes that Ferkiss is essentially right
in his analysis but fears that aottempits to solve the problem
may fail because there are too few people able and willing

fo take on the rasle,

by Carroll Quigley
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century assumpiions and values; materai-
ism, greed, social atomism, determimism,
uirestrained competition. redectionison, i+
plundering of nature, duaiisn which leads 1o
seclirsm, speciahzation  and  bureau-
craticution, unbridled technologicul change.
and the exploitation and casual destruciion
of anvthing that is incompalible with the
nartuw perspective of the bourgeois (espe-
ciaily the pelit bourgems) picture of the
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“Eeological Humanism™ Is Advocated
Ferkiss is concerned with how these aus-
taken adens (which he calls “liberabiam'™
grew up: what the gew outlook. which he
calls “Eeological Humanism®, 15 bke: how
this new outiook can be used o reorganize
our world; and what “The Emerecnr -
ture” will he like At least u dogen of s 19
chapiers are gems of solid knowledge, high
level thinking, and brlliant writing. Oac
chapter, “Roads o Nowhere,”" shows the
futility of seeking solutions to our problems
among the available political panaceas: lib-
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""The present convergent
crises of worldwide infla-
tion, the energy crunch
with its attendont disloca-
tion of the world economic
and political system, and
the looming food shortage
have combined to convince
all but the most complacent |
and self-defuded that we |
gre enfering upon a new
period in world history.”” |

Victor Ferkiss |

|
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and Coppeng Gut” This chapter shoukl be
peprinted a4 g pampniet and distributed
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acuon ciearly, and e Is almost unequalled
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miore serious redervanons abour Pars [V
which is calied " The Emergent ruture™. In
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generaily, 1o what [ cail “the Sixth Century
B.C. Imeticctual Reovoluton™™s how these
roots spread, grew, and fowered alien ALD
1400 in the Renstssunce, the Reformation,
and the 15 century, especially in the
thowghts of Machiavelll, Hobbes, Descaries.
: fahn Locke This Intellectuu! Bevoly
tion eventually reached (rultion in the New
World whare thi ussumpuions of the Found
ing Fazhers, ncluding bo cilersyn wnd
Hamilton, were embedded in the American
Cunstitut
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Cultural Pluralism: Free Love and Free Marijuana

“4 Socicly based on the principles of seological humanism would sesk i maximire real
cultural pluralism, since social as well as htologieal diversity 15 a source of strengrh in the
svolutionary process, Norman Mailer in his demi-serious eampaipgn for mavor of Sew York
a few vears ago suggested that the city be divided into mulriple disrricts, each of which
could chaose its own way of life. In one neighborhood divorce and marijuana might be
conld be mandatary and marijuans disteibated free.
Howescr ditficult it might be fto mapage such & polity administrarivels, hehind the nhvious
absurdity theee i< a <ound gremise. In fact, lacal police have cradidonaily enforced laws
geeording 1o local commonite standards; whai 15 juvenile delinguency or disturhing (he
peace in one neighbachood may not be in apother: and many of our difficullies 0 social
control (odav stem from the faer thar the palice often do not understand or canaol dccep
the norms of e communities in which they work.™

From The Future of Techuoioeiva! C
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fomical, mulvi-variable, non-determinisoic
seimnbibe and contextual Besdd Ln aur most
recent disgoveries ahoul natire, human na
tard, and society. [ hese new ideds show (il
the univeree 15 3 dvnamic hierarchy of sub-
svitems within sysiems within more generil
svatems, in which all chamciensnes
from processes in orgamizauonal patic
withm one all4nclusive process of cosmi
evoletion, In this cltimave srovess, the guali-
ies which we cadll “hife,” “spirituality.”
“consdivusness.” and “sell-consciousness”
of Ureason are materal consequences of
emergent evelution. giving rise 1o
determinism, freedom, fres will, power, and
hutnan autenomy while Tollowing a non-ran-
dom,  non-statisteal, wad probably  tele-
alogieal course, which we connet vet under
stund.

This new vision of man. nature,
cosmos makes most 19th-century vocabu-
lary amd mast earher philosophic con-
troversies (mind and matier; sount and fesh:
matter and energy: free-will and determn-
am; man and naters; science and religlon:
man and socicty: i) obsolete and mean-
inglesi, Thos, the aew wdeas cannot be used
1 support either sude in old coniroversics or
contemparary vestod mierests. Ferkiss is not
concerned with controversies or interesls,
hyt with the trath and what must be done,
hesed On & more adeguate view of reality.
The old ideas, he savs, have produced & tech.
nology which makes men so powerful n o
warrld of mted size and resources, ali inter
reluted and i:'lurd:p-:r'n;lt:u' thal we rmgst
udopt trues ideus and better .-J'birlq{illl.ll 540
vyt poassiake destze ol o covelization
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Lirowth Has Become Enemy of Lite
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MNeeded:
Better Information

for Government

“ A serions weakness of American gov-
erament at this time of world crisis is its
lack of political inrelligence. The Presi-
dent and the Congress read newspapers
and books—or should. hey receive re
ports from government agencies. They are
subject tooa flow of information from (he
electorate abont popular perceptions and
desires. Yot they find it difficult to under-
stand the world in which they must oper-
ate. The reason for this is a simple phe-
nmomenon common to modern technologi-
cal society: information overload. They
do not lack information: they have foo
much of it, and they receive it in 2 form
which makes it impossible to organize 2nd
assimilate. Their world is that of the
newhorn child suddenly Taced with zn
overwhelming cacophony of new scnsors
stimuli, a world which is & booming, buzz-
ing confusion.

“In order for government to operate,
it must have infarmation which is ordered
to action; this means information struc-
tured in terms of the problems to be deali
with. The information must be future-ori-
enfed, since decisions always fake place
in the future relative to the information
they are based on and it is alwass in the
future that decisions are implemented and
that their consequences are el Given |
the fact that the interrelated nature of |
life in technological socicly makes an |
ecological, sysiems perspective of reality |
mandatory, the infurmation available o |
government must be so organized thar i |

|

presents an adequare picture of the inter-
relutedness of problems and of data. As
varionus Tururists have suggested. we are
desperately in need of social institutions |
designed ta collect information about cur- |
rent trends and future possibilities—social |
“lookout™ stations of various Kinds. Such
institutions can be public or private, ne- I
tional or global, but rhey must concen- |
trabe above all elve on the implicaions fur J
soviery of present and potential develop-
menis in science and (echaology.”
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Victor Ferkiss lefty. author of The Future
af Technological Civilization, chais with
the Waorld Future Society's Coordinator of
{ hapter Services, Frank Hopkins. Ferkiss
is Program Chairman for the Soeiciy's
Second General Assemblv, to be held this
June.

Ecological Humanism

“The new technological man. who seeks
to control the world of which he is the
potential master for humanistic purposes,
must necessarily have n very different cul-
tural and philosophical outloak from the
bourgeois man who has created liberal
saciety. The bases lor this new outlook are
three overall synthesizing principles: nat-
uralism, holism, and immanentism. The
new philosophy is naturalistic in thar it is
rooted in the assumption that man is part
| of nature and his salvation lies in acting in

accordance with this fact. The new phi-
lesophy is holistic in that 1t is based on
the realizztion that evervthing in man's
world—ihe physical planei he lives on, the |
society be lives in, and himself—is closely
interrelated in a single svstem, and thar
anv descriplive or prescriptive principles
will have fo t2ke intu account this entire
universe. Finally, the new philosophy is
immanentist in recognizing that rhe re-
ordering of human society aml man’s na-
fure can never come from outside or
‘abose,” mor can it be blucprinted in ad-
vimee; it can only grow out of whatever
already exises. The form of the new socie-
tv will only he detenmined in the course
of the process of interaction among ine
dividuals and groups and sociefy as 2
whole as (hey strise (0 achieve a greater
sense of identity and purpose and a re-
newed planctary order.”

From he Fruiwre of Technedogioul
vilization
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Crealing new pchivities of there will ®a saeed-
den collapse of our existing stivilies
Fur caample, the e of antiblolic theaap

for infectious disesses creales new stea
I'l‘ii.."l..ll-“"I which areammune by Lhe 260
ics mow being used, so that we must inven
new, more spesiahized antbiotics 1o control
these new nfections. léading 10 an endless
\'_i.-":l.' m owheh 1Ae 2yoader AT A
variettes of microbes, antiseplics, and naiu-
ral immunitics become ohsolete gvents in
past history, Fhe drug firms do 1ot ohject to
this comsiunt creatian of new need for new
drugs because that keeps shem acuve in their
speciabized business,

In {ood production. the development of
new mgh-vicld vansies o7 crops leads o
minre untform and maore specialived sirains
of sceds which demand zreatly increased in-
puts of energy-intensive capital (machinery,
waler-supply, fertilizers, and peaticdes). A
the sams lme, the now Sirains are mereas-
mmgly vulnerable to crop losses from nermal
climalz Auctuations and from the oaturai
evolution of more specialized and more
damaging pests. especially on the micro-
scopic orf viral levels. A reporl in Science
Magazine (IDec. 27 tells us that breeding
plant varienes lor resistanee Lo pesis and in
fections has become ' treadmill  from
which there 15 no exit. Resistance often pro-
vokes the evolution of aew stramns of pests
The life cxpectancy of wheat varietics in the
northwest United States 15 aboul live vears.”
I'he seed firms do oot object 1o the obsales-
cence of their producis, any mare than aato-
mabile makers abject 1o the wimost immedi-
ate obsolescence of their laest model, But
the wadesdeveloped countrics caught n the
tsils of the “Green Revolunion™ {which thes
could not afford i the first place) can hardly
be cxpecied to weicome this néw kind of co-
lonial  subjection, even it Oregon wheat
farms o,
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Specialization Defeats Trsell
The prodlem £ nol simpis, §
lreves. that there are physical the
workd's resources. The real problem s that
evteniive, guaniitalive growth hased on spe-
crahzanion s intrinscally self defeating
the history of biglogical extinglions
stratds. The stevesalu: direction of eval
hzs slwavy been toward less special
MhETe Doiel i, als fizxs Mo 2
Pvpes in the Gifection of Merensive, gualisany
charges, as in the eroluuon of man Hunself
toward gensiic indeterminism and cultucal
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| ""There is only one al-
| ternative to the subversion
of human civilization by
alien forces, and that is Iﬁu

creation of utopia.”’
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produce Hittie else

For these reasons, | think Feriiss is far
lph opltimisiic about our abdity 1o refonm
our svstem by conscious Choice along the
line he indicares i Pan IV, Reductuomst it
tutudes and methods now dominawe every
comer of our lives, delended by an umcon-
sgious alliance of special wnterssts, corrup-
tion, and irrationality, These wouid be jenp-
ardized by the holistic methods Ferkiss
advncates. We holists are a small miranty
with lLittle infleence. Ferkiss beheves that
“soience” supports his position. Halsstic sci-
ence. such as he and 1 practice. does suppor!
him, but 90% of the American Azsocialion
for the Advancement of Science are reduc-
tionist technicians and would repudiate our
version of what “science’” is. He 1b o hobistic
political scienyist: | am & holiste histosian
Each of us is 3 fonely voice in fus own dis
cipline. and cour view would be 1ziecied by
the majonty of our professiona! associates,
Even publication i reuricted (o0 hofistic
views wherever manuseripis are subiecl to
approval by “expert™ refgrecs or editonal
Ipards of specialists,

f holistic meth-
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For th reasons | see litile prospect of
being gurded in =2wa 1ion
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tential, face-to-face personal experiences
which their frustrated emotions demand.
This s what the Christians sought in the
catucombs before Constantine (313-337)
and what most Romans did after A.D. 440,
Ferkiss sces that American voters all across
the political spectrum from the extreme Left
to the extreme Right are approaching agree-
ment on one idea  their growing need lor a
community, But he does not draw from this
insight the obvious conclusion that, since
there 15 no national agreement on the nature
nor the way to a national community, each
voler must eventually opt for mis own local
community, even if that local community is
a ghetto. The anti-busing violence in South
Boston and the anu-textbook wviolence in
West Virginia are obvious rejections of Nel-
son Rockefeller’'s America. Much more sig-
mificant, however, is the silent refusal of the

great majority of Americans to vote on No-
vember 5, 1974, That refusal had hittle to do
with Walergate; it was the copout which acts
as the signpost to our future. And that sign-
post reads, “To my ghetto.”

I hope that Ferkiss is right and that | am
wrong. We can judge (o some extent from
the reception his book gets {rom the reading
public. By any criterion 1t is superior to any-
thing from LK. Galbraith, such as The New
Industrial State, but while Galbraith's books
sell by scores of thousands, T fear Ferkiss's
volume may sink with hittle more than a
ripple. Galbraith teases the Establishment
and they know he is not serious, but Ferkiss
threatens them with a real aliernative

Reviewkr CARROLL QUIGLEY 15 PROFESSOR (1
History a1 GRORGETOWN UNIVERSITY, WAsH-
INGTON, DO 20057

A Second

A second reviewer, David
B. King, also a historian, says
books like Ferkiss’s are es-
sential '‘if we are to confront
with any understanding ¢
future that seems fto loom
before us more frighteningly
with each passing moment.”’
He believes that Ferkiss is
moving in the right direction,
and if world conditions con-
tinue to worsen, his sugges-
tions may be received more
warmly.

Review
present work is an erudite extension of his
earlier  erudite Technological Man, The
Myth and Reality (1969). Together the two
books offer remarkable evidence of broad
and careful reading 1 an amacing variely of
subject areas. Ferkiss is also blessed wath the
ability to organize his material and 1o
present his ideas clearly and frankly, There
are none of the glaning mconsistencies and
ambiguities thal sometimes abound in such
elforts. Nor does Ferkiss show any inclina-
tion to hang back from unpopular con-
clusions or to obscure them by obligue refer-
ence,

IT there are weaknesses in the presenta-
tion, they lie in the author’s tendeney 1o be-
gin always with a belabored lustration and
then to repeat cach propusition again and
again, as il he suspected that we were not
paying attention the first time  an assump
ton that then begins to have some valuduy

"By now if is clear to most
thinking people thot every
decision we make on major
public problems simply
mokes matters worse.”’
Carroll Quigley
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into the Human Prospecr and other think-
ers.) Ferkiss goes on Lo assert that the solu-
tions suggested by the currently avarlahle
ideologies will at best prove ineffective and
at worst will be harmiul. Old-sivle liberal-
ism. which msisted ona minimum of govern-
ment, 15 totally bankrupt. New-style liberal-
ism focuses too much on the operation ol the
system and oo little on resuits, Seciabism s
just as commmitted as liheralism 1o growth
True conservatism. with its vision of a hier-
archical socieiv, (s, given present social as-
e, and
whal now it sses lor conservalism s, an act.
old-sivie &
meril, but iis methods arce too brutal, And
the romanticism of the counter-culture has
made its proposals dependent on cultural
changes that Ferkiss believes are not apt to

sumplions, alter

no longer

sralismn. Anarchism has some

arrive on their own

[he middie portion of the book 13 devoted
philosophical groundwaork for
“eeological humanism,” Ferkiss™s invention
for the ideology most likely
rd destruction.
Fhis 1, | othink, the book’s weakest part
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