
THE GLOBAL DEMOCRAT: 
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Dcinocr;icy, like God, is often said to lie dying be- 
cause its followers are too heartless to believe in it, 
and perhaps that is partly true. hlore likely, however, 
the adherents of delnocrilcy have failed to reaIize, 
as have the adherents of other ideologies, that static 
ideologies arc ;is short-sighted as idolatrous concepts 
of Deity localized in time and space. The democratic 
principles of the European Enlightenment have, to 
date, remained local rather than global and have 
thereby, in an increasingly global age, become idol- 
atrous travesties of their originals. To remain moral, 
t h c ~ ~ ,  one must rcdiinl; the application of dynamic 
democratic principles to the changed consciousness 
of global concerns. 

The sad fact is that mankind now has globaI 
problcms but no globiil feeling of empathy. From 
Confucius and Plato to the very latest social phi- 
losophers of Left and Right, the felt cohesion, the 
empathy, the social consciousness remain localized in 
smiill groups, so far do the frontiers of fellow-feeling 
lag behind those of technical mastery over nature and 
man. In this respect the Koranic dictum in Sura VI1 
that nation after nation, cursing its prcdecessor, 
lunges at its fellow and goes into the ditch remains 
all too true. hlen lack a social conscience which 
would allow them to cooperate on global problems. 
Hence there is one increasingly polluted skin of 
cmvironment wound this planet but an insufficient 
will to reverse its deterioration, because men hope 
to localize tlic deleterious effects “over there.” A more 
vain hope one could scarcely imagine, since in the 
nir and water cycles “there” is soon “here”-regard- 
lcss of ideological or national boundaries. Without a 
common will, as Roussenu pointed out, we can hardly 
expect to do better; but surely Rousseau’s cantons of 
localized general will were merely an escape mech- 
anism to mask the necessity for a more universal 
;ipproach to human concerns, even in his time. I t  is 
fruitless to pretend that mankind can continue to 
cater to locillized prejudices masquerading as natural 
differences without allowing the destruction of the 
global environment. Furthermore, we know that 
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what were formerly considered natural differences 
are not so and can be “educated out,” given the time 
and the will. Man not only has the fire of the gods; 
he also cannot pretend that it is unusable. 

Yet it is not being used, and is less likely to be 
usable with every passing hour. The fire may be 
allowed to go out. At least part of the reason for this 
is that, simply put, the socio-political and technologi- 
cal changes, or Democratic and Industrial Revolu- 
tions, have so far had almost opposite effects on the 
global value structure. The Democratic Revolution, 
meaning the approach of the so-called ‘lower 
classes” and “colonials” toward political and social 
equality, has tended to reverse the psychological 
constructs of White Man’s Culture, but the Industrial 
Revolution has reinforced them. Loose talk that the 
future belongs to the democratic masses is just that- 
loose talk based on a naturalist or historicist fallacy. 
Democracy will not be extended to the masses unless 
men sec that it is by overt and conscious actions. 

0 

Those who have abiding faith in the progress of 
the Democratic Revolution seem at first to have 
historical evidence on their side. The vision of the 
Enlightenment liberals and radicals-of Locke and 
Rousseau-that men would someday work together 
a s  hlan rather than Slave, still tugs at the heart-strings 
of democratic idealists the world over. Liberal and 
Marxist, Rich and Poor, White and Non-White, Viol- 
ent and Non-Violent may quarrel operationally; but 
they are at one on the vision: Democracy will out! 
Some identify the New Day with the Utilitarians’ 
triune God of Liberty, Enterprise, and Science, as 
a quick glance at Walt W. Rostow’s Stages of Eco- 
nomic Growth or IVilliam H. McNeill’s Rise of’ the 
W e s t  will demonstrate. Hans Kohn’s Age of National- 
ism and Eugene R. Black’s Dynamics of Moderniza- 
tion argue cogently that the democratization through 
modernization that began in Western Europe with 
deferred gratification, discipline, and talent is by now 
a world-wide movement. Others, following Marx, 
locate the dynamo of democratization in the masses 
themselves. Kautsky and Carmichael, Lenin and 
Lumuniba, Mao and Juli5+all could see the millen- 
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iiiuni when the last would be first, thc alienated “out- 
siders” l~ccon~c “insidcrs.” Frantz Fnnon’s \\’vctclietl 
of f l ic  Earth argue's i t  wc~ll for our time: thosc a l i c m -  
ated froin tlic ikocluct of their liibors, from their own 
language and culture-mid thus from thciir idtmtity 
;ind self-import~incr-c.sperirnce rising .frristrntions 
which inwitably eropt in \iolcwcc- through \vhicli 
they regain control m’c’r tlicir dcstiiy and ch i in : i t c .  
the frustrations Imwling violcncc.. A g i i n ,  ;is neatly ;IS 
before, the rleirs cs ~~znchitzn appcars to rescuc 1 1 ~ ~ -  
mocracy from thc h c ~ l l  of oppression iintl negation. To 
such mcn ;is thesc~, Dcinocracy has 1)ecome the scion 
.of thc. old dcities, something iiic\~itablc~, inesoraldc, 
;ind natural instcad of the convcntional product of 
human intention and action. Progress reigns. 

I t  would inrlced be comforting to belicvc that 
democratic structures and valucs, politicnlly aidrd, 
are spreading irresistibly like oil on troublcd waters. 
Imt sonic. influential jroiccs in thc ndd(.rncss cry that 
it is not SO. I n  fact. i t  looks incrc.iIsingIy :IS if thc 
Liberal notion that tlic Inclitstrial Revolution stridcs 
townrd Democr;icy, iind the h Iarsist notion that i t  
somc~rsaults thcrct, arc c~qunl ly  in cwor 1,ccausc of 
their optimism. Technology, like othcr tools, h n s  
neither liberating nor oppressing cffects except nicn 
make it so by inxtions mid actions, hclpful or hurtful. 
The >lachine is not God either, just mother potcmtinl 
i do l -o r  dcvil. At the moment it is difficult to tcll 
whether on a glol>al scak men have dccidcd to warm 
or burn themselves with thc fire of the gods, but more 
evidence lies on thc side of the Jc~remiahs and Cas- 
sandras than is sometimes conceded. The productive 
boon derived from capital equipment and scicntific 
advance has, for instance, becn allowed to enrich 
the rich and impoverish the poor becnusr it was 
thought unnecessary to do anything more than pro- 

duce. goods in order to achic\x. glol)nl prospcrity-the 
rchst \VAS tlic doriiaiii of thc hlnrkcxt, of Nationalization, 
or ycst othvr bcicilim. I11 all his work sincc At1 Atm:i- 
con Dilci,inici ;1nd Eco11omic Theory ciiitl Utirlcrdcocl- 
opctl Rcgiotrs, Gunnar J ly rdd  has cliicidated the 
mc~chanisms which, through r;itionnlizcd . inadvcr- 
tcwcc~, i i i a k c  for, “sl)rclad effccts” among thc rich, 
inclustrializc~d sectors nnd “ l~ack~vash  rffects” among 
tlic poor, iion-dt’\~cIlol)c’d scctors. ;\fucli of tcchnology 
acccwtr1;itc.s thtb cliffcrcwtial I~cc;iusc it is dircctcd 
toward solution of temperatc~-zone rather than tropi- 
cnl-zone problcms. I lousing, hcalth, itnd nutrition are 
thcrc’faxx ;iffvcttd in  an iidverst. w;iy rclativc to the 
gap l w t w w i  thc.  rich Nortli and poor South half- 
worlds--twctly thc oppositc of what is claimcd and 
iictually inight occur with ii  little forclsight and good 
will. So scrious iirv thc ,  potcntinl dis1oc:itions that (vcn 
the nenr-super-rich of \\’estcm Europcb are conccmvd 
lest the Uiiitcd Stntw employ its supcr-tc&nology for 
localized s u ~ ~ ~ ~ r - ~ ~ n r i c l i m ~ ~ i i t .  iis witncss thca conclusions 
of Jrun-Jncclacis Scr\,an-Schrrib(.r in  The Americciti 
Clwllt~tige. In such circumstaiiccs, to talk of most- 
f~i \ .olct l - i ia t i t ,n  clauscis. tradc I)ridges, :ind similiir 
~~cokiomic dcviccs without imp~erncinting e q d i z i n g  
factors such iis intcxrnationiil pricing arrangclncnts, 
technicnl aid, and tiit. likc is to iiwitr the opposite of 
equal opportunity and fair competition. A h ,  tech- 
nology could prove :I hollow iniagr. What is more, it 
could fulfill the horrific nightmiircs of Hcrbrrt 
hlarcusc, according to which the demos, by t1ic.n 
supine, almost drifirs the prirsts of tcdinocracy be- 
ciil1sV the nll-gi\+ng machines h;ivc touchcd everyone, 
but uncquiilly. 

e 

So bot11 the, Dchmocrntic and Industrial Revolutions 
could but in~iy  not p row rc.volutionnry, in  the pro- 
found smsc’ of changing tho contcn t of the localized 
Iium;in scdf-imiigc. Today man cordd do alniost nny- 
thing; h c .  ought to crcnte glohi~l dcmocrncy. SO far 
tlic chief I~lock to global drniocrncy has brcn “na- 
tioniilism,” ;i phc~noinc~non ill-defined and ill-under- 
stood but rootid in the iirge to huddle round thct 
trilxil fire in one’s own cnve. That is, a felt’ unity of 
in-group culture traits beconics associated with a 
state nppiratus iuid a contiguoas hit of tcvitory, and 
the individual and his fellows accomplish more than 
a little of their sclf-dcfining process in this operation. 
So important is the association of these thrce elements 
that “nations” Incking onc’ of thcm, such as the Jews, 
who for long had no tcrritorinl base, feel obliged to 
try to acquire it. Although there is substantial agree- 
ment on this Enliglitenmc~nt-dcrived clcscription of the 
nationalist-tribalist tendency, serious disagreement 
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continues concerning how global democrats ought to 
rcispond to this form of self-adul:ition. 

Fcw argue, as clicl Nerdcxr, that nationalism is a 
glol)al division which makes tlic Ch inae  good states- 
mew. tlicl Germans  philosopher^, and the Anglo- 
Siisons good sliopliccpers. Hut sonic‘ still hope nation- 
alisiii \ \ - i l l  just go ;i\vay. ;it Icast after ;I little fixing up 
of pditicai ;ind economic rchtions here and thcw. 
~i~irsist-I,c,ninists, for instmcc. argue that oncc it is 
no  loiigcr ccoiioniically ncccssary to hate, then mi: 
tionalist 1i;itc. like trilxil hate under fciidnlism, will 
clisappc~iir. :Incl t l i c  political descendents of the 
g[wratioii  of \\‘oodro\v \Yilson Iwlievc just ;IS firiiily 
th;it ;i p;irli;inic~nt o f  nations could esorcisc, thc, host of 
n:ttioiiilist tlcmions, on the theory that nationalism. 
oncc1 aIIo\vcd c y r c w i o i i .  will tcwd towird economic 
jiisticc.. A i i d  then tlicmb ;irc’ those who, without for- 
iiiiiI;itiiig thcir :issiimptions idcologic;illy, contend 
t l ia t  “thc \ ~ ~ ) r l t l  is gcttilig sm;iller c i w y  clay” under 
thc. in!lricmccx of tcchnologicnl forcshortcning of trans- 
port;ition ;inti coiilmunicntiori, i i  point of view with 
\vliic.h tlic, i iai iw of \fitrsh;ill 1 lcI~i t inn is often ;ISSO- 

ci;itcd. l\c>grc,ttal)ly. nationnlism will proliably not h 
in;igic;ill!. tr;insul)st~iiitiated into cosinopolitanis~ii liy 
soiiic’ itlcological l i tnny or a sudclen re\dation of 
t ruly I i c w ~ \ w l e i i t  niitiirnl forces no\v enchnined in 
hat<,. Cotnniunist wiI! riv;il Coniinunist, nnd Capital- 
ist Capitalist; or \\‘bite \vi11 cwilnvc IVhite, and 
Non-\\’hitc, Kon-\\~liite-~ilthough perhaps not, so 
forccfully ;is ;wross the traditional lines of demarca- 
t ion,  Polwty is not thc. solc cause of rncialisp, nor 
rncialisiii tlic solr c;iiisc’ of po\.crty-althou~li these 
l‘orcc>s cwfigcrntc~ c;icli other. For the siniple fact is 
tha t  nntionalisin is ii ps!~cIiological phenomenon as 
w11 ;is, ;incl pcdiaps niorc’ tlinn, a fimction of eco- 
nomics iind tc~hnology. Hunger and hate, hate and 
Iiringc~: t h c y  c;in conic in citlier order; but they must 
go ;i~v;iy together. Still. it is simplistic to belieire that 
tlw c.liminntion of one \vi11 automatically eliminate 
the OthCT.  

Clolxil tlcinocrnts ouglit, therefore, to work activel!, 
for the cliniination of nationalisin. h i t  only to con- 
duce to economic and sociol justice. It will not do to 
coritlciiiri ;dl natioiialisriis equully, sirice only sucli a 

force can provide the motivation for modernization 
i ind cq1i;ilization i n  many arcns of the Third IVorld. 
I x \ d i n g  up, which is to say tlic raising of the stand- 
ard of living on both absolute and relatiire scales, 
ouglit t o  h considercd ethical: unleveling and level- 
ing down, unethical. Nationalism which contributes 
to the former thcwfore becomes legitimate for the 
traiisition period to gl0l)iil democracy, whereas that 

which encourages the latter becomes illegitimate. In 
;I future global democracy of political and economic 
justice, all ~intionalis~n, all localized in-group concern, 
\vould be illrgitimate. 

Two prcwnt problems illustrnte the point. First, 
tlicrc is tlic question of the “nation-state system” as 
prc~~c~ntly constituted. Everyone agrees that calling 
rtnguilln and China “nations” confuses the issue, so 
pcJrhaps it would be well to see where the confusion 
lies and how globnl democrats should respmid to the 
issucs. Thc prim;iry problem is that areas where local, 
semi-local, and rcgional loyalties obtain are alike 
callcd “nations,” ivhcn in fact thcy ought more cor- 
rectly to b c .  callcd localisms, nations, and super- 
nations. Thus ;i four-step scale of local, national, 
regionnl, and glob;il loydty may be posited. What 
may be inferred from this is that the \vealtli ancl 
power nchicwd in c,ich successii e siep of tlie scale 
tends to climinatc tlie smaller units of loyalty and to 
incrcme the r i ~ d r y  between units on the same level 
of the scale. At the moment the United States and the 
Soviet Union, the supernations, arc atternpting to 
inculcate ;i ne\v code of loynlty within and without 
011 the basis of “ideology.” Thus new regional loyal- 
ties seem to be in the making, as was the case in the 
Roman Empire when Christianity emerged as a sort 
of synthesis of Greco-Roman and Near Eastern reli- 
gion and philosophy. The essential point to be made, 
h o n w w ,  is that “national” and “local”-level units are 
1)cing climinated in the process. Global democracy 
deni:inds that tlicse nationalists and localists, mainly 
tribalists, be taken in on equal tcrms with those who 
 ha\^ arrived at a inore widespread level of loyalty 
and power, despi te-or  rather because of-the fact 
thiit the tcmdencies, vconomic and psychological, all 
run in tlic direction of accentuating inequalities. 

I t  is at this point that the ideologies become so 
very dangerous, for they function to determine who 

.does tsot 1ial.e certain rights and powers. Far from 
acting ;is liberating tools for the elimination of nn- 
tionalist hatreds, the ideologies of the United States 
and the Soviet Union serve as more effective instru- 
ments for achieving the power and wealth to suppress 
the nntionalism and locdism of others, as often ns 

not through inadvertence or patronizing “help.” The 
percentage of the world’s annual use of natural re- 
sources centered in the Soviet Union and, more 
pmticularly, the United States, is evidence for the 
nbove observations. In terms of tveliare and longevity 
most pcople in the superpowers have joined the New 
Aristocracy. The nation-state system therefore bids 
fair to move beyond the mixed nation-supernation 
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groupings to ii siipernation system with ideologies 
substituting for national loyaltics, and China, India, 
Europe, Africa, the Ncar Eiist, iind Latin Anierica 
struggling to join in. In fact, Europc might already 
havc joined the Ncw ;\landiuins had the Fascist 
idcologues not corrupted their sehcma with :i racialist 
contcnt illnd thereby wcdxwxl  thcir appeal to Lntins 
and Sla\vs. For the supernation Ic\d of IopiIlty iind 
power dcw~ands “su1)jectiw” Mandates of Heaven 
l ike rwolution and wealth-protluction rather than the 
older “objectivc” ones of race or langui1gc. The 
nearest equivalents to ideologies in the past were thc 
religions which tried to risc above and li1ngtlagc, 
especially Islam and Christianity, but they failed as 
organizing worldvicws for lack of a social infra- 
structure. It is likely that with the siiccess of regional- 
ideological complexes, cosmopolitan feeling will 
become less likely. To consider, for example, how 
much more easily feudalism became nationalism than 
nationalism is becoming supernationalism is to have 
some notion of how difficult the transition from re- 
gional-cultural loyalties to ecumenical empathy will 
probably be. The  greater the mass, the harder it will 
be to move, especially since the techniques of propa- 
ganda, refined by psychology and implemented 
through mass media, can now reinforce supernation- 
alist ideologies a t  globe-encircling distances. 

e 

The rivalries of this nation-supernation system fuel 
the dynamo of the postnational state, the second 
problem to which global democrats must address 
themselves. Thc crucial point is that each step on 
the local-national-regional-global scale, when com- 
pleted, magnifies the power-potential of the leaders 
using the new and morc extensive military, adminis- 
trative, and economic institutions, and diminishes thc 
influence of the scattered and divided masses. The 
postnational state thus promises to magnify the dan- 
gers of statism to and beyond the point of diminishing 
returns. In the first place, leaders may escape both 
internal and external controls. As the leaders becorrie 
further separated physically and psychically from the 
populace, they will probably have less internal 
resistance to directing rather than discussing. Like- 
wise, external controls on the leadership seem 
unlikely, since the populace has been effectively dis- 
nrnied hy the advent of postnational superweapons 
available only to the army and the police, or to other 
states’ leaders. 

Appeals to conscience or to the ballot box still 
amount to something in some areas, but their role in 
postnational politics is open to question given thc 
apparent estrangement of leaders and followers in 

the most ndvnnccd supcrnations. The problem is 
likely to become more dangerous in that postnational 
institutions tend to escape the control of the leaders 
themselvc~s. I n  many casc’s the bigwig is no more ablc 
than the littlc guy to re-orient the bureaucrncy, the 
army, and thc Incdiii. Postn:itioniil infrastructurcs are 
becoming too largc and complex for anyone to re- 
direct their inertial motion. Hrncc outdatcd social 
strategies :ire perpctii;itecl, pcoplc. ;ire turned into 
personnel, and indoctrination rc$:ices creativity-as 
thc glol)c~ iipproilchc>s disastc.r, inch by inadvertent 
inch. Leaders are often blamed for dccay which they 
havc strugglcd ilgilinst mightily, which further alien- 
atcs them from thc masses so painfully caught in thc 
wc+ of institutional malfunctions. Politics becomes 
pcrsonalizcd, and confrontation rcsults. Negative rv- 
inforcement then accelerates the disfunction of thc 
social organism ;is the lendcrs and thc milSSeS join in 
ii symbiotic rclationship and chcw each other to 
shreds. 

The tragedy of the postnational state is that much 
of the social superorganization is necessary for such 
numbers to live on a comfortablc Icvcl, a point too 
often missed by critics like Jacques Ellul, whose book 
The TechnologicaI Society sums up the point of view 
that “technology cannot !>e otherwise than totali- 
tiirii1n.” Were all evil leaders and :ill unresponsive 
structures to disappear tomorrow, inen would still 
not be frce; it would still be necessary to create some 
wise and good leaders and some responsive stnic- 
tures. For men are enchained not only by other men 
and by uncontrolled institutions, but by nature as 
well-by disease, hunger, and discontent not made by 
men. As Cainus said in The Plagttc, evil is very often 
thc child of ignorance rather than ill-will, In particu- 
lar, oncl might add, evil often results from the failure 
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to recognize that successful social strategies from the 
past no longer apply to changed circumstances. 

Such is the case with the strategy of state growth. 
To generate the canditions for growth beyond local- 
isrn’s np t l iy  and under-use of resources, nation-state 
growth was useful, and still is where such conditions 
rem;iin. 13ut to continue state growth in the post- 
nntiond age of overstriving and the rape of resources 
is worse than a crime-it’s madness. Technical soh-  
tions-state solutions-always seem simplest and 
cluickest, when in fact they lead deeper into the 
Lal)yrinth. In order to protect, the state must have 
inore powerful weapons; in order to supply work and 
wealth, the state must encourage invention and in- 
centive; and so on until technical solutions seem the 
only solutions, systvms analysts the only sane men, 
and iniircliing order the only proper relation among 
men. Y r t  social solutions, changed social strategies, 
are prolxibly now required. To make A.B.C. war on 
an ndvanccd scale in  the postnational era is to fail 
to rccognizc that tlic offense has permanently out- 
distanced tlic defcnsc and made the litter impossiblc 
i n  any Init limited wars. Since gunpowder (offense) 
first crumbled the walls of a baronial castle (de- 
fcnsc ), this has been the direction of modern military 
developments, namely, toward the point of diminish- 
ing rehirns. To wager all on continued economic 
growth-;is supcrnations ;ire clearly .doing in order 
to support c’sI>i\nded populiitions, increased military 
c q d i t u r e s ,  ;in elcvnted standnrd of wealth, and, 
yc’s, modcrnization of the unmodcrnized-is likewise 
foolish, since naturnl resources and places to store 
oiir tmsh arc fast disappearing despite scientific 
clfforts to find dtcwiativcx Economic growth is also 
qq)ro;ichiiig the point of diminishing returns. Growth, 
knouw sincv thci  I3nliglitenn~ent ;is Progress, nlust 
thc~rc~fcire be rcplaccd 1)y Stii1)ility or Conservntion or 
I~c~plrnishniciit ;is thc goal of supcrnntions. 

Clo1):d drinocr,its \hould thus work to limit statism 
whcw it  no longcr aids justice and qua l i ty .  But how? 
The ni,ijor probleins seein, upon reflection, not to 
be the lnck of potcnti;il solutions, of \vhich thcw iire 
inany-for c w m p l c ,  \\’odd Citizenship, starting with 
stateless persons like rcfugces and open to any who 
might prcafcr such ;iffili:ition to national nttachments, 
and :I \Vorld Treasury, into which future resources 
froin thc se;i and proceeds from Unitcd Nations 
lilitirty 1)ontls would be paid. Instead, the enemy lies 
\vithin-in the agony of ignorance and the curse of 
anomic. Sonic pretrnd to know all. Like Faust calling 
\Iephisto, they believe they can conjure freedom by  
intoiling its ideological name, especially on telc>vision. 

Woe unto the fools and mountebanks! They conjure 
the corpse they have themselves laid low by their 
inaction. Some pretend to know too little. They can 
work with scientists but never with poets, with 
philosophers but never with politicians, with the 
Right but never the Left-when in fact the Enlighten- 
ment notion that some things are common dangers 
to all still holds. Ultimate questions have a way of 
dissolving in sweat. Alas, the excuses for inaction are 
legion, and each one must be cast out. 

What is lacking is the heroic stance in the face 
of the impossible dream. Better to have dreamed and 
awakened than never to have dreamed at  all. I t  is 
time global democrats burned for justice, not ex- 
pediency; for brotherhood, not hatred. Not “My 
country right or wrong!” but “My country, may it 
riglit the wrong!” The risk of democracy--of hearing 
it all like it is, the good and the bad in every ideologi- 
ciil and niltiond strategy-is worth taking. For the 
evil in the world is not so much the result of ill-will 
ns of ignorance-and of inaction. Goethe’s Faust said 
it well: in the beginning \viis neither the Word nor 
the Power, but the Deed-the Striving, the Relating, 
thc. Eiqxithizing, the Reacting. 

e 

Globiil dcmocruts can no longer afford the luxury 
of being solely the conscience of the world; they must 
become its eyes and its hands as well, as wise as 
serpents but iis gentle iis ~ O \ V S .  Static ideologies do 
not allow that; dynamic, creiltive strategies might. But 
tho_ glacial changes in human consciousness make the 
development of such strategies difficult. h4ost of 
inankind hns 1)y now emerged froin the feudal-theo- 
logical I-Thou state of mind in which disease and 
hunger were Acts of God, but in an aberrant national- 
siipc.rii~itioiia1 I-It direction which makes of Nature 
;incl hliin the objects of morally unrestrained “scien- 
tific” m;mipulation. Surely, however, Harvey Cox 
i\rgues correctly in The Secttlrir City that between the 
p01c.s of Martin Uuber’s I-Thou I-It dichotomy there 
is an I-You point of accommodation betwcen The- 
ology ilnd Humanism on the one side and Science 
and Systcms Analysis on the other. One cannot treat 
c\w-yone in an intimate family-close friend manner; 
nor cm one look upon anothcr as a statistic. Likewise 
~ i i m  c m  ncither become one with his natural environ- 
iiient nor use it at will on a supernational scale. 
Once too “pessimistic” or hlanichean but now too 
“optimistic” or pelnginn, human consciousness must 
tlevclop a new Augustinianism-a Good-Bad, New- 
Old Myth, lforality, and God. God, hlan, and Nature, 
are dead; long I-tliiy they he!-through intelligent, 
moral nc t ion. 
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