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TOM SEIDMAN

Consider a situation in which at 1ssue 13 some possible posi-
tive action by government. Let us first suppose (a) a consensus
that projected purposes of the action are beneflclal, (b) the for-
seeable consequences are in the projected’direction, (c) cilther no
other group or institution can accomplish the desired ends (as well)
or such other groups as might provide sultable alternate actions
are noby in fact;~doing so or likely to, . :

The questlon at 1ssue 1s: Are these condltions sufficient to
establish the de. .rabllity of the rroposed governmental action and,
1f not, what additional condltlons mlght 1t be necessary to impose
for safflclency? To this might be added the methodological question:
How can one know that thesec conditlons are actually satlisfied?

It 1s my contention here that as stated above the condiiflions
(a), (b), (c) are inadequate ~ the most glaring inadequacics being
the application of the methodological question to condition (b) and
a bdlancing concern with the rights of minoritles in defining 'con-
sensus! in condition (a). All too often, what consideration is given
to condition (b) 1s based on inadeguate and uncertain data in terms
of theorles uncertain In themselves (and frequently biased by wishe
ful thinking), = . ;

Anather caveat, rglated to the nbove but sufficlently indepen-
dent to warrant speclal mention, 1s the unfortunate frequency with
whioh actlons are discussed in a far too restrictcd context, Hils-
tory 1Is fill of ecxamples of measures introduced for good rcasons
whosc posslble effects in other directions werc not eonsidered.

The most typical fallaclos are that policy makers often arbltrarily
assume that local actiocns will have only local conseaicnces, and,
of conslderable importance, are concerned almost exclusively with
immcdlate effects to the neglect of such possibly undesirable long-
term consequences as might be incurred in terms, for cxample, of
later abuase of procedents sct by presently desirable actions.

Necdless to say, a certaln amount of .this is incvitable whon—
¢ver onc must act in the real world, The uncertaintics of aetion
must always be balanced against the correspdnding uncertainties of
Inaction or altcrnate action. However, to neglcct entlircly any con-
ccrn with such problems ‘is to guarantee, in the long run, making 1r-
recvocable crrors, ¢

Onc 1s rcmindcd of the fable of the horse which pcrmitted a man
to bridle- Him tp facilitate action against thelr common cnemy, a
wolf. When,the wolf being dead, the hersce asked for his freedom,
the man 1s said to have replicd, "The hell you say - Giddap, Dobbin."

These questions are, of coursec, the basic considerations for
any governmental action. For present purposes, however, let us rec-
strict ourselves to considecration of these solely In tho context of
the (federal) government of the United States (with particular rc-
ference to such current issues ass: the eivil rights movement, roap-
portionment, a federal 'policc foree', ald b> cducation, 'school
prayers?, the 'war on poverty', etc.) and certain state and loeal
issucs (censorship, !sex! legislation, educational standards, wel-
fare, cte,)
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ERRATUM: POINTING VECTOR #22, p. 17 -~ The author of High Trcason,
in which may be found thec most complete account of the 193l Amerlcan
Leglon plot to overthrow President Roosevelt, was written not by
angus GCamcron but by Albert R, Kahn,.
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JOHN BOARDM.iN

"ewr land is great and abundant but there 1s no
order in it: come to rule and reign over us,"

- Message sent by the merchants of
Novgorod to Trince Ryurik, 862,

In all times and places men have created or acceptcd govern-
ments to provide for them  services they could not, as indivlduals,
provide for themseclves., To gain thesc ends of sccurity for their
pcrsons and goods, they have sometimes even sustalned the most crucl
and arbitrary sort of tyrrany. In all the chronlcles of pre-demo-
cratic socleties, the words "Time of the Troubles" arc uscd to de-
scribe not despotism, bat periods of anarchy and clvil war.

What services does a government owe 1ts people? As human so=
clety has cvolved, the answer to thls questlon has changede The pre-
datory cempires of early times protccted thelr subjects only that
greater wealth mlght be ground out of them, and provlded roads and
brldges only that the ruler's commands might be more expedltlously
enforced.

With the rise of popular sovercignty, whether in the old Gere
manic folkmoot or in the modern mass democracles, or even iIn the
sgntes such as the Soviet Unlon which employ the forms of democracy
wlthowt thelr content, has come the ldea that a people may reqelreo
from thelr government certain baslic services ~ not only order and
physical protectlon, btut also education, civil and criminal law,

a settled cconomle order, and In the most advarnced states a minimum
ssandard of llvings This has necessitated an increasing role of
government in the lives of indlviduals, a role which came about in
most cases from a popular demand by those individuals., The steps
In thls process are falrly casy to trace.

The merchants of Novgorod rcallzed that professional fighting
men, belng speciallsts in their field, could guard their clty and
caravans more effectlvely than their own teamsters could, The twene
tleth-century man similarly realizes that professional teachers have
the training and the time that he has not, to teach his children.

He thercfore accepts the ldea that the government under which he

1llves should hire peoplc to defend him and people to teach his chil-
dren, and has a right to tax him to pay thelr salaries, and he does
not feel that the government infringes upon his libertics in so doing,

What services, then, should a government provide? ditimately,
popular demand determlnes the answer to this question. In a demo-
cracy, thls popular demand 1s relatively casy to ascertain, In des-
potlsms, the rulers attempt to determine this demand by interpreting
an lnchoate public opinion, and where they guess wrong too often and
too flagrantly, they are overthrown.

Some limitations, necessarily, must be placed on this "Eublic
demand". There have been times and places when one "service™ the
majority of the public demanded from its government has bcen the ex=~
tirpation of a minority., To reduce internal strife among differing
polltical or religlous groups, therefore, many governments have found
1t desirable to include in their fundamental law inalicnable guaran-
tees to all cltizens of whatever freedoms and scrvices the public
opinlon of the time belleves the government should provide, In prac-
tlce, thils alm is more easily attalned vhen, as in the Unlted States
of Amerieca, no one such group is a majority.




In a democracy, the guestion of whether a proposed course of
az%ilion has majority support can he answered by a referendum or, less
effectively, by a legislatlive assembly: This method of determining
wacther a program should be initiated or, 1f already in existence,
continued, makes t - basilc democratlc asgimption that The cltizenry
1g the best judge. or 1ts own short-range and long-range interesig,
Thils 1s not always the case, but other systems of government have
In practice proven even worse at this fask,

. Addlfional complications are provided in a government with a
federal structure, where several levels of authority exist between
the individual and the highest authority of the state. Here we are
faced not only with the guestion: that services ought the government
- to provide for its citizens?, bubts Wha*t level of government ought

to provide i‘hese 'services? ¢ : .

e Efficiency in the performance of these services 1s onc criter-
lon, The time of the Unlted States Congress 1s wasted in writing
filsh and game laws for the District of Columbia, and a suburban olty
commission cannot effectlvely regulate a railroad passing through
Lts Jurisdiction, ' : ¥

At this point: the discussion descends from the general to the
particular. The most basic right - 1life itself ~ 1s most effective=
ly protected on a lower level of governmen®% by state laws making mur-
der a crime, Put the ~ have been cascs where specific murders have
not been regarded as. criminal acts by state law-enforcement offiocials,.
The responsiblllity for investigating and punfshing these crimes 1is
then automatically shifted upwards to the federal govermment,_ To'
deny thls Is to deny that a crime has been committed, and he who
rakes such a denlal becomes an accessory to the crime, '

What 1f all levels of govermment 1 authorlty refuse justlce ‘to
the 'victims of what, by those governm ats! own laws, Is a crime?
S;ch an act serves notlce upon the vietim, his kimsmen, and others of
@13 ethnlec group or ldeology, that they can look for no protection
Irgm_that government. - These people have not only the right, but the
duly, to help Tring down this government and establish another which

will meel its obligations towards all its citizens,

. SEIDMaN : , John, I agree with what you say but ... Certainly the
general acceptance and suppors of government demonstrate that it pro-
vides a useful way of organlzing for the provision of certain social
benefits (you mentioned defense, educatlon, internal order, adjudic-

_ataory services, etc.) and equally certainly the variey of services
for which. pepple look -boward goverrnment 1is continually increasing.
This much is' observation. When one comes to ask what should be the
case, howewer, the question becormes one of morals or values. Is 1t,
for example, proper/feasible/deSirable to put the power and respons-

_ibility for so all-pervading a set of fuictions in the hands of-the
same. (nstitution? ! '

BOARDMAN: Either there is a public demand that certaln functlons be
placed in the hands of the government, or there is not. Cerbalnly
the government should not assume these powers in the absenceé of such
a demand. But, i1f the demand exists and the government does not meet
it, this is a state of affairs fraught with danger for the ecxlstence
and stability of organized society, ConsServative arguments to the
contrary, it has never been the case in history that an initially
Tace. people has been enslaved by a progressively greater assumption
ol pover by their government, What in fact happens 1s that. a demo-
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cratic government falls for one reason or another to meet a popu=-
lar domand that it assume some power. Such a failure dlscredlts
democratic government in the public mind, and the democracy is re-
placed by a dictatorship which pledges to deal wlth the challenge
which 1ts predccessor did not meet. The Rerensky governmcnt in
Russia did not bring about peace and land reform, so 1t was swept
“awav., The Welmar Republic did not assure economlc prosperlty, so
2 dlsillusioned public replaced it with the Nazis. And thc same
“thing came closer to happening in the United States in the early
19301's than 1s pleasant to reflect upon, -

SEIDMAN: Perhaps that is only an argument against democratic gov-
ernment. Which would be an unfortunate, but not a logically im-
possible, Inference.. Every government which admits the possibility
of popular demands will. from time to time be faced with demands
“which cannot (at least immediately) be met. Sometimes one can make
a facadc of actlon and hope that things will get better in time or
that this set of demands may be superceded 1n the public mind by
demands or desires which can be met. Sometimes one cannot. Also,
sometimes a demand can be met but only at the expense of letting
onesself in for future trouble. The French got rid of a troublesome
decmand by sentencing Dreyfus to Devils Island ... The U.S. got rid
of a demand for thc abolition of Demon Rum by establishing Prohibi-
tion ... And so on. This, of course, is the reason we have a rep-
resentative demoeracy rather than government by referendum -- to
estatllish a procedural buffer between the pressures of transient
popular demand and the exigencies of feasibility., This is also the
rcason why, despite their shortcomings, onc prefers a comparatively
insensitive (bo popular pressures) judiciary and police force to
the overly enthusiastic 'law enforcement! of vigilantes,

BOARDMAN: Well, the trouble with this 1s a siltuatlion such as you
find 1n New York Clty today, where the police force 1s so insensi-
tlve to popular pressures that in parts of the city it behaves and
1s trcated 1llke a hostile army of occupation.

The public cannot with impunity be thwarted too long of 1ts
desires, If a sizable segment of the public is made to feel that
L1ts wishes no longer matter to the government, that government is
faced with a force that has a vested interest in overthrowing 1t.

Thls 1s tho rock upon which all proposals for a limited franchise
founder, as for public desires which included the sentencing of
Dreyfus or the prohibition of alcohol - well, the first was accome
plished in vlolation of Dreyfus? rights as a defendant, and the sec-
ond could never have survived exposure o a popular referendum. The
18th Amendment was passed, not by referendum, but by log-rolling in
the leglslative bodles which you cite as "procedural buffers between
the pressures of transicent popular demand and the exlgenclcs of feasl-
billty." Domestic history from 191¢ to 1933 provides as good a refer=
endum as We ever got on the popularity of prohibition.,

Those constitutional amendments and judicial decisions which are
rooted in public support survive; those which are not so rooted, do
not, Thls 1s why prohibition, the pro-slavery decisions of the Tare y
Court, and the anti-New Deal decisions of the Hughes Court, have not
survived. This 1s also why the income-tax.and popular senatorial suf-
frage amendments have survived, as have the Warren Court decisions
agalnst segregation and rellgious exercises in public schools.

At this point Itd like to expand the scope of the discussion
somewhat, The words "Star Chamber" have come to represent, in the




snglo-Saxon natlons, the whole power of an arbitrary government ‘dir-
ected at men of unpopular.political or religlous viecws. Thls was,
indeed, the caso in the 17th century. rut how had thls court ori-
ginated# L . e : &by _

_When Henry VII seized the English throne in 1186, the nation
had been racked by 30 years of clvil war between two rival branches
of the Plantagenet House. the Yorkists and the Lancastrlans. As
frequently happens.in such cases, the.spoils went to a third party -
the cautlous, avaricious Henry Tudor, distantly connected with a
bastard branch of the Lancastrians but committed to tlie Yorklst po-
llcy of encouraging the mercantile class against the land~owning
gentry. His victory by no mcans stilled the civll strife., Eight
nembers of the Royal Family had met violent deaths in this time, and
there was no lack of Yorkist partisans quite willing to make Henry
2 ninth in this comvany, Large recgions of England seethed wilth York-
st plots, '

Henry VII frequently found himself thwarted in his attempts to
Gaell these plots and bring their perpetrators to what passed for
Justice in early Tudor timces, Yorkist rebels wero apprehended and
brought to trial before local juries and judges in sympathy with
their cause, Nalurally, the partisans of the House of York checr-
frilly acquitted each other of the charges of trecason, rebelllion, and
nurder, Exasperatved, and fearing a revival of the civil war which
zad wrought so riuch damage already, Henry vowed that if local sourts
would not convict Yorkists, he would establish in London a court
which would,

Thits originated the Court of the Star Chamber, In short order
1 suppressed the undercurrent of rebcll?on In the provinees. It
ciabled Henry VII %o pass oa to hls nelr an England unlted, wealthy,
and powerful. %“he later Tudor monarchs carried on this work, leav-
ing'a nation-whose government had 3o llttlec worry about revw 1t that,
by Ghe later parliaments of Elizabeth I,1t could afford to begin
expanding those individual liberties of speech and assembly., "’

IV was in these parliasments that men such as Peter Wentworth began to
proclaim the hvman rights that we %ake for granved today,

4V the time of its crcation, the Court of the 3tar Chamber was
an absolule necessity %o a veaceful and united land, It is hardly
likely that the average Englishman of, say, 1L90, fearful of a revi-
Tal of the Wars of the Roses, could have been persuaded that this
coury mignt become an instrument of oppression a century and a hd f
In the' futurec. I a man‘s house is on fire, he pours water on 1t
Immedlately. and defers till tomorrow the question of what damage
the waler may have done ©to tle foundations of the building, Tomorrow
1t may be necessary tc repair the formdations, but today quite another
problem occpiez his atlention.

SEIDMAN : 7You seem to be arguing myv case. A group, out of favor
with (actually in rebellion against) the central authority but with
“considerable local support, is suppresscd by the establishment of an
“nstitution which has become the.symbol of governmental oppression
and, in the intercst of stabillty, you prefer this to justice -- or
éo jou believe that, becausé he was successful (so that any individ-
wal liberties which were to develop necessarily did.so in the world
0¥ his heirs) his dictates necessarily were justice? Which 1s not
0 assert that the Yorkists .were right or that I can think offhand of
ary other; better, way to have established a stable prospcrity -- but
an hardly feel that you have demonstrated the Star Chamber to have
been orn entirely satisfactory soluticn to the problem.
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Leb!s bturn, then, (as you've probably been itching to do) to
“he Civil Rights situation. Stre, therc are lots of things the fead-
oral. government could do -- establishing martial law, for example,
treating Mississippil as 'occuplied territory' with administrating
officials drawn from CORE, say, or federally organising, cncourag-
ing, and supporting an armed Negro militia or settlng up an anti-
segregation test (like a loyalty oath) for any employment or aid
involving in any way feder~l funds or inter-state commerce or ...
And these, as well as a lot of less extreme possibilities, are
things that the federal government won't do because most of the
pcople of thesec United States just arcn't that hot for integration.
Justice, per sc, has never, after all, becn really popular -and
when people start getting concerned for their own securlty ...
Would you care to take a guess as to the probablec rcsults of a re-
fecrendum in, say, 1951 on a proposal that everyone HUAC accused of
being a 'Communist conspirator' should be strung up to the nearest
lamp post ? PFor that matter, therc was the recent referendum on
'fair housing' in California.

BOARDMAN: St'pose we deal with "what 1s", not with "what 1f". My
reference to the Court of the Star Chamber was to make the point that
a .remedy needed to deal with a situation under one sct of clrcumstan-
es may not apply at a later time, TYoul!ve raised thils question as
point (b) of your original statement. If the public is left frec to
defermine how changed conditions are to be dealt with, 1t is capable
of abandoning institutions once necessary but now harmful. To gn
back o the analogy I made in my last remarks, when therc!s a fire
youL pour on-as much water as you can get. After the flre is out,

you then consider what damage the water may have done to the founda-
tions of the housc, and repalr them if necessary.

Although the government of Henry VII was considerably less demo-
"ratic than the administration of lresident Johnson II, a situation
does exist In Mlssissippl and Alabama similar to that which led Henry

~to establlish the Court of the Star Chamber. But precedents do exist
in this country for the actions necessary when a state government,
supported enthusiastlically by a majority of its cltlzenry, goes into
apen armed ievolt against the supreme cuthority of the federal gove
ernment, The federal government has the unquestionable legal right,
a8 stated in various supreme court declsions of the period 1865-75,
to reconstruct the government of a state in rebellion., In the 19th-
century reconstruction. the fecderal government abandoned the task
too early,. It'll have to stick to the job a little longer, and do
it more thoroughly this time, but the job will be donce

The federal government has placed on it, by the First, lour-
teenth, and Fiftecnth Amendments and several supreme court decislons,
Tthe obligation to step into these rebellious states and asstre the
legal rights of the Negro citlzens. To deny this is to, in effect,
deny these rights, I am not interested in abstract arguments.about
proper dlvision cf federal and state authority. It 1s sufficient to
point out that, in practice, i1f these rights are not guaranteed by
“he fed.ral government they are not guarenteed ot all, and to oppose
nocin a guarantee has the practical offect of opposing the rights
sliomselves,

- °F course, one can oppose these rights. This leads into the
—923Ltlon, which you deplored at the top of this page, of denyling
auman ﬁights to a minority if the majority of the cltizens of a siate
30 wish.
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SEIDMAN: Let me get myself in a little deeper -- I never dld like
the formulation of political action in terms of notlons. of 'rights'.
Have you ever seen or read Anouilh's Antigone? Its high point 1s a
discussion between Creon, the King, and Antigone contrasting the
demands. of practical government with the claims of absolute morality.
Antigoene was the heroine but I still think Creon has the right of the
derate. As to Civil Rights, I would prefer the more modest formu-
latjion: a situation in which any group is treated as the Amerlcan
Negro makes me ashamed to Dbe a tacit participant; I would prefer to
live in a country which pays-more than 1ip service to the principle
of genuine discrimination (on the basis of individual merit alone);

I wish, within the constraints of (long-term) feasibillty and the
counterglaims of other wvalues. to support such actions as might be
mast effective in achieving this end.

Probably the attitude which irks me most in re Civil Rights
(that of the segregationists doesn't irk me in the same sense just
because I don't expect to agree with them) is that, since Negroes
have been for so loang so unjustifiably oppressed, anything which
advances their welfare is justifiable regardless of the impositions
it may make on others (particularly on segregationists). To return
%o the terminology of 'rights', the White (capitalization? why not?)
Airhakbitants of the South ~- even the mos+ radical anti-integration-
ist die-hards -- have mot lost their civil rights because they are
wrong (ie- because I disagree wlth them) on this issue., I will
stand with the ACLU for equity and justice (and will support priority
for Negro ,claims) but draw the line at Negro chauvinism and at com-
pensatorylpreference. .A special effort at intensive training and
education to 'even out initial advantages', Yes. Preferential hiring
-0f Negroes just because they are Negroes (even if significantly less
well qualified than alternate applicants) strikes me as a violation

.- of' the very principle on which I base my support for the Civil Rights

movement. ALl of which. is a little off the track of t'the justifica-
tion for governmental action' bui ,--

BCARTMAN: Please refrain from attribubting to me views which I do not
POsSzoss, - 1 do not advocate and will not argue for preferenhial hir-
ing for Negroes, WNor.do 1 accept the segregationist assumption that
everything which is rforbiddern under segregation will be compulsory
under Integration. £nd wha®t rights of segrogatlonlsts are currently
being violated? Certairiy not their rights under the 2nd Amendment!

In fact, I advocate giving the widesi possible audience to the
stabements of segregationists. Their more seditious and rebellious
outbursts are good for stiffening the spines of northern moderates
who.don't. realize the threat posed by these people, who are already
in armed revoli.,

SEIDMAN: I wasn't attributing those views to you -- just commenting
that they irked me. As to what t'rights' are being violated, let me
mention only the disputed provisions of the Civil Rights Act on pub-
lic accommodations. Since I don't believe in ' a 'right of private
property! (immune to gocvernmental regulation) I won't say that any-
one's 'rights are belng taken away but, rather, that here is an ex-
ample where, toward a laudable end, the federal government has de-
cided to interfere in the economic life of the country in an unwise,
unenforceable {(on the same level as Prohibition), ineffective way --
with the rather unfortunate, precedent of extending to a new arca
(local 'small'! business) governmental retaliation for heretical atti-
tudes. Whieh, perhaps, gets us back to our original topic ...
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TCARDMAN: I'd just as soon walt to see whether, as you clalim, this
y.oW exerclse of federal power does "interfere in the economic Zife"
in “an unwise, unenforceable, ineffective way". If, long after
the Civil Rights Act's aim of integratlon 1s achleved, some undesir-
oole consequence cof this aect should appear In a context unforeseen
today, there'!ll be time and opportunity enough to deal wlth 1t then,

For example, at one time it was belleved that a very effective
preventitive cf congenltal veneral disease was an appllcatlon of
argyrol to the eyes of a new-born baby., <Euch treatment.was made man-
datory in sever:cl states, Undeslrable side effects and more effec~
tive medicaments have made these laws obsoleve ~-and now they're in
process of being repealed or Ignored,

Let's deal with one day's problems at a time.,

SEIDMAN: That'!s all very well but have you noticed how often such
things do not get repealed until well after they have not oniy out-
lived thelr usefulness but produced a healthy crop of undesirable

side offects. Such as; eg. the Court of the Star Chamber., To say,
'het's *deal with one day's problems at a time,!' is an open invita-
tion to shortsightedness.Maturity (a pre-requisite for responsible,
ffective government?) consists largely of the abilityand the in-
clination to evaluate the probable consequences of one's actions.
'Necessary evils! are -sometimes necessary, though evil; an attempt

at foresight will sometimzs show them up as unnecessary (either be-
cause they don't accomplish their end or because an alternate approach
could do i1t better). To refuse to make such an attempt, to deal ex-
clusively with short-term and local consequences 18 to relegate one's
self to the role of gadfly -- useful as a goad but no guide to action.

BOARDMAN: And thls 1s why our laws and Constitution are not as "the
Law of the Medes and Persians, which changeth not™, Ghange in laws
alwnys comes too late for some of the peorle and cases covered by
uie change — otherwise there'd have been no reason for the change in
che flrst placeo

A,
s

“his has been a jolnt publicaiion of POINTING VECTOR and ANTHROC-
HEDRON, whose editors apologlze to the writers of letters of comment
on recen’t issues. and solemnly promise to print said letters in she
next (separate) lssues of thete mewsletiers. -

ANTEROEEDRON is published irregularly bul approximately quar-
terly. 1% 1s available for ‘trade, contributed material, letters of
comment, or, 1f you insls%, 2°¢ an issue or I for #$1,00, from Tom
igéggan, Matheratlics Dept.., Wayne State University, Tetroit, Michigan

POINTING VECTOR 13 published irregularly without such a qualifi-
cation, It 1s avallable for trade, contribution, letter of comment,
or 25¢ an issue, 5 for $1,07, from.John Boardman, 592 16th Street,
Rrooklyn, New York 11218,

The speech by KKK leader Connie Lynch, which was printed in
AUTHRZHEDRON Vol. II, #38 and in FOINTING VECTOR #22, was eriginally
given In September 1963 near St. Augustine, Florida. The gpeech was
weported by Rev, Irvin Cheney of Daytona Beach, Florida, who erron-

. cotely transcribed the Kiansman's name as "Cornie Lee',
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Long - time readers of anthrohedron may recall a letter some
while back from Gary Feinberg (Prof. Gerald Feinberg of th? Columbia
Physics Dept.) about thc 'Prometheus Frroject'. The following is an

expansion on that theme. ‘
THE PROMETHEUS PROJECT: An inguiry into the future of the human race,

The essential unity of mankind has become an ideal of most civ-
ilized people. However, the question of what the alms of unificd man-
kind -should bc has reccived attention mestly from religiously oriented

- men, whose conclusions are usually influenced by thelr supernaturalist
world view, Secular thinkers, with few exceptions, have becen concerned
with more immediate questions, such as the reform of some particular
aspecect of society.

Although little attention has been paid to it, dete mination of
the aims of mankind as a grouphas become more and more crucial as t
tcchnology develops. It 1s a commonplace notion that human develop-
ment has involved a continual increasc in the interdependence of dif-
ferent parts of society and of the world. It is pcrhaps less obvious,
but cqually truc,that in a highly interdcpendent world actions or de-

_cisions by a few men may producc large scale, irreversible cffects
which werc neither expected nor desired by their initiators. The ef-
fecets of fallout from nuclear tests is an example of t his. In the rel-
atively near future this possibility will grow to the point where in-
dividuals or small groups can take actions that result in a radical
‘“transformation of human cxistence. Consider, as an cxample, the con-
struction of intelligent, self-improving computors. Thls development
does not seem technically impossible. The most elcmentary considera-
tions show that the construction of such machines would have an Immcnse
Influence on human life and on the human outlook; an influence quali-
tatively diffcrent from ahy previous technological development, and
ccrtainly not easily calculable. Simple prudence would therefore
suggest that their construction be prcceded by an attempt to estimate
the conscquences. But for this aknowledge just of what the machines
will do is insufficient. It 1s also necessary to know what purposes
are to. be served in making them and about other possible aims with
which their cxistence may conflict. It 1s preccisely this type of
gucstion which can be answercd only with some knowledge of the long
tcrm goals that mankind wishes to pursue. It scems clear that if the
cffects of some action can strongly Influence mankind as a whole, then
the aims relevant to meking the decision should be those of mankind as
a whole, not those of somec small group. The advent of 'world shaking
dccisions! thus calls for some kind of world-wide planning. The al-
ternative is that man, having rescued himsclf through technology from
bcing the plaything of blind nature, may become the vietim of blind
actions of his own.

anothcr placc where a consensus on the goals of humanity would
play an important role is in providing some meeting ground betwcen
otherwis: opposing groups. The current world situation is aggravated
by the theory of the diabolic naturc of the opposition, introduced
into contemporary history by the Communists and enthusiastically af-
firmed, with a reversal of roles, by the Western countrics. As a re-
sult, it often appears that we arc engaged in a 'zero-sum game' in
which any positive achicvement by one side is neccssarily a loss for
the other. This is surcly not the case. Since all men sharc a common
hiology, as well as some elcments of a common culturc, there must exist
aims on which we can agree with the Communists. The recognition of
such aims would open the possibility of joint actions to pursue them.
4and possibly, through the analysus by different groups of their long
tcrm goals, may lead to a recognition of the relative unimportance of
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the lmmedidcou llSabPLum\ntS that now scc¢m so worth dying ovcre. If thés
docs-not happen it is unlikely that we cam avoid a scrics of future
crises as a rcsult of the technological- qdvance of many countries with

irreconcilable interests.

eese T will 1list some of thc questions which have come up in informal
discussions on the 'Promcthean'! theme.

1l.,) Docs it follow from the biological similarity of humans that we
rcally -have common aims? Can it be that there arc ‘really no general
1goals of thc spccics' which pssentialiy all can agrec on? °

2 ) Should a statcecment of abtms be widened to.include other intelli-
gent creaturcs if found (cg, dolphins, Martians, domons, IBM "137000)°?

3,) What is the cthical dccision Involvod in settinp zoals which only
distant generations can fulfill?  Should the present bind the futurc to
its own purposes and, indeced, can it do so¢%

lLls) Does XXth ccnturyman know enough about himself qnd thc world to
try to set his destiny? Should we wait for the future to sct its own
goals? : » :

Se) What would thc effecet on human behaviér be of having group goals?
What proportion of the timc of individuals 1s %o ‘be spont -in working
toward such goals? What of the people who disscent from a Ziven goal?

The questilons outlined above arc mostly mceta-cthical; "ie, they are
about goals in gencral, rathcr than about specific pgnals. I think that
it is clecar that such questions must be answered. But, of coursc, the
discussion must center on spccific goals or types of goals, I will
therefore list a fcw of thce possible gnals I think we may want to con-
sider. (The 1list is not meant to be exhaustive; the descriptive titles
arc only for tha purposc of easy reference; no approval or disapproval
is meant to be implied by the title or by thce description.)

ae Individual goal: Humanity should aim to crcate a2 world in which
cach individpal can follow his own inclination and abilitics with a
minimum of outside cocrcion. all human activities arc good, provided
they are desired by at least one pcrson and do not harm others.

b. Faustian goal: The grcatest good is the scarch for a yet undiscov-
ered state of bliss. Thereforc, humanity should continue this secarch in
cyvery way possible, such as new forms of art, scicnecc, space cxplora-
tion, etce In this search the ultimate goal is not forcsaon, but” pqrtlal
goals may emcrge along the way, S TERDa T

ce Mystieism: The true frontier lics inside the mlnd of cach indit—-
idual. Thus, humonity should have cnly a minimum concern with the out-
side world, but instcad should try to develop the methods by which. each
individual can 'know himself!. This knowlcdgec may be incammunicable but
without it onc can never be satisfieqd,

de The great chain of being: Humanity is 'naturc's first experiment
in sclf-awarcness', Our work is to crcate the next link in the chain,
le, somc consciousncss better able than we to understand the world and
itself -- eg, supcrman, supermachinc, ...

0. Humanism: Humanity, in its history, has invented & number of act-
ivitlies whick arc good; c¢g, scicnce, art, love, cte. Thesc.shaould be -
cultivated in the sense that men should spend:as much of their time as
possible doing them, and the greatest good is to accomplish all that
can be done in thesc human constructions.

It will be secen from the above that my ideas of goals for humani ty
arc rather gencral and long range. I feel 1t is a major criticism of
most contcemporary Utoplan movements that they give insufficient atten-
tion to what they really want men to accomplish. This criticism applies
most scriously to the varlous forms of socialism. It was diffcerent with
the carly rcligious movements, which had a clearcr ideca abrus ‘what the

-
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" world.to comc was like than about how to get there. We have now gone
guite far in the other direction= It will be timc ¢nough to worry
about how we arc to gct where we'arc going whon we knew where that is.
Besides, XXth century man is much bcttor at technology than at know-
ing what 1t is he wants.. . . . . . &

-- Gary Feinbcrg.
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To my fricnds: My prescnt home address is now apt.C-25, 650 Merrick,
Detroit (tel.- 860-2339). Monday evenings, from about 9pm on, I am
Tat home! (in thc Victorian scnse --mcaning callers are welcome for
.- conversation, coffce and, records, ctc.). Drop in or phonece. .+~ .
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