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Stand up against governments, against God

Stay irresponsible

Say only what we know & imagine

Absolutes are coercion

Change is absolute

Ordinary mind includes eternal perceptions

Observe what's vivid

Notice what you notice

Catch yourself thinking

Vividness is self-selecting

If we don't show anyone, we're free to write amghi
Remember the future. Advise only yourself

Don't drink yourself to death

Two molecules clanking against each other requir®@bserver to become scientific data
The measuring instrument determines the appearahttee phenomenal world after Einstein
The universe is subjective

Walt Whitman celebrated Person

We are an observer, measuring instrument, eyeestlierson
Universe is person

Inside skull vast as outside skull

Mind is outer space

"Each on his bed spoke to himself alone, makingaumd"
First thought, best thought. Mind is shapely, Arshapely
Maximum information, minimum number of syllables
Syntax condensed, sound is solid

Intense fragments of spoken idiom, best

Consonants around vowels make sense

Savor vowels, appreciate consonants

Subject is known by what she sees

Others can measure their vision by what we see
Candor ends paranota

! Cosmopolitan Greetingsy Allen Ginsberg
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Introductive Reflections

As the title suggests, this seemingly schizophreesearch was born out of a
singular sense of necessity. My individual exparéesomehow intermingled with
what | see as a global psychological crisis. Indhek times of this Age of Stupidity
| found myself often puzzled in interpersonal nelas and academic life, perpetually
facing cognitive dissonances and hardly able toomeocodate myself in the
“common way of thinking”. I've been haunted by ofsieg doubts. Is there
something wrong with me or the world is crazy alhatanstructed? | could never
accommodate in an Us, neither | felt animosity talvany definable Them.
Notwithstanding the unsettling experience of coms@isappointment, | was not
ready to throw away the ancestral, maybe unjustitieist on the ultimate possibility
of men to dialogically cope with each other ane Ipeacefully.

“Everything is vague to a degree you do not rediikgou have tried to make
it precise® my acquaintance with mainstream theories in $ostéences and
political philosophy eventually worsen my inabilitio reconcile conflicting
tendencies and to provide an answer to a seematghnal quest, reformulated by
Kant in the modern age. Can man be free and redpenso that we can attain
Perpetual peace? What sort of animal are we humiatiee end of the daydomo
homini lupusor Zoon polikor? Similar to a God or a Beast? Moulded by Nature or
by Nurture? Masters or Slaves? What is more retevhaory or practice? Are we
moved by reason or passion? Maybe wevambdivores fed by words and stories,
animated by théogos As a pendulum my opinion on man and on his emtaty
prospects changed endlessly, following the contak feedback of this absurd
moment in history. Every time | bet Earth was dodmébecoming a desert, as the
moral desert will become physical unless we ratlicethange our behaviour, here
and there lights suddenly appeared. To echo BertRumssell, “I've made an odd
discovery. Every time | talk to a savant | feeltqusure that happiness is no longer a

% The Age of Stupid is a 2008 movie whédscar-nominated Pete Postlethwaite stars as ainiag |
alone in the devasted world of 2055, looking bactaechive” footage from 200and asking: why
didn’t we stop climate change when we had the okfafiéVe could have saved ourselves, but we
didn't. It's amazing. Whastate of mindvere we in, to face extinction and simply shrugfff” See
www.ageofstupid.net

% | thank Bertrand Russel for this and other insgjrinsight



possibility. Yet when | talk with my gardener, Ieonvinced of the opposite”. Then,
again, as Kant did, | asked myself, what can | Rope

| started a wandering journey around all possi#@s and theories. In the first
instance perplexity only increased when | intertedahe Collective Min It takes
wisdom to transform information in knowledge, andexcessive amount of inputs
can overwhelm the ability to orient oneself, asietyc at large is currently
experiencing. My case makes no exception. | appexhdhe vast repository of
human ideas, a huge collection, searching an iftation, as the old Greeks used to
do with their oracles. Somehow | received the safdeesponse. | was confronted
by the Know Thyself imperative as a preliminary don toward the knowledge of
the world. An unquestionable disgust and a deejpathy for the status quo has
constantly driven this research, and my biography,position, played an essential
role in orienting it. For example, as a Diaspora,Jeorn out of an accidental half-
way encounter of survivors from the East and thestVealways had a sort of a
priori sympathy for cosmopolitanism and socialiswhich | saw as the only
embraceable political ideals; as an Italian citiieing under Berlusconism, | tend to
be suspicious toward State institutions and fullae of the overwhelming power
that Communication Media play in the political aaemaving studied John Rawls
and Emma Goldman, | try to remember that peopley b® better than their
representatives and do not coincide with states m®dern European, I'm inclined
to be confident in my reason, slightly arrogant aet-righteous; as a person who
was lucky enough to get a good education and trideeivorld, thus being exposed
to different realities and ways of life, | have segith my eyes how many diverse
declinations man and life can have. | asked mysktther my history, identity and
subjective inclinations impinged upon my ability hle an objective analysts of the
present, and | looked for external help in an hoeésrt to clean myself from the
intrusive traces of what Hanna Arendt defined tloe wof vices: the typical western
hypocrisy.

Dark Times need people who can give us illumina@od call them into the

public realm, she would say. Herself such an illetion, Hannah Arendt wrote in

* The development of the Internet may be considarsabstantiation of the concept of Collective
Intelligence, a virtual incarnation of the Worldiftp and it cannot be doubted that it is progreski
archiving and incorporating all available knowlegdgellecting it from individual, unique sources,
realizing old dreams and satisfying the encyclojmaaspirations of genuine enlightenment.
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her sketches “that even in the darkest of times hmge the right to expect
illumination, and that such illumination may welbroe less from theories and
concepts than from the uncertain, flickering, antdrofveak light that some men and
women, in their lives and their works, will kindleder almost all circumstances and
shed over the time span that was given to themadh’e | looked for the wisdom |
lack not only in neighbouring sciences of man abrapology and media theory but
in the work of those men and women that seem istiedein saving our souls
stimulating our minds. They are rare but alwaysealihnrough their words, now
collected in inspiring collections of quotes cortieelcby a hyperlink. Their vocation
of dissent offers the sight of the possibilitiesalred by the priority we tend to give
to the solace of a good night’s rest, to use thedsvof Stuart Hall. | tried to enact a
dialogical encounter with those voices | was waitio hear, and to learn from within
their idiom. Emma Goldman, George Steiner, Aldouslely, Stuart Hall (together
with many ancient and modern heroes of human ceneseil had the luck to meet
for the first time or rediscover) put me in whatcdnsider the right track to
understand why, after more than two hundreds hrera its kantian theorization, the
goal of a cosmopolitan world has not been achieved.

The project outlined by Kant in his essay on PergdPeace is often referred
to as “Democratic Peace Theory”. This name hidfitéigone of idea that shaped
Kant's model: an international arena composed bmabeatic actors would be
peaceful, as democracies do not fight each otfiéns. hypothesis opened a large
discussion, namely the Democratic Peace Debatehioh | do not want to enter.
My point is that the spirit and the logic of Kanpsoject have been misinterpreted, in

the sense that the reference point now should adhb issue of whether or not

® Arendt, HannahMen in Dark TimesHarcourt Brace Jovanovich. New York, 1968. p. ix



statistics confirm or deny the validity of that loypesis (eventually rejecting it
because of the wars fought by so-called democstdies). The role of the individual
has been underplayed. We should concentrate otribeessence of his teachings
and see the idea of a cosmopolitan world as the setting in which autonomous
individuals can exist, and coexist as equal cizesith the same rights and duties.
We should reflect on how to achieve the mindsettKamomoted, following his
pedagogical instructions, to foster a change airttieidual, psychological level. In
this framework | place my ideal of a Diasporic Redtieory. The basic idea behind
the slogan is that global peace would be attaindbdée“diasporic” attitude could
inform the way of life, the way of thinking of alorld citizens. A diasporic attitude
is meant as a synonymous for fluid, open, integcakmopolitan identity. The
adoption of a liquid identity could in fact impettee formation of any stable enemy-
friend couplet. In this scheme, proper educatiod eformation are the means to
attain the goal of a just and therefore peacehlba@l society.

My hope in the possibility to overcome ethnic aetigious conflict and of
nationalistic policies may be cynically dismisset acriticized as utopian, but as
Noam Chomsky would put it “optimism is a strategy faking a better future.
Because unless you believe that the future caretierbyou are unlikely to step up
and take responsibility for making it so. If yousame there is no hope, you
guarantee there will be no hope”. Thus my projectynbe viewed as a fresh
contribution to the democratic peace theory deltatehich it is debtor and partially
critic. In the present age the kantian articles ivdaenefit from a re-designed. The
stance | endorse addresses more explicitly themalist discourse as the edifice to

dismantle, and advocate a more radical cosmopatitdicy. Kant’s conception of



morality, politics and pedagogy sustained an idd¢ahan as a rational autonomous
being whose dignity must be respected, always aad/@here.

In a virtuous or vicious circle, just citizens caxists only in just society and
only the proper men create the proper societiete &b deal peacefully and
reasonably with each other. As Archibugi clarifigd his enunciation of the
Principles of Cosmopolitanisnrdemocracy is to be understood as an unfinished,
endless journey which acquire its meaning in itdrical contexXt” Under the tag
democracytoday are classified states that could hardly béndd decent The
quality of a democracy is something different froine formal respect of precast
standards, it must be evaluated with other valunek depends on the liveliness of
society. Out there, in the empirical world, theeliél premises/promises has not been
maintained and citizens have been misinformed &eated. In my opinion it is not
SO surprising, as a nationalist and capitalist etgccould hardly become a truly
democratic setting. By definition, |1 would say, nost empirically. To conflate the
two models is to perpetrate a perfect murder incivithe first victim would be
Reason and the assassin would be Ignorance. Nidisnacorrupted and rotten
politicians, sold a surrogate of good governancd theople bought for decades,
contenting themselves with a low quality substitotenparing to the freedom and
dignity all humans deserve.

Evolution happened only thanks to non-aligned mitidg put into action
creative, unconventional ideas, not conforminghtiyrannicaktatus qupopposing
and repudiating it. History tells, shouting, thallitms of people, in many crucial
episodes, had been deliberately led astray by maska falsification. Moments of

conscience are rare in a system manipulated byocen$ took the courage of Zola

6 Archibugi, D.Principles of Cosmopolitanismvailable at
www.danielearchibugi.org/downloads/papers/PrinG®F



and hisJ’accusefor truth to be revealed in the civilised, anti-SgéenFrance of the
nineteenth century; it took the brave spirit of m@d Russell and hiSixteen
Questionsin the sixties, to denounce the establishmentslvement in the murder
of John Fitzgerald Kennedy, probably found guilfydesiring “man to be free and
independent” (and willing to work toward it, thusenacing to encumber the
interests of those hidingehind the sceneRoosevelt himself in 1933 denounced the
existence of someone behind the scene in formaipatratic settings. “The real
truth of the matter is, as you and | know”, he athdi “that a financial element in
the large centers has owned the government of tBe ¢ihce the days of Andrew
Jackson®. In a rare video dating 1961 president Eisenhomemned Americans of
the implicit risk following the emergence of a largnilitary-industrial complex.
“When the two meet, misplacement of power couldagiggr the democratic process.
We should take nothing for granted. Onlyalart and knowledgeableitizenry can
compel the huge industrial and military machinefydefence with our peaceful
measures and goals, so that security and liberyyprasper together”.

What happened next is known. Far from prosperirggetteer, security and
liberty are now, more or less explicitly, presentag an antinomy, as if an
unavoidable trade-off stands in between the twée ldemocracy identity, truth,
genderand experienc® security and liberty must be placed among thgseial
words whose meaning is not definable, but theitromersial significance is exactly
the battlefields on which the political struggle frtught. Those terms are the
‘keywords’ of societies, in the sense intended bgymRond Williams in his

’ Franklin D. Roosevelt (1882-1945), November 21,3l%burce: in a letter written to Colonel E.
Mandell House. Available http://quotes.liberty-ties@quote blog/Franklin.Roosevelt.Quote.76BD

8 An international series published by Other Presirexts the cultural specificity of words that are
key to the understanding of the human conditioa;déntral concepts the editor decide to explore in
different cultural domains are: Truth, ldentity, riger, and Experience. Drawing from world
traditions, these works show the plurality of humamderstandings and the wide spectrum of
possibilities that exist outside the limited viewpgmf self-centeredness
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Vocabulary of Culture and Sociétyvhich focuses on the sociology of language,
pointing to the way the words we use to understand society take on new
meanings, and how these changes in meaning réfiegiolitical bent and values of
a society. Given the unavoidable imprecision ofgleages and the slipperiness of
meaning, we must forcibly employ working definiteothat retain certain degrees of
arbitrariness.

Revealing their relational nature, keywords rentimat definitions matter, and
we face on a daily basis a semantic battle in whkiahgs often are not called with
their names, creating misunderstandings and fostedonflicts over opposed
representations of the same realities. It is mota then ever, | would argue, to
understand that communication processes act ometlyefoundation of democratic
life. Orienting public discourses, they impact dme t“rational discussion” that
“constitutes an essential precondition of reasan&bl” and the “rational foundation
of ethical principles”: the rational discussion\@&s as “an addition to democratic
theory, as well as to ethical philosopt”Meanings have been distorted, and
contemporary men have been distracted, disempoveeredtupefied, public opinion
has been manufactured and excluded from polititathus we can hardly assist to
any rational discussion about (and implementatidn l@aws acceptable by any
reasonable person taking place in the countriesseeo call democracies. Maybe a
few happy northern islands may provide counterexaspbut still | would say that a
real democracy does not exist. A perfect murder besn perpetrated when its
meaning has been conflated with the dictatorshipmafority and nation-states
smuggled as liberal democracies. In my view anrmatigonal setting constructed
within the conceptual boundaries of nationalism enelsles the global
institutionalization of ghettos. Similarly closesithe resulting mentality, constructed
through chauvinist identity politics. | checked arvocabulary for the synonyms of
the word “democracy”. Amongst the results, (togetheith parliamentary
government and consensus, democratic system anocdaic organization) | found

social equality egalitarianismandclasslessness checked on the Planet: countries

° First appeared in 1976, the renowned Raymond aXiilKeywords: A Vocabulary of Culture and
Societyhas been updated in 2005 to include the transfiwmaf the last yearsNgw keywords: a
revised vocabulary of culture and societyTony Bennett, Lawrence Grossberg, Meaghan Morris
Raymond Williams. Wiley-Blackwell, 2005)

19 Excerpt from Rawls’s 1950 dissertation thesiitqd by Joshua Cohen and Thomas Nagel in the
article “John Rawls: On My Religion. How Rawls'difical philosophy was influenced by his
religion”, The Times Literary Supplement, March 2809



with those features are nowhere to be found. Mylilamroposal is that each society
should start building a democratic setting by casting the illusion that it is already
in place (or even the opposite illusion, the ideat the goal is impossible to attain
and therefore we must accept gtatus qup

“To produce, out of the society we have to liveanyision of the society we

want to live int!

Is a preliminary step, and it requires a huge dufsereativity.
Modern society, Frye argued, presents our imaginatwith a social mythology that
is its own substitute for literature. The purposesacial mythology, with its own
folklore and literary conventions, is to persuagetaaccept society’s standards and
values and to adapt to them,adjust Social mythologies may be more or less solid,
depending on the pace of change in a society: sbeiety change rapidly the large
element of illusion entrenched in all social mythgies is recognised as just a matter
of self-protectio®. To oppose pernicious effects of externally impbs®cial
mythologies, literature can play a strategic rodeduse it is the place where “our
imaginations find the ideal that they try to passto belief and action” and “the
vision which is the source of both the dignity aithé joy of life”. Additionally,
critical studies are fundamental to distinguishasetn mythologies and to appreciate
the huge gap between the ideals proclaimed in obtentheories and the practices
put forward in the empirical world.

An explanatory factor for the depth of this gap nteeythe improper use of
language. Findings in Cognitive sciences suggest the original evolutionary
function of language, whose development requirethdru species an impressive
investment of energies, could have been reversddols plausible that the use of
that precious, double-edged communication tool @obbve been distorted. A
betrayal of languad@ has been perpetrated. This explanation could rsekee of
the evident moral regression the human speciesiexged in the twentieth century:

instead of being used as a tool to further imprmlations and enhance empathy,

1 Frye, NorthopThe Educated Imaginatiotndiana University Press, 1964. p. 140

12, .
Ivi, p.141
13 American ethicist Paul Ramsey has used the esipredsetrayal of language” in 1971 to denounce
the employment otategory mistakesnd wrong use of terms in foreign policy discoarselore
recently it appeared in the title of David G. Risd@ook which focuses on the works of the Victorian
poet and social critic Matthew ArnoldMatthew Arnold and the Betrayal of Language
Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 198&s stated in the book flap, it "explores Arnsld'
attempts to find an authoritative language, andiesgthat his occasional claims for such language
reveal more uneasiness than confidence in the vafudetters." According to Riede “Arnold's
determined efforts to write with authority, comhinwith his deep-seated suspicion of his medium,
result in an exciting if often agonized tensioris poetic language”.
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fostering an enlarged cooperation toward commonréuigoals (through shared
representation and mutual understanding), langaagecommunications have been
employed to deceive, distract and manipulate humiawls playing with the enemy-

friend atavistic distinction. In this way individisahave been disempowered, the
public debate has been hindered and society’styaliti progress have been
undermined.

Looking for clarifications, | did not disdain angwce. | soon came to realised
that there is much more useful information aboetritbture of man hidden in poetry,
drama, music, fiction, comics and arts, that in mh@ority of traditional sources.
Everybody know$ that the hegemonic version tife storyis a construction. The
official records of our knowledge and history asmams are filled with omissions,
wrong assumptions and patent lies, thus self-congm&on of society has been
secluded. If scholars base their analysis on agmiesentation of reality their results
obviously risk to be inaccurate or flawed. The m&krepistemological questions
should always keep us all vigilant, doubtful andspmoious toward our own
assumptions. Conscience is very likely to bringpmaia as a side effect. Following
Socrates, | admitted my ignorance and kept seagchisdom. Every theorist | met,
every idea | found interesting, provided me a piecehis mosaic.

We are facing incalculable changes, as Georgee&teirote it inGrammars of
Creation especially when it comes “to licence of speedh r@presentation, of direct
dialogue and the formation of interactive commusitof shared concerns, interests,
ideologies and passiorts” Youtube, Wikipedia, Google Books, Project Gutegbe
and other reservoirs that recall Malraux’s univiesta dream, proved incredibly
helpful in my studies. There are unbelievable abites of data online, offering
unbound, alternative, first-hand resources. Miragsly, almost all our life as
thinking animals is now archived, updated and asibks from the sofa. The
hyperlinks enabled “a planetary noticeboard opereweryman®*®. What the Net

potentially offers is “the first totally unrestrea, totally uncensored communication

14| use the expression referring to the song of BedrCohen: "Everybody knows that the dice are
loaded. Everybody rolls with their fingers crossederybody knows that the war is over. Everybody
knows the good guys lost. Everybody knows the fighs fixed: The poor stay poor, the rich get rich.
That's how it goes. Everybody knows. Everybody kadhat the boat is leaking. Everybody knows
that the captain lied. Everybody got this brokealifey. Like their father or their dog just died.
Everybody talking to their pockets. Everybody waatsox of chocolates and a long stem rose...
iz Steiner, GGrammars of Creationg-aber and Faber, London. 2001. p. 248
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system —ever It is the living embodiment of an open marketideas™’. Every
aspect of our lives will be revolutionized, fromoaomic analysis to schooling,

programming, commerce, medicine and the arts of war

A force of unimaginable power- a Leviathan, to aseiblical (and Hobbesian) phrase — is
loosed on our world, and we are as yet barely awdré. It is already changing the way we
communicate, work, trade, entertain and learn; soonill transform the ways we live and earn.
Perhaps one day it will even change the ways wktht will undermine established industries and
create new ones. It challenges traditional notiohssovereignty, makes a mockery of national
frontiers and continental barriers and ignores utalt sensitivities. It accelerates the rate of
technological change to the point where even tisogposed to be riding the crest of the wave begin

to complain of ‘change fatigué®.

Since these predictions where made ten years agbeipioneering stages of
the Internet, things have evolved: censors stattemr attempts to block the
Reformation and the old world is (unsuccessfullyihg to colonise the new virtual
territories of the cyberspace to impede the waywtat Gordon Graham called
“metaphysical novelties®. Those novelties challenge many of our assumptibhe
emerging network society contrasts the old logisegaration active on many fronts.
The separation of the mind from the body, the dé&dition of the planet territory in
closed areas inhabited by an arbitrarily definedipo of the population who claim
exclusive rights on it, the compartmentalizatiorknbwledge into separate domains
and numb disciplines, appear as different facea same hegemonic logic, still
ruling in the world:divide et imperaThe time has come to fill those artificial gaps
created through a, hopefully, temporary theft ofrt4mity’®. The exemplary result of
a century of man alienation from himself and nattite outcome of “those evenings
of the brain” as Emily Dickinson would say, has &g mood expressed by Camus
famous saying: “The only serious philosophical dgioesis that of suicide”.

The human condition is regaining the attentionaiural sciences. In humanist
perspective it can be seen as the premise fortilefdialogue leading to a new age.
One of my goals was to illuminate and decode thaah&eitgeistto evaluate the

state of the art of human evolution, paying duerdibn to its communicative

" Naughton, JA Brief History of the Futurg®hoenix.1999. p.22

'8 bid., pp. 44-5

19 Graham, GPhilosophy of the arts: an introduction to aestbgtRoutledge, 1997

2| borrowed this expression from G. Harpham, seg€i®&e and the Theft of Humanity”,
www.americanscientist.org
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dimension and the entailed ethical dilemmas. Girhtbn, the improper name we
gave to this confusing historical phase charaadrlsy environmental, institutional,
economic and spiritual crisis, poses in front of inaumerable obstacles and
challenges. The pace of change is so rapid thatehsnsocial adaptation to new
conditions and deters even the human ability torégllity from fiction. Since chaos
is often both destructive and constructive, amapiaggpectives and possibilities are
emerging. A holistic trend in science is propelliag interdisciplinary convergence
toward a new understanding of human cognition,ush&n relationship with nature,
with technology and with other men and cultures. aQum Physics is
revolutionizing our concept of matter. A new Hunsmilooks for its way, and
philosophy should help building its trail promotimgercultural knowledge exchange
and global active participation in the market afad. In fact, Internet appropriate use
would be leading to the establishment of a glolglic sphere, it could be the space
where ideas are shared and confronted for the shkedividual empowerment, a
place in which freedom, creativity and respondipifeign and respect is cultivated
for common good purposes and public reasons.

In the last century many factors intermingled, trepa social turmoil. A
moral and emotional emptiness, stemming from thel Veft by the decline of
religion, afflicted modern societies. On its pamt,a vicious circle, Western culture
afflicted almost the whole world. Following Geor§éeiner's examination of what
he called alternate “mythologi€s” we may look at Marxism, Freudian
Psychoanalysis, Lévi-Straussian anthropology ads i irrationality (astrology, the
occult and others) as more or less unsuccessarats to fill that gap. A pervasive
“nostalgia for the absolute” grew and deepened auenn conscience, as the decay
of formal religion coupled with the failure of altative definitions of truth.

On the political level, the declaration of Univdrsluman Rights bring up an
alteration of the sovereign states structure, énigg a potentially global,
cosmopolitan-oriented and bottom-up, revolution. e Thdevelopment of
communications technologies allowed the re-opepinthe Pandora’s Boxand we
are put face-to-face with past and present misadfiaimanity. In my understanding
this is an inescapable, necessary and healthy sgpte be explained (by other

arguments) as an obvious by-product of the affiromabf Universal Human Rights

21 Steiner, GeorgeNostalgia for the AbsoluteCBC Massey Lectures Series. Anansi Press. 1974
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and the spreading of global communicationthat the eye does not see the heart
does not grieve ovebut now we can’'t avoid watching and turn on thieeo side as
the world’'s suffering will knock on our doors. Thaclusive and pluralistic
vocabulary of Human Rights stand in sharp contiaghe exclusive import that is
intrinsic to the nationalistic discourse. In cocili between words and facts,
representation and language play an important rBhestrations for betrayed
expectations and a complex array of fallacies, ma@nflicts and cognitive
dissonances hamper the present situation. Thetriancial crisis should definitely
destroy our blind trust in the capitalist econonwyoaomy and ability to fulfil its
promises of wellbeing. The idea of free market hanera. Thus another certainty
swept away, leaving an old system of beliefs withnmore stable pillars and weak
moral justifications. As Breyten Breytenbach patthere’s talk of fixing the system
and not of recognizing the fact that the systethésproblem®. On such a slippery
stage, the dramatic eternal conflict of enlightentnend obscurantism is taking
place, once again, with a new guise. Our mindscamddentities are at stake, and we
need to readapt to fit the environment transforrbgdprogress in science and
technology. To revise our identities in a more itdex, diasporic direction, could
prove to be an efficient psychological strateggdpe with present rapid changes.
What does the coined adjectis@sporicexactly refer to? The teriiaspora
is firstly found in Deuteronomy 28:25, were it isitten “thou shalt be a dispersion
in all kingdoms of the earth”. The Greek etymologly the word comes from
diasperein dia meaning over o through amgereinmeaning sow or scatter. In this
sense, it does not unequivocally refer to a foreete, it may also signifies a fertile
cultural cross-pollination Historically, in Jewish tradition, it has beenteof
interpreted as a normative concept, a sort of ptettebe disseminated, as seeds in
the soll, in order to fulfil a mission. The missiamould consist in being “a light upon
all nations” (cf. Isaiah 49:6) aiming to globallpread a universal ethical message.
When the Hebrew Bible was translated into Greekniganing crystallised and the
word for centuries used to symbolize the populatibdiews exiled from Israel in 607
BCE by the Babylonians, and from Judea in 70 CEthy Roman Empifé.

%2 Extract from Amy Goodman’ interview “An Hour withe Renowned South African Poet, Writer,
Painter and Anti-Apartheid Activist Breyten Breybarch”, available at
http://www.democracynow.org/2008/12/26/an_hour_wiitle renowned_south
23 Kantor, Mattis, The Jewish time line encyclopediayear-by-year history from Creation to the
Present, (New updated edition), Jason Aronson,hiMalé NJ, 1992 p.81
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Nowadays the word does not apply anymore to thgusanity of Jewish dispersal.
Given the wide range of global migrations it nowggests an emphasis on
movement and migration over soil and settlementtuihed into a “diasporic
concept”; it brings in mind other travelling contegs crossings, borders and routes.
My idea of “diasporic peace theory” evokes this apébrical meaning and is
inspired by the prolific elaboration of this sigeif made by Stuart Hall.

Ironizing with the rhetoric of origins and puritijall used the concept of
Diaspora to challenge and create a tension withntiteon of nation and national
identity as unified, self-contained and pure. Is hch intellectual activity he has
definitely spelt out how reality and identity areogucts of a narrative construction.
In the present society visual representations,aspiey different media with their
own agenda, constitute the heart of the processounstruction. In his analysis of
‘Third Cinemas’ (referring to the new postcolorsalbjects) he investigated the way
in which cultural practices and forms of represgataput in question the issue of
cultural identity*, underlying the importance of tip@sitions of enunciationlt may
be shocking to realize what disasters can afflishanity following the movements
of what is essentially a “floating signifier”: racéhe movement of this and others
floating signifiers has an impact on our identiyhich “is not as transparent or
unproblematic as we think.

Perhaps, instead of thinking of identity as anaalyeaccomplished fact, which
the new cultural practices then represent, we shibuthk of identity as a production
which is never complete, always in process and yEweonstituted within, not
outside, representation. This view problematisesviéry authority and authenticity
to which the term, ‘cultural identity’, lays claifi” As Breytenbach wrote, “just as
you cannot survive without dreams, you cannot mowewithout the memory of
where you come from, even if that journey is fiotis. Is what we call identity not
that situation made up of bits and pieces which memaembers from previous
encounters, events and situations? Is memory muiihg from the branches®Hall
intellectual reflections are rooted in his persomgberience of a Jamaican living in

England, but his insights on Caribbean identitgo# good standpoint to understand

24 Hall, Stuart. Cultural Identity and Diaspora. pThe essay was first published in the journal
Framework (no.36) and then reproduced online by kiermission of the editor, Jim Pines.
%5 |pidem
26 Breytenbach, Breyten. Dog Heart: A Travel Mem@Giape Town: Human and Rousseau,
1998
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identity formation mechanism in general and maysefully applied to other realms
of analysis. First of all he reminded us that disse is always, inevitablylaced
and that “heart has its reasons”.

Cultural identity may be defined in many ways, Butommon position, that
Hall questioned, considers it as a reflection ofhared history and ancestry,
constituting a sort of collective ‘one true selfore important than other superficial
or imposed ‘selves’. It frames thas the borders of ‘one people’ in a stable,
unchanging way, providing reference and meanings Ithis oneness, this true
essence that must supposedly be discovered andhtrtaulight through cinematic
representation of diasporic communities. All posibaial struggles that reshaped
our world were informed by such a conception otwal identity. The rediscovery
of identity by marginalised people plays a criticale and represents even today a
powerful creative force. In the search of such dentity offended peoples put
forward what Fanon called “a passionate researghd{tected by the secret hope of
discovering beyond the misery of today, beyond-sefitempt, resignation and
abjuration, some very beautiful and splendid erasehexistence rehabilitates us
both in regard to ourselves and in regard to othé&wsst-colonial societies looked
after new forms of cultural practice because thenas left by colonisation are deep
and inscribed in people’s minds. As Fanon putsalpnisation “is not satisfied
merely with holding a people in its grip and emptyithe native's brain of all form
and content. By a kind of perverted logic, it tutnsthe past of oppressed people,
and distorts, disfigures and destroy$'it”

It was important to me to understand that a sindiatortion was inflicted on
the Jewish people. The most radical assault thiégred in the twentieth century, in
my opinion, was not the physical elimination of theajority of them but the
corruption of their beautiful ideals, the closufdleeir openmindness and sensitivity.
They were inoculated with the worst of viruses.diny them to wear the narrow
nationalist dress, and to commit the sin of idglatf the State as the only option to
survive, this has been the most brutal of westeames. Modern anti-Semitism tried
to achieve in this way the auspicated conversiothefJews that the Church was
never able to attain. Totally erasing their histaricultural difference making them a

nation like all the others, this would have beea tbal Final Solution. As Emma

%" Frantz Fanon, 'On National Culture',Tihe Wretched of the Earthondon, 1963, p. 70
14



Goldman immediately perceived in the beginningha kast century, the spectre of
Nationalism under the guise of Territorialism \asitthe Jewish people, and like all
spectres made “a lot of mischief (...) causing mughfgsion in the heads of the
Jewish population®® Convinced anarchist and feminist, this unmatchaloleocate
of global justice and freedom for all humanity indragely criticised what she
viewed as an unacceptable turn for Jewish identity.

“Natural science calls retrogression of specidsckvshows signs of a former
state already overcome, atavism” — she wrote in6190The same term may be
applied to the advanced section of the Jewish @oipunl, which has listened to the
call of the Nationalists. They have retrogressednfia universal view of things to a
philosophy fenced in by boundary lines; from theriglus conception that "the world
is my country" to the conception of exclusiveneBsey have abridged their wide
vision and have made it narrow and superfiéfal'She accurately pointed to the
correlation of the Jewish question to a larger ao@uestion, and to the
interdependence of Jewish fate to that of the éwwiuof humanity, when she wrote
these prophetic words: “If we are to throw into thest heap our hope that humanity
will some day reach a height from which differeméenationality and ancestry will
appear but an insignificant speck on earth, wedl gmod! Then let us be patriots and
continue to nurse national characteristics; but aught, at least, not to clothe
ourselves in the mantel of Faust, in our pretestisweep through space. We ought
at least declare openly that the life of all peep&enever to be anything else but an
outrageous mixture of stupid patriotism, nationahities, everlasting antagonism,
and a ravenous greed for wealth and supreniacy”

As every authentic humanist, she was deeply coedirtbat the efforts of all
oppressed people and freedom lovers should noftgorationalistic scene shifting
but toward the social reconstruction of societye Spent all her energies to promote
an amelioration of human conditions through humaeatherhood, refusing the
means of separation and barriers and denouncirngigs assaults on liberty of
thought. She opposed the retrogressive idea obmadism rearticulating the idea of
chosen people a way that captures an essential trait of Jewidtural identity: “In
one respect the Jews are really a "chosen pedyte.chosen by the grace of God,

28 ee Goldman, Emma. ‘National Atavism’, in MothertBaNo.1. 1906
29 Ibidem
30 bidem
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nor by their national peculiarities, which with ey@eople, as well as with the Jews,
merely prove national narrowness. They are "chodgn'a necessity, which has
relieved them of many prejudices, a necessity whiah prevented the development
of many of those stupidities, which have causecerotimations great efforts to
overcome. Repeated persecution has put the stasgrrafv on the Jews; they have
grown big in their endurance, in their comprehemsod human suffering, and in
their sympathy with the struggles and longings led tuman soul. Driven from
country to country, they avenged themselves by ywmiog) great thinkers, able
theoreticians, heroic leaders of progress. All goneents lament the fact that the
Jewish people have contributed the bravest fighitetse armies for every liberating
war of mankind. Owing to the lack of a country bkeir own, they developed,
crystallized and idealized their cosmopolitan re@sp faculty. True, they have not
their own empire, but many of them are working floe great moment when the
earth will become the home for all, without distino of ancestry or race. That is
certainly a greater, nobler and sounder ideal iwesfor than a petty nationality”.
This account shine an interesting light on theretlerssue of Jewish identity, on
Jewish nationalism and on the effects of Westditnence omothers

As Hall pointed out, the profound research of aaltidentity does not entail a
rediscoverybut aproductionof identity grounded in the re-telling of the pathe
act of imaginative rediscovery bear an importari@ should not be neglected, as
“hidden histories have played a critical role i #amergence of many of the most
important social movements of our time - feminatfi-colonial and anti-racist’.
The re-appropriation of a group image must be wsided as a resource of
“resistance and identity necessary to confrontfitagmented and pathological ways
in which that experience has been reconstructetlirwihe dominant regimes of
cinematic and visual representation of the WstFrom a related perspective we
may recognize that cultural identity is not so mudat we really arebut rather
what we have becomé is a dynamic process of becoming more thanasten of
being, belonging to the future as much as to thst. gaultural identities are not a
transcendent entity; they are located in placegtilmstory and culture and are
therefore in a perpetual transformation. As Halplaied, “far from being eternally

fixed in some essentialised past, they are sulbgettte continuous 'play' of history,

3 Hall, cit. p.3
%2 Ibidem
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culture and power. Far from being grounded in aenreicovery' of the past, which is
waiting to be found, and which, when found, wilcsee our sense of ourselves into
eternity, identities are the names we give to ifferént ways we are positioned by,
and position ourselves within, the narratives ef plast”.

The continuous 'play’ of history, culture and povgethe proper framework to
understand the traumatic experiences of groupswsdre positioned and subjected
in the dominant regimes of representation. As Siidounced irOrientalism, the
exercise of cultural power and normalisation witthie categories of knowledge of
the West allowed the construction and impositioraofimage that was internalised
to the extent that the subjects experience themseasOthers This dynamic worked
for many groups, for blacks as well as for Jews #&rdimmigrants in various
settings. An important epiphenomena of the largewvolution in global
communication and of the new trends of cinematmdpction is the provision of
tools that can give back to individuals their dbilto represent and express
themselves, and new ways to spread their creatoaigtructed image in the public
sphere. What the fatal couplet power/knowledge utased by Foucault, reminds
us is that every regime of representation is ammegdf power and that knowledge is
not external but internal. As Fanon taughBlack Skin, White Maskthe strength of
representation lays in the power of inner compulsind subjective con-formation to
the norm that results in the inner expropriation aflitural identity and its
deformation, if resistance is not opposed.

These considerations on identity amend the prelyaligstrated conception:
clearly identity is neither a transcendental andvensal spirit untouched by the
marks of history nor a fixed origin to which we daope to make a final Return. As
Saramago explains, identity is something we neddabthe same time we should
guard its authenticity with suspicion, “since megowhich is very sensitive and
hates to be found lacking, tends to fill in any gapth its own spurious creations of
reality, but more or less in line with the facts which it only has a vague
recollection, like what remains after the passifiga shadow®’. Nonetheless Hall
reminded us that it is not a mere trick of imagimatit is something Thissomething
has its own histories, and histories bear realenatand symbolic effects. In the

construction of identities the past dialogues witle present through memory,

% Saramago, Josall the NamesHarvill Press. London, 2000. p. 174
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fantasy, narrative and myth; cultural identitiescdiae the unstable points of
identification, or suture in Hall's vernacular. \Mn the discourses of history and
culture those identities are not an essence Imatsdgioningresulting from a politics
of identity, that is, a politics of positioning th@annot be guaranteed by an
unproblematic transcendental ‘law of origth’

These unsettling views call for the constant irdation of critics in order to
understand the formation of a specific identityertity, as culture, has many layers.
In the Caribbean case I'm referring to as an exanipéll proposed to understand it
as ‘framed’ by two axes, or vectors, that are siandously operative and in a
dialogical relationship. The first is the vector @imilarity and continuity and the
second is that of difference and rupture. In a nemeling movement, identities
position and reposition according to the point aference, signalling an
impossibility to constrict them in a definition oategory or taxonomy, as there will
always be a leftover. As Bauman puts it, and Obamdbodies, they are liquid
entities.

While all African peoples in America share the axgece of slavery,
transportation, migration and colonisation, there profound differences between
them. As Hall reminded, “in the history of the maodevorld, there are few more
traumatic ruptures to match these enforced sepasatrom Africa - already figured,
in the European imaginary, as 'the Dark Contindghit the slaves were also from
different countries, tribal communities, villagenguages and gods. African
religion, which has been so profoundly formative Garibbean spiritual life, is
precisely different from Christian monotheism irliégng that God is so powerful
that he can only be known through a proliferatibsmritual manifestations, present
everywhere in the natural and social world. Thesgsdive on, in an underground
existence, in the hybridised religious universdiaftian voodoo, pocomania, Native
pentacostalism, Black baptism, Rastafarianism aedtack Saints Latin American
Catholicism. The paradox is that it was the uprapif slavery and transportation
and the insertion into the plantation economy (al as the symbolic economy) of
the Western world that 'unified’ these peoples sctbeir differences, in the same
moment as it cut them off from direct access tar thast™°.

Caribbeans, as the majority of humans, are bothesama different; they all

*|vi, p.5
% vi, p.6
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have singular, unique experiences but were unijed $hared event, a position at a
certain time in history. Similar considerations gpp the Jews, who reunited
themselves, coming from the East and the West, rumdmifying banner somehow
imposed on them, and still maintain their pecuii@si or to the Thirteen Indigenous
Grandmothers, who came from all over the worldyfrdifferent traditions, but share
the experience of expropriation of rights and digiaind the love for the Earth: they
created an International Council in 2004 to prontbtsr vibrant indigenous vision
and protect not just themselves but humanity afefr They really challenge us to
rethink our diversity by comparison.

In and alongside continuity difference persists,t bis boundaries are
continually repositioned. The European Westerntmrsinow central to the system
of representation, would possibly be renegotiated point of reference. Under new
economic, political and cultural circumstancesoitild stand as the periphery and the
marginal, the old and violent, an emblem of moraseit and not of the
Enlightenment. An appreciation of the ‘play’ of féifent terms within the equation
of identity, is exactly what the western Enlighteemhwas not able to achieve for its
cultural blindness and its incapacity to understéimel depth of human spiritual
needs. While recognizing the tremendous advancéatfintellectual event which
freed us from superstition and constituted the miflelaw as a fiction, “but a
necessary fiction with real effects on binding deopot to eat each other”, Hall
criticised its one-sidedness, remembering thatlatheart of the Enlightenment is
the failure to deal with race. Of course it doesdly what was said in pre-
Enlightenment days about these other people beitogadly different species, that
they are less than human, that slaves belong thhvanoreation. It did bring everyone
into one creation. But it did so only within evobrary differences, within the
differences between the children of civilisatiordahose who were truly rational.
And that difference has never been 135t”

To specify an understanding of difference, whiclmas pure ‘otherness’, Hall
referred to Derrida’s play on the translation of thords differencelifferance As
Christopher Norris described it, in a sens#erance“remains suspended between

the two French verbs 'to differ' and 'to defer'sgpone), both of which contribute to

¥see www.grandmothers.com
37 Stuart Hall Interviewed by Laurie Taylor in the We Humanist, available at
http://newhumanist.org.uk/960
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its textual force but neither of which can fullyptare its meaning. Language
depends on difference, as Saussure showed (...)stheture of distinctive
propositions which make up its basic economy. Wigeeida breaks new ground
(...) is in the extent to which 'differ' shadesoirdefer' (...) the idea that meaning is
always deferred, perhaps to this point of an esdéepplementarity, by the play of
signification”®. This view challenges the stability of represdntatmeaning, and
identity. Differential terms reposition endlesstydadefinite meaning and identity are
a sort of temporary break, contingent and arbitramnythe infinite semiosis of
language.

In the dialogical process from which meanings addniities arise, the
Presence Europeenns described by Hall as representing the site aflusion,
imposition and expropriation, of a complex dialogafepower and resistance, of
refusal and recognition. As in ti@le of Love and Darknesd Amos Oz, Europe is
a presence whose influence and attraction are smmelerwhelming and which
generate ambivalent reactions in those who aretiftgh as others in its racist
palimpsest. The enigma to which Hall directed otterdgion is that of staging a
dialogue in which all partners can be active withfaar ofbeing placedis that of
recognising the irreversible influence of the Wiestisting its imperialising eye. For
example, every black filmmaker or writer in Englanil have to face the dominant
cinemas and literature of West, whose avant-gamgsesent an inescapable
reference. The New World presence instead hasritglly been emblematic of
Terra Incognita America is the site of diversity and hybridity,is par excellence
the site of diaspora, but in a metaphorical sehae refuses the imperialising and
hegemonising conception of ethnicity.

What Hall sketched is a forward-looking conceptidrthe diaspora experience
defined “not by essence or purity, but by the redtogn of a necessary heterogeneity
and diversity; by a conception of ‘identity’ whidikkes with and through, not despite,
difference; by hybridity. Diaspora identities an@$e which are constantly producing
and reproducing themselves anew, through transtismand difference®. This
idea of identity, that seems the best fitted fqrost-colonial and globalised world,
encourages an appreciation for the mixes of colimurthe blends of tastes and for

the aesthetics of the cross-overs, of the cut-aixd-Artists have somehow always

% Norris, ChristopherJacques DerridaHarvard University Press. London, 1988, p.5
% Hall, cit. p.14
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explored the terrains of a diasporic aestheti¢gcally appropriating elements of the
master-codes of the dominant culture in a syncréyicamic in which signs are
disarticulated and their symbolic meaning is rézatated. As Hall explained, and
Jewish diasporas testified, an overwhelming nostalgr lost origins cannot be
fulfilled, but constitutes the activation of thenslyolic, of representation. It is an
infinitely renewable source of desire, memory, mgtid discovery that nurtures our
literary and cinematic narratives.

What Hall theorised is an identity constructed withepresentation. In his
view, shared by Zizé8, we should not understand cinema as second-oritesrm
that reflects what exists but as a powerful formregresentation that shapes new
kind of subjects. Moreover, it allows the re-imagion of communities, and, as
Benedict Anderson argued, imagined communitiestarbe distinguished not by
their falsity/genuineness, but by the style in whibey are imaginéd. Our stories,
books and movies are thus points of identificat@mstructing those positionalities
that we will call in retrospect our ‘cultural idéigs'. As Fanon defined it, “a national
culture is not a folk-lore, nor an abstract populithat believes it can discover a
people's true nature. A national culture is the ivlmdy of efforts made by a people
in the sphere of thought to describe, justify anaige the action through which that
people has created itself and keeps itself in enést.

The problem with identity is that hegemonic fortlkeat may drive a national
culture in dangerous directions invade the sphdéréhaught. The boundaries of
national territories, in the physical and metaptelrisense, are challenged by the
present global social dynamic. Confronted by alitwe representations and unheard
voices, someone may be tempted to go back to cldese identities, to look for the
solace of closufé just to have a good night's rest: this has beem rmain
preoccupation of Stuart Hall in his critical engagmt which | so profoundly
urging
the public totake positions, not only to disavow them. Hall's voicaled loudly for

respect. This stance can be considered a “normatitie of normativity*

“OIn the documentary A pervert’s guide to cinemagZipresent his psychoanalytical perspective
“Benedict Andersonlmagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin aide of Nationalism
London, 1982. p.5
2 Fanon, cit. p.88
43 On the “solace of closure,” see, for example, Stdall, “On Postmodernism and Articulation: An
Interview with Stuart Hall,” in Stuart Hall: Critid Dialogues in Cultural Studies, ed. David Morley
and Kuan-Hsing Chen. Routledge. New York, 19963p.1
4 Scott, David. Stuart Hall's EthicsiSmall Axe - Number 17 (Volume 9, Number 1), Mard@03,
pp. 1-16
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an ethical response to the abuses that grow asglbfighteous satisfactions, secure
doctrines, frozen orders and sedimented identities.

As in the case of other authors who oriented myeaes, Stuart Hall's
intellectual genius does not only distinguish itdelr the depth of his outlook.
Goldman, Huxley, Steiner and Hall are authors whavided guidance ispeaking
ethics to politics The specific ethics that emerge from a fluid @ptaalization of
identity is dialogical ethics, in the sense of beirfgunded inand shaped by
responsivess to alterity, because there can be omllyn guaranteed sovereign
identity. As Noam Chomsky or Naomi Klein, they halkbeen active voices in the
public realm. Hall brilliantly deconstructed conteonary popular images; quoted for
coining the term "Thatcherism” in the '80s, he sasséd New Labour as the "Great
Moving Nowhere Show" (a definition that could béaahed to the whole European
left). Over the past forty years he produced pmlty engaged cultural analysis,
addressing in a compelling way the issues of clags, ethnicity, and identity. His
contribution is inestimable in the difficult timeswhich we live, if we want to avoid
a new routine of silencing and a new regime of sgbion and mortification.

Evading somehow the borders of disciplines, Hald ather illuminated
authors exalted the importance of the contingeriah® present. His typicahodus
operandihas been that of interventions and his favouotent the essay, the most
fitted for a timing analysis of the present. Evehew his writing took the shape of
the book, as in seminal works likopular Arts Policing the Crisisor The Hard
Road to RenewandNew Timesthey constitute strategic interventions, prowvisio
notes in which the distinctiveness of a particytaesent, is made visiife His
stance resembles that of another hero of the &sury, Foucault, as both of them
seem to embody a keen alertness of the presenhichwhey find themselves and
tend to consider thinking as a way of changing fafsall themselves, preventing the
hardening of an idea or identity into a dogma ohahbit. Because habits, wrote Saint
Augustine, soon become necessity, and Publius fiesetold us a long time ago
“how many unjust and wicked things are done fromerabit”.

Staying within “shouting distance” from Marxism, IHgave an important
contribution to its revision with his famous “withibguarantee” essay on ideology,

wrote for the centenary of Marx death. Addressing evay of thinking to

5 Scott, cit., p.3
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determinations, he tried to rescue a conceptiofdeterminacy” from the infamous
“final closure” of “determination in the last inske”, thus making room for
contingency. The Althusserian idea of the “lastanse” in his opinion was “the last
repository of the lost dream or illusion of thearak certainty.” The structure of
social practices, he argued, is “neither free-fl@atior immaterial. But neither is it a
transitive structure, in which its intelligibilityies exclusively in the one-way
transmission of effects from the base upwards.” Ttegrain” of the present,
therefore, cannot be defined by “forces we caniptexith the certainty of natural
science, but by the existing balance of forces, gbecific nature of the concrete
conjuncture.”® In order to pay the tribute to the “contingency'tlte present, as Hall
has urged, the idea of history-as-teleology musatisndoned. As Scott underlined
in his tribute to Hall, the anti-essentialist iddfacontingency is important “because it
helps to unsettle - indeed subvert - a naturalided of politics as the mastering and
instrumentalist practice of securing and guarantg@i preconceived community of
the Good and the True. To hold open a space folingmncy, to read the present
conjuncturally, is to see in this conventional idef politics the ideal of an
antipolitics, in other words a politics conceivea pre-empt and foreclose the
possibility of an ethics of politics as such. Theinp of contingency is that it
promotes a conception of politics understood aatesjic, as always earned rather
than derived, as always a matter of ideologicalggile, as an ongoing “war of
position™’.

Hall did not mean to affirm that politics is grodess, but that it must be
conceived without any premises. Assuming the alesefd-inal Grounds means to
give traction to a position and force to a claimokgh grounds may exist, but such
grounds must be treated lightly, as provisionaheatthan predetermined or
ontological. Those grounds would be, in Judith &tsl paradoxical phrase,
“contingent foundation$®, having a horizon toward open-ended theorization.

The point of contingency is important to underlthat we are all inevitably
constituted by energies flowing beneath the thrieshbrational self-consciousness

and therefore we ought to control tigbris of reason. It means not to forget that the

“® Hall, Stuart. “The Problem of Ideology—Marxism hdut Guarantees,” iMarx: A Hundred Years
On, ed. Betty Matthews. Lawrence and Wishart. Loniie&3

4" Scott, cit. p. 6

“8 Butler, Judith. “Contingent Foundations: Feminismd the Question of ‘Postmodernism’,” in
Feminists Theorize the Politicatd. Judith Butler and Joan W. Scott. Routledgav N ork, 1992
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most enlighten intention can be tragically reversed end up in a catastrophe.
When we act in the world we expose ourselves tdingencies and may found
ourselves unable to choose well. We can only tiye@s receptive as possible to the
given circumstances in which we act, giving pripti the ethical-political project of
making provisional claims and negotiated settlesahtit can constantly be re-
imagined. The legacy of Gramsci's idea of the Iettbal life is precious to
understand this stance that promotes the free ppation of whatever resources the
thinker needs in his contingent “field of work” froother “disciplinary terrains”.
The new ethics of knowing that Hall sustained sammelevaded philosophy in the
sense that views the theorizing process as endledschallenges the hegemonic
claims of existing disciplines. Evading the tyrarofyPhilosophy we can use theories
in a mode of phronesis, of practical (and therefstgcal) reasonirig. As Deleuze
put it, “theory is exactly as a box of todls” My question here is how can we use
those tools to heal and fix the world.

| retraced Hall's ideas as they provide a usefaimework to understand the
process of identity formation as an unfinished sotuof fragments, a fluid and
plural entity with no reliable core. This processot totally random; it takes place in
relations of power, in relation to institutions papatuses and disciplines that position
the self in structured relations of inclusion/exitun. Identities are mainly
constructed through difference and “this entails tadically disturbing recognition
that it is only through the relation to the oth#re relation to what it is not, to
precisely what it lacks, to what has been calledcibnstitutive outside that the
‘positive’ meaning of any term—and thus its ideptitcan be constructed” |
wanted to stress the activity of cultural criticisi® an essential practice of resistance
against the hegemonic claims, a sort of ascetiearalir. According to Arnold “The
rule (for criticism) may be summed up in one worldisinterestedness. And how is
criticism to show disinterestedness? By keepingpfafoom what is called ‘the
practical view of things’; by resolutely followirthe law of its nature, which is to be
a free play of the mind on all subjects which itdbes.?? This idea of criticism is

49 Scott, cit. p. 10

% Michel Foucault and Gilles Deleuze, “Intellectuaisd Power,” in Foucault, MLanguage,
Counter-Memory, Practice: Selected Essays and Vigets ed. Donald Bouchard. Cornell University
Press. Ithaca, 1977, p. 205-17.

*1 Hall, Stuart. “Who Needs ‘Identity’?”, iQuestions of Cultural IdentifyStuart Hall and Paul du
Gay (eds), Sage. London, 1996. p. 4-5

%2 Arnold, M. 'Culture and Anarchy' and Other Writing8ambridge University Press, 1993. p.37
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somehow consonant with the position of Harphamomliog to which critic’s
business consists in the search for the best of iwlka@own and thought in the world
and then making this known with the goal of cregtifa current of true and fresh
ideas”. What this sort of ascetic activity requitigsinflexible honesty and due
ability.>®

Inflexible honesty and due ability in fact charaisted the intellectual practice
of Hall, whose cultural criticism became an idioar &thics. Similar is the case of
Edward Said, with which he shared the ‘ethics dfame’. The humanist intellectual
commitment of those authors clearly has a Gramsg@eswenance, but their
restlessness is peculiar. As Scott highlighteda$tilall and Edward Said (like
Emma Goldman) speak to us “as intellectuals ‘ouplaice’, intellectuals whose
public and worldly relation to the world as livedl-ias thought-about, is never not
oblique, never altogether at home, never completagtred in a theory, in a
discipline, in an institution, in a nation, in arp@nent enclosure of harmonious
reconciliations and imagined satisfactiofs'The vocation of dissent is the attribute
of the humanist intellectual, as Said powerfullyneanbered in his Reith Lectures:
“At bottom the intellectual (...) is neither a paeifinor a consensus-builder, but
someone whose whole being is staked on a criterades a sense of being unwilling
to accept easy formulas, or ready-made clichés,the smooth, ever-so-
accommodating confirmations of what the powerfutonventional have to say, and
what they do®.

The metaphorical conception of diaspora allowedteéoreground an anti-
essentialist notion of identity and representattoremphasize internal difference, to
complicate supposedly unified categories recoggifiational ideas and to refuse
any oppositional logic that unwittingly repeats thaary them-and-us logic of
racism. Moreover, the conception of a reality tisatonstructed in a narrative way
suggests that storytelling is an important constituof social life and a powerful
agent of social change. The problem is that in ghectices of daily life and in
mainstream media that sort of logic seems stillyvauch at work, and prejudices

and fears are perpetually reinforced and explditedoolitical reasons. In order to

3 Harpham, G.GThe Ascetic Imperative in Culture and Criticistdniversity of Chicago Press,
1992. P. 244

> Scott, cit. p.15

> Said, Edward WRepresentations of the Intellectudlintage. New York, 1996. p 23. More
recently, inHumanism and Democratic Criticis(@olumbia University Press. New York, 2004), Said
defended a robust humanism, to be pursued withrgsitye and self-reflexively criticism.
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understand why hatred between groups continuegdidfgpate, attention must be
paid to those who profit from it. An approach taflizt in the terms of the political
economy of hatred provide an interesting perspective to evaluateereethnic and
religious conflicts, denouncing the responsibisited the sources of the stories that in
turn produce violence among groups. From the aisabfsidentity’s representation
emerged that stories and images of the other agg/ianocenf they are inexorably
inscribed in a system of power. The characters hichvattention must be paid are
the real directors of the show: they arerti@ral and hatred entrepreneyrheshock
doctors and the gatekeepersthat influence our identity manipulating our
understanding of the world respectively on thetpali, economic and cultural level.
Edward Glaeser, who created mathematical equatmesplain the variation
of the demand and the supply of hate-creatingestphas brilliantly addressed the
activity of hatred entrepreneurs. Referring toekielution of anti-black hatred in the
United States, to the many episodes of anti-Semitis Europe and to the rise of
anti-Americanism in the Arab World, Glaeser manageddevelop a model of
interaction between the supply of hate-creatingietcand the willingness of voters
to listen. As Joseph Goebbels emphasized, the pofidazi anti-Semitism stemmed
from repetition, not accuracy: “If you repeat a b#en enough, it becomes the
truth”, and history demonstrated that the impacttted stories that foster hatred
comes from repetition, not from truth. In fact,tive analysed cases, prejudices have
often been fostered by counterfeit stories manufadtand spread Bntrepreneurs
of hate In the post-bellum South, as Woodward describede hatred “was
furthered by a sensational press that played ughaadlined current stories of Negro
crime, charges of rape and attempted rape, angedllenstances of arrogance (...)
Already cowed and intimidated, the (black) race Vedsely pictured as stirred up to
a mutinous and insurrectionary pitéh"Glaeser pointed to the fact that hatred most
of the times has internal consistency, in the sénaepeople do really believe that
the object of hatred is evil, even if the crimibalof the hated group is often
minimal, because their fears have been influentkd.spread of resentment against
Romanians in Italy is a typical example of fabrzhthatred to which | had the
displeasure to assist: every day a new episodemistruction of an enemy” was

screened by Italian television and newspapers tlamdtrategy took just few weeks

*’See Glaeser, Edward The Political Economy of HatredHarvard University mimeograph, 2004
*A\Woodward, C.The Strange Career of Jim Cro@xford University Press. Oxford, 2002. p.123
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to bear violent results.

Glaeser's model central predictions is that rightsnti-redistribution
candidates will spread hatred against poor miresjtwhile leftist pro-redistribution
candidates will eventually spread it against ricimarities®. If a change occurs in
the relative economical situation of the minoriggngaring to that of the majority,
the incentive to spread hatred increases becawsené distribution policies will
have a greater impact on the resources of the ityn@ut income is not the only
factor which can be manoeuvred to gain a politacatantage: “If political divides
concern issues other than income, politicians llld hatred against minorities that
stand to gain from their opponent’s platform. Thosjeteenth century European
rightists, who supported king, church and tradiorestrictions on Jews, naturally
used anti-Semitism against their liberal opponemtso favoured religious
emancipation. Policies that limit contact with mmties, such as bans on
immigration, segregation, or genocide, will compégrnhatred, and their proponents,
such as Hitler and Le Pen, will find hatred to beagtractive strategy®.

How can hatred be discouraged? Leaving aside thglysside (obviously the
solution would be a truly democratic political srst where politicians do not try to
exploit citizens feelings, but if that was achielealthese problems would not
subsist), the negative effects of stories spreadhdlyed entrepreneurs must be
counterbalance acting on the recipients of the gp@id messages. According to
Glaeser the demand-side of the political econohmgy utility of in-group members, is
shaped by the costs and private benefits of infaomaabout the out-groups.
Therefore it can be foreseen that “hatred will sptead among groups who have
private incentives to learn the truth about a mtgaand that integration may deter
the spread of hatred as it creates a demand foeatanformation and reduces the
costs of acquiring such informatidfi” Minorities who more differ from the majority
along a policy-relevant dimension, are more tengptiargets for hatred, while
citizens’ willingness to accept false hate-creatstgries is determined by the costs
and returns to acquiring information. Consequergiople who interact frequently
with minorities in peaceful setting will be leskdly to accept false stories. “Hatred

is particularly likely when out- groups are pol#ily relevant, but socially

%8 See also Chua, AWorld on Fire: How Exporting Free Market Democra@seeds Ethnic Hatred
and Global Instability Anchor Books. New York, 2003

9 Glaeser, cit. p.4

% |bidem
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segregated”. The evolution of communications, making inforraticheaper, may
bear a double effect on hatred trends. Cheap prebsselevision reduced the costs of
spreading hatred and helped the diffusion of piegg] present technological
developments would provide new channels to bedfilleth false stories but at the
same time reduce the cost of information so thétefastories can be easily
unmasked.

Before analysing the social role of other manipuabf human perceptions, it
may be useful to look into the nature of thoseifgelWhy do we hate? According to
Darwin the roots of hatred lay in self-defence sadgeance: “if we have suffered or
expect to suffer some wilful injury from a man,ibhe is in any way offensive to us,
we dislike him; and dislike easily rises into hdtfé. For Dozier hatred is the
emotional response to the belief that someone geataus and/or violates social
norms. In her words “hate is a primitive emotioattinarks for attack or avoidance
those things which we perceive as a threat to evival or reproduction (...¥°. In
his extensive overview of human evil Baumeisteessed that hatred stems from
“seeing oneself under attack” and documented tletple who “carry out the
massacres see themselves as victims of mistreatamehinjustice,” and “bullies,
wifebeaters, tyrants, and other violent people temdhink that other people are
attacking or belittling then®. In his Anatomy of human destructiver@sg&rich
Fromm describes aggression as a “defence aganesttsito man'’s vital interests.” It
is relevant to notice that in a modern accountsythological literature on hatred the
role of “threatened egotism” or “identity uncertgih has been emphasized.
Supposedly “violence results when a person’s faafolerimage of self is questioned
or impugned by someone el&&”

A leading role in orienting the performance of bkdtris played by the
Gatekeeperswho act as cos-stars. They collaborate with oftotors in the internal
decision making process of relaying or withholdinfprmation from the media to
the masses. The filtering of information, the gatgking, is in fact an essential

process in journalism and in human communicatiorgémeral. The theory was

61 \vi, p.40

%2 Darwin, C.,The Expression of the Emotions in Man and Animidisiversity of Chicago Press.
Chicago, 1979

% Dozier, R.,Why We HateContemporary Books. Chicago, 2002. p.16

%4 Baumeister, REVvil: Inside Human Cruelty and Violencdd/. H. Freeman. New York, 1995

% Fromm, E.The Anatomy of Human Destructiveneé3s/ Books. New York, 1973

% Baumeister, cit. p. 376
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instituted in 1947, during the golden age of comivation studies that followed
Second World War by social psychologist Kurt Le¥{iand then slipped into the
language of many disciplines and different realsee (for example gatekeeping in
organizations or in academic institutions). Theutatjon of the flow of information
occurs at different levels of media structure, frthra sources that are chosen to the
decision to cover or print a story. To describa #tivity Lewis applied the idea to
the food chain and used the metaphor of a wife ather who decides which foods
end up on the family's dinner table. In the sevgmalcesses of social life, the
gatekeeper is the person who decides what shadl thasugh each gate section. In
1961 White seized upon Lewin’s comments, solidining it toward journalisfif.
Looking at the effects of gatekeepers' decisionsthe seventies, McCombs and
Shaw emphasised that the audience learns how Mmymbrtance to attach to a news
item from the attention given by the media pladajst pointing out that the
gatekeeping concept is related to the agenda-g&ttin

Gatekeepers’s role is fundamental because bydesttime stories pass through
the system and keeping others out they are alderitvol the public’s knowledge of
actual events. In any social system they decidehvbommodity (materials, goods
and information) may enter and which may not. Imtmls or institutions
themselves may act as gatekeepers, and in a pblgystem they are those who
control access to power and regulate the flow frmation and influence. Almost
all communication planning include some aspectatékeeping, which is inevitable
and useful under certain circumstances but can g dangerous. Choices in
gatekeeping activities include a complex web ofivast, values and influences, and
the risk of power’s abuses is very high. It is etsyealize, for example, that the
news we receive, especially from other countries jast an arbitrary selection made
by the editor, therefore if the gatekeeper's selast are biased, the readers’
understanding will consequently be biased.

Another theoretical concept | found useful to usthmrd the role of

communications in the orientation of social dynan(through the manoeuvring of

7 See Lewin, Kurt, "Frontiers in Group Dynamics," HumRelations, v. 1, no. 2, 1947, p. 145

68 SeeWhite, David M. The 'Gatekeeper': A Case StudyHhe Selection of News, In: Lewis A.
Dexter and White David M. (Eds). People, Societd &Mass Communications. Free Press. New
York, 1964
69 McCombs, Maxwell E. and Donald L. Shaw, "Structgrthe unseen environment," Journal of
Communication, v. 26 no. 2, pp. 18-22 (Winter, 1976
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minds and hearts of the recipients of informati@}he ideamoral panics The
nature of the agency ofmoral entrepreneursis similar to that of hatred
entrepreneurand gatekeepersThe expression was popularised by Stanley Camen i
his Folk Devils and Moral Panigsbut it was used for the first time by his colleag

I'°. Cohen instead

Jock Young, referring to the reaction to drug takerNotting Hil
first used it to describe press reporting and #etion of the establishment to the
behaviour of mods and rockers and the panic arbeatayouth gangs in Britain.
Media attention in a couple of year turned to negrtyerging subcultures, the hippies
and the skinheads, and mods and rockers fade fulnicpriew. Definitions oimoral
panic differ between sociologists, as Kenneth Thompsaintpd out. While British
sociologists portraynoral panicsas crises of capitalism, Americans tend put more
emphasis on the psychological facforStudying crime statistics in 1978 Hall and
others theorized an ideological function that figscrime rate equation” performs in
relation to social contr&. Thirty years of observation of such phenomengpett
Hall's suspicion that crime statistics are manifadafor political and economic
purposes. As he suggestedHalicing the Crisis: Mugging, the State and Law and
Order, moral panics, over mugging in the example, cdugdignited in order to
create public support for the needpolice the crisis As media profit from lurid
crime stories is high, they play a central rolethe “social production of news”.
Goode and Ben-Yehuffaargued that moral panic has a typical structure,nain
features beingconcern(referring to the awareness that the behaviotinefroup or
category in question is likely to have a negatimgpact on society)hostility
(meaning that hostility towards the group in quastincreases as they becofotk
devils and thus a clear division is marked betwdleem and us), consensugthe
group in question is depicted as posing a verytigaht concerning society at large.
In this phasenoral entrepreneurseed to be vocal while tHelk devilsappear weak
and disorganisedyisproportionality (obviously the reaction is disproportionate to
the actual threat) and finaliyolatility. Even if they may disappear as quickly as they

appeared in news reporting, the prejudices and femay instilled in people’s mind

70 Jones, M, and Jones. Hass MediaMacmillan Press. London, 1999
n SeeThompson, K. in Critcher, Critical readings: Moral Panics in the Medi®pen University
Press Berkshire, 2006
2 Hall, S., et alPolicing the Crisis: Mugging, the State and Law @dier. Macmillan Press.
London, 1996
"3 Ben-Yehuda N. and Goode Boral panics: the social construction of devianBéackwell.
Oxford, 1994. p. 57-65
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may stay there, more or less consciously. Thikasttagic, more or less intentional,
consequence of moral entrepreneurship activitiegrdms, purges, witch-hunts,
various cases of individual and group persecutinay be cited as cases of moral
panics. White slavery, satanic ritual abuse, wadgs, rainbow parties and other
urban myth polarized, excited and terrorized thelipun the last years. Sometimes,
the victims of misrepresentation and/or conspirhaye been rehabilitated later on
becoming positive and tragic heroes of movies andicals, but that counts as little

consolation.

The profile role of the other social actors | men&d, theshock doctorshas
been popularised by Naomi Klein in her expositibthe Shock Doctrinelnformed
contributor to contemporary democratic debate ahior of No Logo (the bible of
the global-anti-global social movement), probablgttér than any other voice
articulated the concerns and complaints of my gsimer about economic
fundamentalism, the criminalization of dissent ath@& effects of Free Trade.

Commenting the book, Rachel Maddow wrote:

Around the world in Britain, the United States, #&sind the Middle East, there are people with power
who are cashing in on chaos; exploiting bloodshed @atastrophe to brutally remake our world in
their image. They are the shock doctors. Thrillamgl revelatory, The Shock Doctrine cracks open the
secret history of our era. Exposing these globafiteers, Naomi Klein discovered information and
connections that shocked even her about how corepséfely the shock doctors' beliefs now
dominate our world - and how this domination hasrbachieved. Raking in billions out of the
tsunami, plundering Russia, exploiting Iraq - tisishe chilling tale of how a few are making aikij
while more are getting killed.

The arguments Klein offered in her various worke aompelling, and her
ideas and style are challenging for the traditioaehdemic paradigms. Is the
academic canon adequate or an alternative, mone paih, is to be embraced by
scholars? Economists and politicians, for examgiteuld pay attention to what the
documentary ‘The Take’ has to teach. Avi Lewis &abmi Klein movie in 2004
documented Argentina's movement of worker-run lmssas. As they reported
recently on their website, the conditions that @D2 applied to Argentina are now
common in other countries. “In the wake of the doyis dramatic economic collapse
in 2001, thousands of workers walked into theirtrad factories and put them
back into production as worker cooperatives. Abaredioby bosses and politicians,
they regained unpaid wages and severance whildairaing their jobs in the
process”. Similarly, in Italy an industry abandortgda Multinational Corporation

has recently restarted its production under theleoif the workers, but they had to
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create a cooperative society to buy it. These wesrkare making profits,
demonstrating the capability to survive of small éfiicient productive realities and
presenting a case for the elaboration of ‘besttime& based on cooperative efforts.

During their tours in Europe and North America @dha chance to meet them
in Venice), the authors met with public, and ev®&A session ended up with the
question, “that's all very well in Argentina, bututd that ever happen here?” The
authors’ answer was: “Well, with the world econonmgw looking remarkably like
Argentina's in 2001 (and for many of the same nessthere is a new wave of direct
action among workers in rich countries. Co-ops @nee again emerging as a
practical alternative to more lay-offs. Workerstle U.S. and Europe are beginning
to ask the same questions as their Latin Americamterparts: Why do we have to
get fired? Why can't we fire the boss? Why is taekballowed to drive our company
under while getting billions of dollars of our mgf?8

| guess It's time for those who proclaim themseliresrals to address those
issues seriously and to fight back all those pkygho profit from the artificial
opposition us-them. It's time for formal democracte truly embrace liberalism and
promote a globally sustainable ideal of the weltligeof all individuals. A diffused
herd mentalityis what maintains old, inefficient and undesirgbtaver structures in
their place. Thus the regenerative function of demaiic claims in society is
contrasted and creativautopoiesisis impeded. Intellectual elites, if they are to
deserve that label, should refuse to collaborat#h whock doctorsand hatred
entrepreneurssustaining their false claims and provide the pullith critical
insights and thought provoking stimuli. My propogato start limiting the damages
of identity politics by radically revising the conem understanding of culture and
advocating an education which encourages indivgltabe alert and knowledgeable
citizens of the world. In the “global informationa@ety” the first human right to be
protected and implemented is the right to expresself and to seek informatitn
as the freedom of thinking works as a foundatiorihef right to have rights. The
freedom and the responsibility to express oneseliny view, should be treated as
the two faces of the same coin in democratic cagren

The scope of these introductive reflections wasake explicit the target of

my research and to provide the matrix in which #mguments presented in the

" Jargensen, Rikke Frank. “The Right to Express €lfasd to Seek InformationHuman Rights in
the Global Information Societedited by RF Jgrgensen. MIT Press. Boston, 20B6épter 1
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following chapters must be inserted. Kant taughthad we see things according to
how we are, not as they are. We see things thréemgtes. | took theories from
different fields and epochs as lenses to pursual@idoscopic vision, a reflective
understanding of the complexity of cultural realigach chapter is therefore self-
reliant but interrelated to the others. The wholesaic represents an attempt to
conceive man as ahomo cooperativu®f a just global society and to highlight
which are the obstacles to this evolutionary sépe fatal couplet “us — them” is
dissected to explore the possibility to change dbmetent of the “-” so that it will
signify “us and them” instead of being red “us wsrgshem”. In the first chapter |
will draw from anthropological accounts of cultucebetter assess the nature of that
web of meanings which is the environment of humés dnd our main adaptive
mechanisms. In the second chapter | will retrace #évolution of symbolic
communication from simple signalling to sophistezht language referring to
Gardenfors studies which connect cognition, comeations and cooperation. In the
third chapter | will use media theories to undardtéhe television import on the
enemy-friend representation and make the case fprogressive role of global
satellite broadcasting in transnational dynamiosthie fourth chapter, through the
prophetic insights of Aldous Huxley and other aushao will address the relation of
violence, science and technology and the threatgby an undemocratic control of
those resources on the very nature of man; an a&watuof modern techniques of
propaganda and scientifically programmed manipahatof consciences would
explain the apparent stupidity of modern societi@sally, in the last chapter | will
move back to Mill's powerful arguments in favour foéedom of thought and to
Habermas account on the importance and fragilitthefpublic sphere, to conclude
with an appeal to Kant's pedagogical instructiortres way to shape a wiser future

generation.
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Chapter |

Understanding Culture

1.1Relating the self to the Other

“In the past decades economic principles have cameaeign in the
development of globalization, and consequently, #ignificance of national
frameworks has changed in the complex entangleroentorldwide issues and
phenomena. Similarly to multinational corporatiostsites are now competing in the
realms of efficiency and national interests, suppgr and strengthening the
mechanics of the global economy. At the same thmoeever, they are increasingly
forced to surrender their power of decision to $rational bodies. Even if human
cognitive systems seem to have evolved a moressrilenate tendency to divide
people in “us” and “them” — a division that oftegsults in treating people according
to radically different moral standards — increaself-understanding and perception
of what it means to be human is necessary on thigaglevel.Analyses of the far-
reaching social and cultural implications that amupported by the us-them
mechanisms are number one on the working kstlowing close on the agenda
should be concrete acts for eradicating acute magoverty and finding solutions
to the population problem, pressuring corporatitmsards ethical practices and
solving environmental challenges. Scientists pte\a ‘reality-check’ on the current
developments by exploring a range of issues angl staslies (...). They are arguing,
each from a different perspective, that in the ggle for a better future for the
human culture at large we must be able to rededurenotion of ‘citizenship’ to
encompass global solidarity. (...) The global econoregds to be counteracted with
global ethics entailing a moral perspective on paolfitical responsibilities and
possibilities. Respect for humanity requires mucbrenthan formally ensuring
democracy or accepting others as equal buyers @ietssin the mills of market
economy. It should integrally be respect for thenyndimensions of humanity and
commitment to perceive every human being regardi€esigin or status as an equal

partner”®,

In global intellectual circles, a large theoreticahsent is emerging on the
end of the nationalistic politics and rude free keareconomy era. Cooperation,
solidarity, human rights, global justice, cosmotawii rights, all these terms are
becoming common currency of contemporary socialateh It seems evident to
almost everyone that we are going through a ditfiphase of transition, from an
old to anew agewhose contours are still veiled. Prophesies Ilokiatls tend to fill

the gap of human anxiety toward an unknown futurh wnaginary scenarios,

ranging from hell to heaven, to sci-fi. How the ¥owill look like, how society will

> Marketta Seppala, Locating. Nationality in Contdstamework 7. June 2007
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be organised, how the human will perform, theséssoir questions are necessarily
open-ended. Can the existential challenges of thatlenvironmental and individual
values crisis be solved?

If it is true that we cannot exactly foresee “wkatoming next”, it is
nonetheless undeniable that we, the humans as & whave now reached an
admirable level of sophistication. The scientifiogress in all field of knowledge
seems to bring us closer to a reliable understgnalirsome features of the external
environment we inhabit and of our internal funcimnas living beings. Many of the
assumptions on which the old system have beerigasare falling, but at the same
time we are gaining meaningful insights and propatla not so far future we will
be able to grasp even much more of the realityosmding us. The multidisciplinary
field of research andnalyses of the far-reaching social and culturaplitations
that are supported by the us-them mechanisarsexample, has gone very far. The
dynamics of those dangerous mechanisms have beefulbaexplored. A finger
seems to point to cognition, language, communioadiod technology as the locus
to dig in search for clarification and, possiblglwion of current dilemmas and
conflicts.

If we imagine society as a triangle whose inteteglavertexes are economy,
politics and culture, we can guess that embradiegcosmopolitan trend in political
philosophy would involve a readjustment of the ewuital sphere in a more
egalitarian shape. Many brilliant scholars are degotheir efforts to study the
political and economical impasse that is followitg crisis of old models. What
about the third vertex, what sort of re-adjustmetudss globalization entail in the
cultural sphere? In Darwinian terms we should adapbhe new conditions in order
to survive, but envisaging the next step in thel@ianary chain is a challenging
guess, as actually we are not seemingly fitting éheironment in a proper way,
neither it looks like we are biologically evolvingventually, it seems like we are
regressing.

In my view the question should be posed in termsvibich would be the
ideal citizen of a fair global political arrangemeAnother way to face the issue
would be to ask how could cooperation be enhanaedfragmented and
interconnected societies. In this puzzling epodbraer role for philosophy and
social sciences would be to illuminate a path towasustainable common living on

this planet, for all forms of beings. In my undarsting, liberal, postmodernist and
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multiculturalist approaches have been somehow adshg. Therefore, it seemed
hard to provide a universal ethics as well as axdaand coherent perspective on
what is happening, what we should expect and howrientate oneself in this
world, because often in contemporary discourses rilevant categories and
explanatory means to face actual human experiagceigsing. “Culture” has been
very much debated; still the very definition of tcué is controversial. One could

argue that this constitutes part of the problesdive.

1.2 Culture, the science of man and meaning

The definition of the word “culture” is surely ather problematic one. It may bear a
different meaning according to the context andtihm® in which it is used. As an
example consider that for the majority of spealard for the broad audience, it
recalls an appreciation of good music, art, literatand food, while for a biologist it
refers to a colony of bacteria growing in a nutrier@dium in a laboratory Petri dish.

Among the first scholars to provide a trail, on @hiothers would then build
their theories, there was Edward B. Tylor, the pwtafather of anthropology. Back
in 1871, in his boolPrimitive Culture he defined it as "that complex whole which
includes knowledge, belief, art, law, morals, cost@and any other capabilities and
habits acquired by man as a member of soci&tyhus, the main attribute of culture
would be that it is something that is learned, @eguby interaction, not an intrinsic,
genetic, quality of individuals. It is a preciousraval kit for humans, its primary
adaptive mechanisff) and at the same time a very fragile phenomensiit, exists
only in our minds. Languages, organizations, boddi arts and crafts in general, are
mere products that reflect cultural patterns, kmolge and skills. What Tylor
inaugurated was a fascinating, never-ending trip humanity’s essence, now put
forward by National Geographic Channel

Aware of the diverse ways of life that can takecplan different times and
spaces, the anthropologist (or the cultural th€onies to make sense of it. Relying

on culture as its key concept, the “science of ntastifies the theoretical effort to

® Tylor, E.B.Primitive Culture 2 vols. 7thi
" Cfr. The entry “adaptative mechanism” at httmifao.palomar.edu/culture/glossary.htm
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restore an understanding of human and its civibmaby “pulling things togethef®.
The "study of humanity" therefore integrates biotay archaeological, cultural, and
linguistic anthropology. For the scope of this eesh, the most interesting branch is
obviously cultural anthropology, more specificallgultural evolutionism, a
theoretical approach that draws on all subfieldsroter to describe and explain the
long-term dynamics of cultural adjustments.

Following Tylor, three main layers of learned babav and perceptions
may be identified. The first one pertains the badycultural traditions. What
distinguish and separates lItalian and Japanesetigscifor example, is the mix of
shared language, traditions and beliefs that iddizis acquired being raised in a
certain context. As Mill pointed out, what makesaiya catholic in Italy would have
make you a Buddhist in India. In complex societigbere people having different
worldviews coexist, identity may have a second Hagé culture, namely, a
subculture. Groups retaining much of their ancédtemkground and experiences
may be identified in their new societies as sulucalt sharing a common identity
fostered by food traditions, music, dialect or laage and other specific cultural
traits. This is the case of Mexicans in the Uni&dtes. Eventually the differences
with national dominant culture blur of disappeduyd a subculture ceases to exist
and members, even if still claiming a common anmgestart identifying themselves
as part of the dominant culture. As an example aveaonsider the large majority of
German or Irish Americans today. A third levekafture consists of universals. All
humanity, collectively, share some learned behavipatterns, as Postman’s
magnificent survey on cultural patterns testifieglependently from their location
in the world, people share some universal traitsvérsal human cultural traits may

include:

1. communicating with a verbal language consisting bimited set of sounds
and grammatical rules for constructing sentences

2. using age and gender to classify people (e.g.atggmnsenior citizen, woman,
man)

3. classifying people based on marriage and desclktitreships and having

kinship terms to refer tbem (e.g., wife, mother, uncle, cousin)
4. raising children in some sort of family setting

8 Tylor, E.B.Anthropology: An Introduction to the Study of MardeCivilization New York: D.
Appleton Tylor 1909
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having a sexual division of labor (e.g., men's waeksus women's work)
having a concept of privacy

having rules to regulate sexual behaviour

distinguishing between good and bad behaviour

. having some sort of body ornamentation

10 making jokes and playing games

11.having art

12.having some sort of leadership roles for the img@etation of community
decisions

© NGO

Historically, each cultural group developed its oway to deal with
necessities and to express itself, but a commonc bsisucture of human
organization remains; for instance, deaf subcultuse signs instead of verbal
language to communicate, however, sign languages gammatical rules just as
the verbal ones.

In informal talks culture is sometimes used asrsymous of society, while
it should be clear that they are different thing&e defined culture as a complex of
learned behaviour, meanings and patterns, whileetsos a group of interacting
organisms. Not only humans create societies, maimer animals perform
similarly. For example flocks of birds and hiveshafes are both societies. Still, the
way humans interact with each other seems to bleaeacteristic human feature,
together with people perception of their societylstinguished by shared traditions
and common expectations. Here society and culttegengxtricably connected, as
society is the place in which culture evolves,aggéd and spread. Out of people’s
interaction, patterns like language and politicaildqust make no sense.

Behavioural scientists speculate, without agreémen whether animals
may have “culture” or not. As is often the casediscussions among experts, the
answer is just a matter of definition. In a narre@nse we may posit the answer to
be negative and affirm man uniqueness, while ifuge a broader definition of
culture as a complex of learnt behaviour it obvipe®mprises many other animals.
In several species parents teach their young wiey have learnt in order to
survive: the chimpanzees and other apes and morkeyselatively intelligent.
Mothers teach their children about several hundieatl and medicinal plants
and about the dominance hierarchy and the socie$ mithin their communities;
later on from adults they learn how to perform aus¢ intercourse, males then

acquire hunting skills while females learn how twse and care for their babies. All
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they know is not hardwired into their brains athnithey learn patterns of behaviour
just like humans do. Even if many contemporariesioioseem to have significantly
evolved from apes, still, what is amazing and uaiqtihumans is, for example, the
ability to invent a medium through which | may patially have access to all the
knowledge of the world without having to leave nofas and bring it in my pocket,
just in case | want to listen to the audio versaérBeyond Good and Evin the

train.

1.3 Mirrors of man

In the search of the essence of culture, Geemspretative model provides
relevant insights to move forward to a deeper wtdading of social interactions
and of the role of communication in human evolutidm his 1973 bookThe
Interpretation of Cultur€, the expert ethnographer Clifford Geertz put thgtems
of meaning—the symbolic— at the centre of the agblogical analysis of cultural
dynamics. His contention was not to perpetuatericpéar methodology but rather
to set a specific, debatable, agenda for socianhses. His theory applies a “thick
description” toward anthropological studies (hisnowmterpretative anthropology),
but his aim is to provide social sciences withghme appreciation of the essentially
semiotic nature of culture, an understanding necgss his view because it bears
relevant implications for comparative politicaleece and political philosophy.

“Cultural analysis is intrinsically incomplete. Analorse than that, the more
deeply it goes the less complete it is (...) Theeanumber of ways of escaping
this - turning culture into folklore and collectiitg turning it into traits and counting
it, turning it into institutions and classifying tiurning it into structures and toying
with it. But theyare escapes. The fact is that to commit oneself teraidic
concept of culture and an interpretive approacth® study of it is to commit
oneself to a view of ethnographic assertion as (esgentially contestable.’
Anthropology, or at least interpretive anthropolpgya science whose progress is
marked less by a perfection of the consensus tliaan lefinement of debate. What

gets better is the precision with which we vex eaitter.®

;ZGeertz, T.The Interpretation of CultureBasic Books, New York, 1973
Ivi, p.29
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From Clyde Kluckhohn’'dMirror of Man, Geertz recovers a list of potential
meanings of “culture”
1. the total way of life of a people
. the social legacy the individual acquires frasdroup
. a way of thinking, feeling, and believing

. an abstraction from behaviour

ga b~ W N

. a theory on the part of the anthropologist altbetway in which a group
of people in fact behave

6. a storehouse of pooled learning

7. a set of standardized orientations to recupertblems

8. learned behaviour

9. a mechanism for the normative regulation of beha

10. a set of techniques for adjusting both to tktereal environment and to

other men
11. a precipitate of history

12. a behavioural map, sieve, or matrix

As no standard can be established once for a#,“tecessary to choos&”
Geertz arguments explicitly favour a “semiotic” cept of culture: “Believing, with
Max Weber, thaman is an animal suspended in webs of significiieckimself has
spun, | take culture to be those webad the analysis of it to be therefore not an
experimental science in search of law but an imé&gbive one in search of
meaning.?? What Geertz was after was “an explication” thautscallow to grasp
the “construing social expression on their suriacigmatical”.

The interpretation of culture’s web of symbols,Geertz proposal, should
start by isolating its elements, then specifyingirtinternal relationship and finally
characterizing the whole system in a general wéne drdering criteria may be the
core symbols around which it is organized, the dgohg structures of which it is a
surface expression, or the ideological principlesruwhich it is baséd From such
hermeneutical approach, attention must be paidandissociate too much from the
proper object of cultural analysis, that is “thdomnmal logic of actual life (...)

8 |vi, p.5
8 |bidem
8 \vi, p.17
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Whatever, or wherever, symbol systems ‘in their al@rms’ may be, we gain
empirical access to them by inspecting events,byatrranging abstracted entities
into unified patterns® Coherence therefore seems not to be appropriateess for

a cultural interpretation’s validity. What the etignapher does is to “inscribe”
social discourse, transforming a transient evetd Bn account and guessing a
meaning. Ethnography (and therefore the undersignai culture) would be, by
definition in Geertz understanding, a “thick dgstton”—“an elaborate venture
in.” As an example he considers the action of “wigkinTo distinguish the winking
from a social gesture, a twitch or something e(Geertz explains that we need to
move beyond the action to both the particular $asiderstanding of the “winking”
as a gesture, the state of mind of the winkerhkrsaudience, and the way meaning
of the action itself is constructed. While the wirk is the “thin description”, its
implicit meaning, its symbolic import shared betwe@®mmunicators, is the “thick”
part of the action. An ethnographic description cisaracterised by its being
interpretive of the flow of social discourse in ayhat try to rescue the ‘said’ of
such discourse from its perishing occasions andtfin perusable ternfd The
method of the “interpretive anthropologist” (aceegta semiotic view of culture)
can be compared with the method of the literaryagere analyzing a text: “Analysis,
then, is sorting out the structures of significatiowhat Ryle called “established
codes” - and determining their social ground oramjp. Doing ethnography is like
trying to read (in the sense of ‘construct a regdfi) a manuscript.” It should be
noted that once we approach human behaviour asb@eraction - action, which,
like phonation in speech, pigment in painting, linewriting, or sonance in music,
signifies - the question as to whether culture astggned conduct or a frame of
mind, or even the two somehow mixed together, Iesse. The thing to ask is
what their import is® In this perspective, it is dangerous and mislegn
approach culture with supposed social dichotomies sabjective/objective,
modern/traditional, eastern/western; we shoulderatbok at human behaviour as
“symbolic action”. What culture produces is a sygsi@f meanings, therefore culture
is necessarily public, a collective property of artigular people. When “we”,
scholars or just simply human beings, fail to ustsrd foreign persons’ beliefs or

#bidem
& |vi, p.20
8 |vi, pp.9-10
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actions, we should acknowledge our “lack of famitya with the imaginative

universe within which their acts are sigh5.”As Wittgenstein noted, when “We
cannot find our feet with them” we cannot discoube culture’s import or

understand its systems of meanings.

Facing “a multiplicity of complex conceptual sttues, many of them
superimposed upon or knotted into one another, lwaie at once strange, irregular,
and inexplicit”, we should try to understand howd avhy behaviour is shaped in a
way opposing another. Even if collecting data iserent to every anthropological
work, providing a “thick description” is, thus, muenore than that. To distinguish
its account of culture as a semiotic concept, Geenlists common flaws and
mistakes concerning that concept:

. “to imagine that culture is a self-contained ‘sugganic’ reality with
forces and purposes of its own; that is to sayeify it.”

. reductionist tendencies. Consider for example tresequences of present
distorted view on Islam, as denounced by Zafer &snon an interview whose
expressive title was “The reductionism of Islam traisp™®.

. “The cognitivist fallacy—that culture consists omeéntal phenomena
which can be analyzed by formal methods similathtose of mathematics and
logic'—is as destructive of an effective use of ttecept as are the behaviourist
and idealist fallacies to which it is a misdrawnreotion.”®® This is to remind us to
be wary of defining what a group “really” thinks asttled in stone, and that

subjective realities cannot be grasped simply apglformal models and algorithms

to them.
. Mixing up the thick and the thin description
. Taking anthropological interpretations as firstardterpretations—when

they are at best second and third order interpoesat (first order refers to
interpretations by a community member living withiive particular community in
question)

. Falling into problematic models as the “Jonesudli¢he-USA
microcosmic model” or the “Easter Island-is-a-tegtcase natural experiment

model.”

8 Ivi, p.12
8 http://www.qantara.de/webcom/show_article.php/78/4nr-226/i.html
8 Geertz, cit., p.12
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In Geertz’s words, “culture is not a power, sonregtito which social events,
behaviours, institutions, or processes can caudmlyattributed; it is a context,
something within which [interworked systems of doumable signs] can be
intelligibly—that is, thickly—described”. Exploringulture as a result consists in an
attempt to uncover “the degree to which [an acipmeaning varies according to
the pattern of life by which it is informed”. Whiatay be above all relevant to social
sciences is that “understanding a people’s cukxmoses theinormalnesswvithout
reducing theiparticularity.”®

The direction to which Geertz and other scholarshpd, is the appreciation
of social actions as larger than themselves, aakspg to larger issues, and vice
versa, because “they are made¥o"lt is not against a body of uninterpreted data,
radically thinned descriptions, that we must meastine cogency of our
explications, but against the power of the scieniifnagination to bring us into
touch with the lives of stranger¥” Gaining access to the conceptual world of
foreign cultures, the goal of a semiotic approactoiseek communication with their
subjects. Not being cultural theory its own mastteshould be appreciated that the
generality thick description “contrives to achieg@wws out of the delicacy of its
distinctions, not the sweep of its abstractions.) (The essential task of theory
building here is not to codify abstract regulastieut to make thick description
possible, not to generalize across cases but tergiéere within them > Cultural
theory does not claim to predict, but eventuaByaihalysis may anticipate evolution.
Decisively, “Our double task is to uncover the agtoal structures that inform our
subjects’ acts, the ‘said’ of social discourse, amdonstruct a system of analysis in
those terms. What is generic to those structurbat Wwelongs to them because they
are what they are, will stand out against the otleterminates of human behaviour.
In ethnography, the office of theory is to providevocabulary in which what
symbolic action has to say about itself—that isyualihe role of culture in human

life—can be expressed”

O |vi, p.14
% |vi, p.23
2 |vi,p.16
% |vi, pp.25-26
% |vi, p.27
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Political science may not be satisfied with merescdption or even
explanations: it includes the search for causalalsées crossing events and the
attempt to determine their predictive value. We ldoinerefore ask what is the
import of Geertz’s arguments for political studeesd how cultural analysis and its
infinite variables should be used. Do “thick destian”, “interpretation” and
“meaning” have any utility from which political sties and social institutions can
gain something? In my opinion the answer is, evigepositive. In order to grasp
reality and deal with social phenomena, an undedstg of the underlying
mechanisms is essential. For example, power armbaiy central political features
of social organization, may be properly defined dhneoretically and practically
handled only if we are able to appreciate theircfioming as discursive
constructions of given societies. Religion, a plmeeoon that is spreading again in
the political arena after having been challengeds&olong, may be better dealt with
if properly framed in context. Facing the pervasp@sence of communication
technologies in contemporary life, the necessity ahultidisciplinary approach to
politics became even more stringent.

Since the beginning, cultural evolutionism andlleemeneutic understanding
of culture stood in the field as an advantagedtjposio challenge (and eventually
defeat) a degenerationist approach with pessimibhocentric and racist imports.
Following degenerationism, for decades the storjwahan culture has been told
postulating that in the origin there was an “higttilture, then some cultures
“degenerated” to “lower” levels while others *“roseto “higher” ones.
Degenerationism was grounded on religion (refernmparticular to the story of the
Tower of Babel in the Book of Genesis), but it hastable implications and could
therefore be rejected applying reason to empieealence. Its defeat constituted a
great step toward equality. Science never claimaiogy, but the accumulated
anthropological knowledge, available already in 3,86provided Tylor with
sufficient evidence to put degenerationist ideddeas\s he showed, “high” cultures
most probably originated in a situation similarthat of the “low” cultures that we
can still observe somewhere in the world. No evegerould be found that the latter
were “degenerations” from “higher” state of cultlire

% Tylor, E.B,Researches into the Early History of Mankind arel Erevelopment of Civilization
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What we find is an overwhelming support for the dasion that only in the
last ten-fifteen thousands years some humans dtarganizing their living in
complex and larger societies. In the beginning msnkved in small, nomadic
bands, surviving gathering wild food sources andting. From these small units
social evolution begun, culture transformed in sotmaes and places and
consequently societies grew into villages, chiefdpmations and empires, for
reasons that are still investigated. Anyway, inwad the ingenuity and durability of
foraging culture, adding contemporary findings angdew understanding of popular
culture, it does not make sense any longer tohesedtegories of “high” and “low”
culture. This terminology is patently loaded witthreocentrism, when the culture
we refer to as “high” is our own. While anthropakig do not use this vocabulary
anymore, politicians still exploit it in their spehees for its rhetorical appeal.

Tylor expressed optimism in the ability of scient® illuminate what
remained obscure to his view. He encouraged furtksearch in ancient social
evolution, “not merely as a matter of curious resieabut as an important practical
guide to the understanding of the present and trepisg of the future, the
investigation of the early development of civilimet must be pushed on zealously.
Every possible avenue of knowledge must be exp)aeery door tried to see if it is
open. No kind of evidence need be left untouchedhenscore of remoteness or
complexity, of minuteness or triviality. The tendgrof modern enquiry is more and
more towards the conclusion that if law is anywhéres everywhere. To despair of
what a conscientious collection and study of fawts/ lead to, and to declare any
problem insoluble because difficult and far offdistinctly to be on the wrong side
in science; and he who will choose a hopeless @k set himself to discover the
limits of discovery®®. As modern Ulysses, we are implored by the present

contingency to push the border of knowledge toweaw limits.
1.4 InterCulture
Recently, a new huge family of terms and conceptstaining the word

“culture” appeared as a product of global commuroaca of migrations flows, of

the diversification of the ethnic composition dditst populations and the subsequent

% Tylor, E.B. cit. 1924 (orig. 1871) p.24
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change in the traditional space borders of indi@idand social experience. To cope
with the rapid alteration of context, terms as multural, multiculturalism,
interculture, intercultural, interculturality, csultural, transcultural, and others,
have been used; each of these expressions carriEsaiptive or prescriptive
content referring to a possible understanding atetpretation of a relation between
cultures on a national, supranational, interindigid or communitarian lev&l
Their use in common language is imprecise and exhgconfusing; even supposed
specialists, that is, scholars of social scientas] to make a promiscuous use of
them. Their overlap is not only a problem of misewrstanding or ignorance; it may
be explained as a consequence of the very fluidfityneanings and the sudden
appearance of the described phenomena on socialrszs".

The most common terms, and the most relevant famodeatic praxis in
Ricca’'s understanding, are “multicultural” and @ntultural” and their varying
declinations. As | said, each of these terms mayubed in a descriptive or
prescriptive acceptation. In its descriptive acagph the adjective multicultural
simply refers to the simultaneous presence in tames territory or to the
communicative circle of individuals belonging to mothan a culture. A
“multicultural society” would therefore be a conte® which social exchanges are
characterized by cultural difference. In its prgdore acceptation “multicultural”
points to multiplicity, implicating difference. Hedifference is not simply taken as
a fact, a datum, but it is emphasized as a valusetpreserved. Cultures are thus
described as separate universes incapable of oealpntegration, or better still,
integration is interpreted as a disvalue, a negatimd disrupting end, inevitably
conducing to the erosion, if not the total loss,coftural identity®. From this
prescriptive interpretation emerged the term “neulturalism”, defining policies
oriented by the normative assumption that cultditiérences should be valued and
perpetuated and that the fusion of original culthexitages must be reduced to the
lesser extent possible. Multiculturalism is therefoantithetic to cultural
mediatiort®.

“Intercultural” presents a double interpretationvead!. In the descriptive one,
it refers to the inescapable relativity of cultui@tors flourishing in social relations:

9 Ricca, M.Oltre Babele. Codici per una democrazia intercuder p. 7
98 H
Ibidem
% Ricca, M., cit., p. 8
190 hidem
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relating to another determines a more relative stance, a shift frora’omown
exclusive point of view. In a multicultural contekie actual presence and contiguity
of individuals from other cultures create conditianfactors operant also on the
representatives of hegemonic or autochthonousreultn certain sectors of social
life this process may lead to interdependence.|l&ivestic position may thus be the
starting point to involve thetherinto communicative relations oriented toward the
fulfilment of a practical goal. From practical gealthe interculturality is then
elevated from the communicative level to that oflatmration, resulting in a
mediation of strategies of behaviour. The intdroal mediation emerging from
this process is limited, topical, circumscribedtbg initial scopes to be realized and
can be characterised as unreflective. This meaatsde factoagents act in an
intercultural way, but the involved subjects do not consciousigceive it in the
terms of a reflection upon one’s own cultural idgntits validity, congruity and
effectiveness of assumptions. Explaining the presee dimension of the term,
Ricca describes “intercultural” aspmoject-word®; in this case it is employed to
indicate “the creation of an organic code of comitaition” and of a practice for the
management of relations between subjects coming #ifferent cultures. Defining
the contents of this communicative code requiresrgain degree of relativism and
mediation of the universes of discourse and of ¢benprehensive context of
meaning generated by the different cultures. Thdiatien of an exclusive point of
view for practical goals is replaced by the seantha platform of equivalence
between meanings, values, ends that articulateritiee sphere of different cultural
knowledge. Therefore “prescriptive interculture’edanot refer to a static reality but
rather points to the necessity of triggering a psscof comprehension, translation

and dialogic negotiation between cultural univemes their social projectiotf§

%0 vi, p. 9
1921vi, p. 10
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Chapter Il
Relating to the Other

2.1 Symbolic communication: language and cooperatio

Making a very long story short, we might say thait bistory as humans begun
thousands of years ago. Previously, the Earth heen linhabited by various
creatures and even by an animal very similar to Rifferent kinds of Homo
struggled over territory and resources without ileguraces of creativity until the
first appearance of thdomo sapiensSince then, manufactured inventions started
proliferating. This new animal managed to exterrt@nather competing groups and
established its primacy in the evolutionary chés remaining the only species of
Homo present on earth. The whole actual population sofrean that same branch
of the evolutionary tree. The physical structure tbese new men did not
differentiate very much from the stupid ancesttirs,only relevant difference being
the dimensions of the brain. What distinguishes #pecies is the invention of a
symbolic language. In the perspective of evolytisome selective advantage
fostered that development. Many ideas have beempopenl to explain the
evolutionary force that brought language among msnahis was the main theme
discussed at the Altenberg conference on the Beolaf Communication Systems.
The major proposals have been that “(1) languageg$®¥rwith it the ability to
convey information about prey or other food or abdangers of different sorts; (2)
it is a result of sexual selectioff (3) language replaces the social grooming found
in monkeys and apes as an instrument for buildo@dittons and other social bonds
(the so called "gossip theory” proposed by Durt3rpr (4) language is a "mother

tongue” that evolved among kin for "honest” comnuation (FitcH®)” 1.

103 Sexual selection theory was proposed for the fins¢ by Darwin, in Darwin, CThe Descent of
Man and Selection in Relation to Sg¥illiam Cloves. London, 1896. p.87

1% Dunbar, R.Grooming, Gossip and the Evolution of Langua@@ambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press. 1996

19 Fitch, W. T. “Kin Selection and Mother Tongues: Meglected Component in Language
Evolution”. In D. Kimbrough Oller and Ulrike Griebéeds),Evolution of Communication Systems: A
Comparative ApproachMIT Press. Cambridge, 2004, p. 275-296

1% Gardenfors, P. Cooperation and the evolution oftsylic communication, in D. Kimbrough Oller
and Ulrike Griebel (EdsEvolution of Communication Systems: A Comparatiweréach MIT

Press. Cambridge, 2004
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In his deep exploration of human cognitidh Gardenfors found that these
suggestions, despite all the merits, do not defyisolve the problem of “why
language hasot evolved among other apes or anim&%"He doesn’t claim the
existence of a unique explanation; conversely,rgaes that there may be different
evolutionary needs that different aspects of laggualfilled. He proposed that one
important advantage of symbolic language, befo@vewy in manifold stages of
communication, is that it made it possible to coafee about future goals. Only
humans, he underlined, are able to make plansistard achievements. This being
correct, it would imply that language is beyond tlognitive reach of other species.
The primary function of symbolic communications, his understanding, would
therefore be to provide means necessary for addacmeperation. Having analysed
the cognitive and communicative prerequisites fummon referential expressions,
Gardenfors argued that “the evolutionary gain ahfpeable to communicate about
referents that are not yet present is that morarackd forms of long-term planning
become possible. However, the basis for it alhésrotion of a representatidfi®

The debate around the appropriate meaning of “septation” in the context
of high forms of cognition is far from settfél For the scope of the present,
limited, analysis of how animals and humans reprietbee surrounding world and its
phenomena, it may be sufficient to point to thetinigsion betweencued and
detachedrepresentations. “Acued representation stands for something that is
present in the current external situation of thgresenting organism. When, for
example, a particular object is categorized as ,fabé animal will then act
differently than if the same object had been caiegd as a potential mate®.

This idea does not entail any awareness on the gfattte animal; it only
assumes “that there is some generalizing factdr determines its behaviour. In

general, the represented object need not be actuasent in the actual situation,

197 See Gardenfors, Pthe Dynamics of ThougtBynthese Library , Vol. 300. 2005, addw Homo
Became Sapiens. On the evolution of thinkxford University Press, 2006

%G ardenfors, PCooperation cit.

199 Ihidem

10 Cfr. Roitblat, H.L. “The meaning of representationanimal memory”. Behavioral and Brain
Sciences 5:1982. pp 353-372; Vauclair, J., “Printatgnition: From representation to language”. In:
Language and Intelligence in Monkeys and A@agker ST, Gibson KR, Eds). Cambridge University
Press. Cambridge, 1990. Pp. 312-329; Gardenfor& ued and detached representations in animal
cognition”. Behavioural Processes 36:1996. pp 2B3-2Grush, R. “The architecture of
representation”. Philosophical Psychology 10: 1$§75-23

1 Gardenfors, PCued and detached representations in animal cagmiehavioural Processes 36.
Pp. 263-273. 1996
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but it must have been triggered by something ineeemt situation. Delayed
responses, in the behaviourist's sense, are alsedban cued representations
according to this characterization”. Conversetletachedepresentations may stand
for objects or events that are neither preserfiéncurrent situation nor triggered by
some recent situation. A memory of something tlaat lze evoked independently of
the context where the memory was created wouldroexample of a detached
representation. Similarly, consider a chimpanzeeo vgerforms the following
sequence of actions: walks away from a termite hittaks a twig, peels its leaves
off to make a stick, returns to the termite hilhdauses the stick to “fish” for
termites. This behaviour seems impossible to emplaless it is assumed that the
chimp has a detached representation of a stickitanagse”. Even if there may be
degrees of detachment, and the border betweenankdetached representations is
often vague, this distinction between the two mé&ypes is instrumentally useful to
focus our attention to key features of the repregiemal form$*2

Detached representations may have an enormous tievalty advantage
comparing to cued ones, as Craik notedThe nature of explanatior'lf the
organism carries a ‘small-scale model’ of extenmllity and of its own possible
actions within its head, it is able to try out wars alternatives, conclude which are
the best of them, react to future situations befoey arise, utilize the knowledge of
past events in dealing with the present and futame, in every way to react on a
much fuller, safer and more competent manner t@thergencies which face it**
The representational power of this “small-scale efbduite obviously increased
our chances for survival. Gardenfors refers tith the pregnant expressiomfier
world”, whose tentative definition would be “the collecti of all detached
representations of the animal and their interrefeti. While many animals seem to

have inner world*, probably unconsciously employed, the history bfigsophy

112 A caveatconcerning the use of the notion of representdtiarborrowing from Géardenfors is that

it does not imply any ontological claims. Reprea@ohs here are not meant to possess any kind of
reality status, they are rather to be intendedha@sretical terms in a standard conception of pbpby

of science, they are theoretical idealizations. (8ineed, JThe Logical Structure of Mathematical
Physics Reidel. Dordrecht, 1971). In a way similar to rfes” in Newtonian mechanics,
representations are introduced to predict and axglapirical generalizations (cfr. Lachman, R. and
Lachman, J.L. Memory representations in animals: Some metathieatessues. Behavioral and
Brain Sciences 5:1982. pp 380-381)

113 Craik, K., The Nature of ExplanatiotCambridge University Press. 1943. p.61

114 Following Dennett (Dennett, IXinds of Minds Basic Books. New York 1996) animals may be
distinguished in Popperian beings (those with inmerlds) and Skinnerian beings (those who learn
by trial-and-error and conditioning).
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testify the immense effort on the side of men tadarstand its own mental
construction processes. Long before Kant we statepliries to comprehend how
we orient ourselves in thinking (and recently scientists are disclosing new
perspectives). Featuring an inner world broughthim evolutionary chain the huge
advantages of freeing animals from the risks dl-aind-error behaviour while
trying to solve a problem. “Actions are driven by mternally represented goal
rather than directly by the external world”, Jeaodenoted'®. Thus the animal can
simulate alternative actions to foresee and evaltrair consequences exploiting its
inner world; these simulations allow him to perfotine most appropriate action in
the external environmerit. The success of this delicate operation, that & $ense

a form of translation, depends on the matching betwthe inner and the outer
world. In the long run, the pressure of evolutignaelection (the progress of
science, | would say) should produce an adequatespondence between the inner
and the outer world. “Reality is a hard shore agfaivhich the wave-borne dreamer
strands”, wrote Norwegian poet Olav Haugen.

The possibility to envision goals, actions and egugnces made planning
possible. Studying animal behaviour, ethologiststbthat certain animals are able
of planning™*® but only to cope with current needs: their mofivatarises from a
present state of the body. Oakley recalled the cdse'Sultan, the chimpanzee
observed by Kohler, was capable of improvising g0l certain situations. Tool
making occurred only in the presence of a visilelard, and never without it. In
the chimpanzee the mental range seems to be litotpoesent situations, with little
conception of past or futurg®. From Sultan stage, we are supposedly differentiat

for a cognitive capacity that seems an exclusivesture of man: what Gutz calls

115 Kant, I.What is orientation in thinking?

116 Jeannerod, MThe representing brain, neural correlates of matention and imagery

Behavioral and Brain Sciences 17.1994. pp 187-202

Y7 Cfr. Grush, R. The architecture of representatioRhilosophical Psychology 10:1997. pp.5-23)
and Barsalou, L.W. (Perceptual symbol systems. #etal and Brain Sciences 22:1997. pp 577-609)
118 See e. g. Ellen, P., Thinus-Blanc, C.( (e@spnitive Processes and Spatial Orientation in Axim
and Man: Volume |. Experiment@lnimal Psychology and Ethology. Martinus Nijhoff lishers
Dordrecht, 1987. Chapters 5, 7, 8 and 9); Gulz(“Ahe Planning of Action as a Cognitive and
Biological Phenomenon”. Lund University Cognitiveu8ies 2,Lund, 1991. pp. 58-61); Hauser, M.
(Wild Minds: What Animals Really Thinkllen Lane. London, 2002. Chapter 4)

119 0akley, K.P. On man's use of fire, with commemtiganl-making and hunting. In: Social Life of
Early Man (Washburn, S.L., ed.), Aldine Publishidgmpany, Chicago, 1961. p. 187
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“anticipatory planning*®.

Different experiments showed that human childremfiaround the age of two
years start overcoming apes planning limitationse Tcognitive difficulty in
planning for future needs is related to the repred®ns required. As Gardenfors
noted, “when planning in order to satisfy curremeds, one must be able to
represent actions and their consequences, and teyndee the value of the
consequences in relation to the needs one hasaamtbment. But no detached
representation of that need is required. To plarfuture needs, on the other hand,
one must also be able to represent these poteetals (and to understand that some
of them will arise)”. Imaging future wishes and mténg for their attainment is

ability that ethologists could not find in any otfemimal than maré*

2.2 From Signals, through Symbols, toward Language

The simulation of actions in the inner world in erdto plan does not
necessarily presuppose language, so it is prolzaldyecomer on the evolutionary
scene. Gardenfors underlined that language refansery intricate inner world and
to clarify this point introduce a distinction bewvetwo tools of communication:
signals and symbols. “The fundamental differencéwben them is thathe
reference of a symbol is a detached representatitnile a signal refers to a cued
representatiori’?> Sinha describes their role giving a diverse bumpatible
account: “Whereas a communicative signal can beedeas an instruction (perhaps
coded) tobehave the use of symbols involves two emergent propenteference
andconstrual”*?® These emerging properties of symbols approxinatguage as it
consists exactly of symbols that can be used ter ref absent things. Hockett
introduced this idea with his notion of “displacertié®* and Glasersfeld articulated
the point: “We can talk not only about things thet¢ spatially or temporally remote,
but also about things that have no location in spatd never happen at all (...) In

order to become a symbol, the sign must be detafrioed input. What the sign

120 Gulz, A.The Planning of Action as a Cognitive and Biologighenomenon_und: Lund

University Cognitive Studies. Lund, 1991

121 bidem

122 Gardenfors, PCooperation cit.

123 Sjnha, C. The Evolution of Language: From SigtalSymbols to System. In D. Kimbrough Oller
and Ulrike Griebel (eds.) Evolution of Communicationsgms: A comparative approach. MIT
Press, Cambridge. 2004. p. 220

124 Hockett, C.FThe origin of speectScientific American 203(3). 1960. Pp. 88-96.
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signifies, i.e., its meaning, has to be availablegardless of the contextual
situation?>.

Achieved thanks to symbols, linguistic communicatiavith few exceptions,
differs from animal communication. As Sjolander kips: “Clearly, if you live in
the present, communicating mainly about how yoli d@€ what you want to do in
the moment, the biological signals inherent in eagecies are sufficient. A
language is needed only to communicate your inteamesentation of what could
be, what has been, and of those things and happetiat are not present in the
vicinity.”*?° In order for communication through symbols to tpkace the listeners
must have corresponding references in their inratds, the outer condition being
irrelevant. The reference to the context is whstirtguishes other animals from us
humans. Bees and apes performances may be imgebsivthey are not able to
use symbols in a truly detached way. Conversdlya aery early stage human
children begin to use language in commenting onamatives, totally outside a
context of request’ As Vauclair noted “the use of symbols by apeddsaly tied
to the achievement of immediate goals, becausestheents occur in the context of
behaviour on their object$?® This confirm Gulz' conclusion that humans are the
only anticipatory planners. As long as we know,sapever told a story by the

campfire.

2.3 Signifying common goals

Going deeper in the exploration of the origins ob-operation and
communication, following Brinck and Gardenfors neswuction'* it emerges that
the reason why animals (and humans) cooperate iatthinment of common goals.
Evidence can be found among ants and bees thatsawgte animals, cooperating,

build complex societies, but they differ from us their cooperation is purely

125\/on Glasersfeld, E. Linguistic communication: theand definition. In: Language Learning by a
Chimpanzee: The LANA Project (Rumbaugh DM, ed), deraic Press.New York. p. 64

126 gjslander, S. “Some cognitive breakthroughs ineelution of cognition and consciousness, and
their impact on the biology of language”. Evolutiand Cognition 3.1993. Pp. 5-6

127 Cfr. Tomasello, M.The Cultural Origins of Human CognitiorHarvard University Press.
Cambridge, 1999

128 \yauclair, J. Primate cognition: From representatimfanguage. Intanguage and Intelligence in
Monkeys and Apg®arker, S.T., Gibson, K.R. eds). Cambridge UmitePress. Cambridge, 1990. p.
319

129 Brinck, I., Gardenfors, PCo-operation and communication in apes and humansed University
Cognitive Studies 88. Lund, 2001
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instinctive. Lacking a detached representationhef doal they are cooperating for,
they cannot move forward creating new aims. Theybably do not need this
faculty, as available collaboration is sufficieatdope with the actual environment.
To reach a detached goal, distant in time or splacecooperative action to take
place, it is crucial to produce a common represemaThe authors therefore evoke
symbolic communication as a requirement for therdioation of the inner worlds
of the individuals involved in cooperation aboutatded goals (whose value has to
be established by each individual estimating pdssitcomes). With its intricate
structure of general and interrelated meanings,dmlanguage assumes the role of
prototype example of a symbolic communication systé manifestly paved the
way for long-term, future-oriented cooperation.

An ancestral attitude (summed up in the Italiantmtietter an egg today than
a chicken tomorrow”) has been confirmed by the erpents of Boysen and
Bernston’s with chimpanzees, highlighting a commddficulty in giving up a good
in possession for a future more precious'&heérhe possibilities offered by the
linguistic medium gave humans the enormous advantddreeing them from the
immediate goals present in the environment, thaglieg them to progress in the
evolutionary path. Cognitive scholars tend to pnes that cooperation about future
goals and symbolic communication co-evof’adThe use of representations as
stand-ins for actual or imagined entities is theidaf language and replaced the use
of environmental cues in communication. It becamssgple for humans to form an
idea of what they desire and communicate theirdhtaito others by language. We
canshare a visionand this is an extraordinary leap forward! Onoaarete level,
sharing visions about common goals allowed thertsffof community members to
be coordinate in order to reach benefits forratbived. Other visions, the authors
underlined, “are more abstract and distant andr theiential values are hard to
assess. Many religions promise a heaven after déatbu just behave according to
certain norms. Such a vision is a temptation toynamen though it is impossible to
know whether it can be fulfilled. An eloquent lea@dan depict enticing goals and
convince the supporters to make radical sacrifiegen though the visionary goals

are extremely uncertain”.

130 Boysen, S,, Bernston, G. “Responses to quantiéycgptual versus cognitive mechanisms in
chimpanzees (Pan troglodytes)”. Journal of ExpemiadePsychology and Animal Behavior Processes
21.1995. P. 82-86

131 Cfr. The so-called "ratchet effect" discussed byn@sello (cit.,1999), pp. 37-40
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Brinck and Gardenfors theory, according to which fact that humans can
represent future goals and the inner worlds ofrstheake them uniquely equipped
for symbolic communication, is compatible with athmerspectives on language
development. Fitch "mother tongue hypothesis” affihat it is more frequent that
common goals exist among kin than among non-kmsttuation in which common
goals exist fosters “honest” communication, “therefit is more likely that a system
of symbolic references develops in a kin group tl@ana group of unrelated
individuals”. Overcoming deception, cooperation sttntes also for Fitch an
essential feature for the evolution of languagee Tmother tongue hypothesis”
weakness lays in its incapacity to account foruhguenes®f humans’ symbolic
language. In a similar way, “gossip theory” is wsebut not fully satisfying,
according to Gardenfors. In his famous 1996 B&oRunbar proposed a theory of
language building on the correlation between thmedisions of the cortex of
primates and their group size. According to hiswisocial bonding requires time
and mental effort proportioned to the largenesthefgroups. The growth of human
brains would thus be a consequence of the fact ¢batogical factors pushed
hominids to live in larger groups. The bonding @evof social grooming became
insufficient roughly in the same time in which tHemo sapiens arrived. According
to Dunbar language emerged as an efficient meamariibe reason why it did not
happen between apes is that they did not sufferstime pressure toward group
enlargement. Gardenfors accept this argumentbltdeeper for an explanation of
our uniqueness. To understand why chimpanzees’ conmation did not evolve in
language he suggest to take into account the ¢asedanguage device in terms of
required brain capacity: “The fact that humans, dpgarently no other species, can
represent future goals and the inner worlds ofrsthmake us uniquely prepared for
symbolic communication. These features, which aeessary for the cooperative
benefits of symbolic language, clearly presume lastauntial brain capacity going

beyond that of other primates?

132 Dunbar, R.Grooming, Gossip and the Evolution of Languadarvard University Press.
Cambridge, 1996
133 Gardenfors, PCooperation cit

55



2.4 Evolving communication

“When an animal (or a human) communicates, it wastsnething from
another individual (even if it is only recognitiaf its existence). In this sense, all
communication is a sign of failure. If everybodypleased with the situation, then

there is no need for communicatidf*

Some reflections on the start of communication @@rsthe communicative
act itself and the context in which it take plasen@ore relevant than the expressive
form of the act>®> From an evolutionary point of view the fundamergapects of
language to be taken into consideration are thgnpatic ones. It took time before
communicative acts evolved in speech acts, became waried and eventually
conventionalized. Only when their contents finallgtached from the immediate
context, the possible meanings of the acts couldabalyzed andsemantic
considerations became salient. Later on linguisbenmunication grew into a
combinatorially richer and more conventionalizedtsyn, it thus became necessary
to introduce certain markersyntax to disambiguate the communicative content.
According to this view on the evolutionary orderlioiguistic functions, pragmatic
and semantic features would be the primary oneslevdyntax is supposed to
emerge subsequently to express the subtlest aspeaemmunication. On the
contrary, following the Chomskian school, mainstndanguistic studies considered
syntax as the primary study object of linguistiasly when grammar is not enough
semantic features are added, while pragmaticsiumeis a sort of wastebasket for
context and what else is left over. It seems promgiso agree with Gardenfors,
when he express the necessity to explore the @wolof communication starting
from pragmatics; only then it is possible to apmescthe evolution of semantics and
syntax. To support his position that pragmatics edimst, he points out that “most
human cognitive functions had been chiseled outmlution before the advent of
language. | submit that language would not be ptessvithout all these cognitive
capacities, in particular having a theory of mimil &eing able to represent future
goals”. Other researchers contested that, on theary, it is human thinking that

134 |pa;
Ibidem

135 Cfr. Winter, S.Expectations and Linguistic Meaningund: Lund University Cognitive Studies.

Lund, 1998. Introduction.
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cannot exist in its full sense without language #ngs it is language the cause of
sophisticated thinking (as for example conceptsfiion)>®. But as Tomasello puts
it, seeing language as a cause of human thinkingduoe like seeing money as a
cause of human economits There has always been trading among humans, but a
monetary system made pre-existing economic traisecmore efficient and allow
their expansion. In a similar way, before they hddnguage, hominids have always
been communicating, but only thanks to languagewkedge could be efficiently
exchanged. Carrying the analogy further, as th@dloiction of money in a society
initially produces a quite stable system of pridesguage bring individuals to share
a quite stable system of meanings. Meanings argdhis of the inner world that
communicators exchange between them; consequenttpnamon structure of
individuals’ inner world has been fostered by laagel Studies from other
disciplines support this view on the regulatory erobf language. Robotic
experiments and a wide array of computer simulatidemonstrated how iterated
interactions between artificial agents create adlstaommunicative system: these
systems emerge spontaneously, without anyone deiegn rules for the
communicatior®®. “A general finding of the experiments is that there "speakers”
and “"hearers” are involved in communication abdu¢ same outer world, the
stronger is the convergence of the reference ofiloeds” that are used and the
faster the convergence is attained. Still, differédialects” in the simulated
community often emerg&®.

Gardenfors examination of semantics tends to viewsi conventionalized
pragmatics, therefore his concerns shifted to tgnitive structure of the semantic
conventions. Part of the answer may be found inatlea of cognitive semantié$
according to which words’ meanings are a sort ofdje schemas” in the heads of

people. A semantic theory needs to account forctheial passage in which our

1% See Dennett, DConsciousness Explainekttle, Brown and Company. Boston, 1991

37 Tomasello, MThe Cultural Origins of Human Cognitio€it. p. 96

138 Cfr. Hurford, J. “The evolution of language anddaages”. InThe Evolution of Cultur¢Dunbar,
R., Knight, C., Power, C., eds), Edinburgh Univigr§tress. Edinburgh, 1999. pp 173-193; Kirby, S.
Function, Selection and Innateness: The Emergericeanguage UniversalsOxford University
Press. Oxford,1999; Steels, L. “Social and cultutabdrning in the evolution of human
communication”. In D. Kimbrough Oller and Ulrike i@bel (eds.)Evolution of Communication
Systems: A comparative approadMIT Press, Cambridge. 2004.

139 Gardenfors, PCooperation cit.

140 Cfr. Lakoff, G.Women, Fire, and Dangerous Thing$ie University of Chicago Press. Chicago,
1987; Langacker, R.WFoundations of Cognitive Grammar, Val.Btanford University Press.
Stanford, 1987
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individual inner world representations become cotie®al meaning, clarifying
how language can assist us in sharing visions @titlers. For identifying referents
that are present in the environment, indexicalectet reference, such as pointing,
may prove sufficient. In the case of cooperativencwnication about detached
goals, especially future ones, it is indeed necgdsabe able to refer to distant or
even not yet existing object: non-present referantgeneral therefore demand from
communicators a more sophisticated representakiityaThis capacity differ from
Steels "guessing game” experiments (and Wittgemistédnguage games) in which
speakers and hearers are only concerned with fbation of appropriate referents
among particular present objects.

Following Olson, Winter and Gardenfdtsthree main stages of abstraction
may be identified in the process of communicatiord ahe establishment of
referential expressions. These stages correspondni@s, nouns and adjectives. At
each passage we bear a cost in terms of memory,tfieueffort of sharing inner
worlds must be understood as improving the benefits efficient communication.
Each object we perceive and communicate about ibetamagined as a point
immersed in a conceptual space (consisting of mwsr‘quality dimensions” that
are properties of the object, such as colour, siaape, texture, sound) that provide
a framework. This framework, in which inner worltividual representations fall,
may be structured in different ways so there maynbammediate possibility to

compare them. In this case chances to share knga/i&aviously decrease.
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* Fig. 2 Here we can see how names single out a urégreferent

141 Olson, D.R. “Language and thought — aspects ofgmitiwe theory of semantics”. Psychological
Review 77: 1970. Pp. 257-273; Gardenfors, P., Wir8g Evolving social constraints on individual
conceptual representations.und University Cognitive Studies. Lund, 1998; Geémfors, P.
Conceptual Spaces: The Geometry of Thoudh. Press. Cambridge, 2000
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In figure 1 the points (representing propertieshaf objects) may move in the
conceptual space, as these properties can chahgepdints may also appear and
disappear in the representing space reflecting ctbjexistence. Imagining a
communicative dyad in which each individual posssdsis own conceptual space
and a private set of representational points, s firoblem arises when a speaker
wants to make the hearer identify a particular cbjg symbolic languagaames
achieve exactly this task picking out a particutdject in the broader space, as
represented in figure 2. “If both participants a$ate the same name with the same
external object, then the hearer can identify thea that the speaker intends. It
should be noted that the naming mechanism puteaquirement on the alignment of
the conceptual spaces of the communicating indalgjubut only that their inner
worlds contain an appropriate referent for the ramkhis mechanism for
identifying a common referent works only when bettmmunicators have some
acquaintance with the named object and make the saBociation; for a name to be
established it is necessary a stable context irchwhntities are present in front of
speakers. Given that the two kinds of long-standingjties in the evolutionary
context are people and places, it has been speduladt language at its first stages
consisted of names for people and places and wiefising their relation$?
Bickerton would call this communicative system aotplanguage***

To identify objects there cannot be named we needdve to a second level
of abstraction within the set of points in the ogptvial space, building on the
fundamental assumption that the world is not randalofects’ properties tend to go
together. When we follow the evolution of humamking we find a precious
predisposition to detect such correlations of progg** This ability may be the
result of an evolutionary pressure: our perceptimingatural external objects show
many correlations of quality dimension and we pesgively developed the
capability to discover them.

142 Cfr. Dunbar, (cit. 1996) and Worden, R.Prifnate Social IntelligenceCognitive Science 20: 579-
616. 1996)

143 Bjckerton, D. Language and Speciedniversity of Chicago Press. Chicago, 1990

144 Cfr. Kornblith, H. (nductive Inference and Its Natural Ground: An Bssa Naturalistic
Epistemology MIT Press. Cambridge, 1993); Holland, J.H., HalyoK.J., Nisbett, R.E., Thagard,
P.R. (Induction: Processes of Inference, Learning, anscbvery MIT Press. Cambridge, 1995)
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Fig.3 A noun corresponds to a cluster of correlategroperties.

Correlations may be seen as a cluster of pointsarconceptual space (figure
3). Unlike the points representing single objebts may move or disappear as their
properties change, the cluster will remain stakbeis constituting a much more
reliable reference of words than the single objetMsreover, it is easier that
individual have similar clusters thus making untirding more likely. Individuals
who interact with same kinds of object and shamosoultural practices will have
no difficulties in matching their clusters and etwexly identify the object of
collaboration. The main linguistic tools to refera cluster are nouns. A noun refers
to a point representing a possible object thattfans as a stand-in for the entire
cluster. This stand-in point (the white star inufig 3), function as thprototypeof
the cluster. Nouns and names basically share time ggammatical function. The
speaker indicates by using a noun what elementiseirtluster she is talking about
(by default a prototypical element), and this ienfenough for the hearer to identify
the appropriate object in the context. Objectsedéftiate fundamentally from
prototypes as, in principle, the latter may be mfinite number of objects with
diverse combination of properties; on average, wekwnly with a small number of
clusters and their relative prototypes. The restifocusing on nouns has been the

“discretization*®

of the space, which is also a necessary feature ttie

development of a finite vocabulary. Even if a ptgpe is represented as a central
point in the cluster associated with a noun (ardetore do not need existing object
anybody has encountered), it will be automaticafigigned the properties correlated

to that particular region of the conceptual sp&dentioning a noun generates the

195 petitot, J. “Morphodynamics and the categoricateption of phonological units”. Theoretical
Linguistics 15. 1989. p. 27
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expectationof these properties: if | say “bird” you will noaity expect something
small, flying, singing and building nests. An indival conceptual space in which
objects are represented is structured in diffelagydrs of clusters. The space may be
partitioned more or less finely, but a trend canfdaend that tends to privilege the
generation obasic categories!® Generally, the set of clusters that is chosends th
one that provides the most “economic” way of piniing the world. The choice of
the setting is influenced by many factors, espBciay the practices of a given
community, and its economic efficiency tend to cade also with the learnability as
demonstrated by the fact that the basic categarethe first learned by children.

Nouns partition the conceptual space at a verychasgel and the use of nouns
necessitates that speaker and hearer share treseafations of the same cluster.
Comparing to acquaintance with the same individualsded to use names, this is
not a severe assumption; still it can in some odsateestrict the communicative
capacities as for example in the case in which dess of objects the
communicators are facing fall under the same ndondentify an object for which
the speaker has no name there are two solutiorstefarential issue may be solved
introducing what Gardenfors called “a finer levéoanularity” in the identification
of clusters. The result of this strategy is theadtiction ofsubordinatenouns, as for
example spelling Volvo instead of car. In the logfccognitive economy the same
discourse made for names is valid: a larger nurabsubordinate nouns demands a
richer memory. The expense in memory must be jadtifn terms of benefits
obtained in terms of problem solving. De facto waymobserve that to be an expert
of something means to deal with a high number bbsilinate concepts, that is, to
have a “finely partitioned set of clusters”.

An alternative strategy for identification is to wa to a third level of
abstraction to distinguish the points within a tdusHaving a cluster determined by
correlated features, we identify a property thagsdoot co-vary with the others. This
is a fundamental generative mechanism for the démes of communication. In
natural language the domains that are singled puhis process are expressed by

adjectives®’.

%1 the sense of prototype theory. See for examptch, E. “Prototype classification and logical
classification: the two systems”. In: Scholnik, {d.),New Trends in Cognitive Representation:
Challenges to Piaget’s Theoryawrence Erlbaum Associates. Hillsdale. 19787 8p86.

147 Givon, T.Syntax — a Functional-Typological Introduction, V&l John Benjamins. Amsterdam.
1984
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Fig 4 Adjective example: the colour dimension

In the logic of cognitive economy the most usefljeatives are the ones that
may be applied to the largest number of objectsirfely such as those defining the
dimension of colour or size. To combine a noun amd adjective is a more
economic strategy than using subcategories of n@amgy combination they
multiply their referential power. Adjectives areghly valuable in the cognitive
economy of communication. When multiple potentieferents are present in a
given communicative context, speakers generallyvsizobe very skilled in picking
up the maximally informative dimension within thiister representing the noun.
The use of adjectives presupposes a closer alignofethe conceptual space of
communicators, a higher level of abstraction, thdhe cost of sharing dimensions.
Studies of children language tend to support theaidhat adjectives, as
communication tools, require more abstraction thames and nouns: “There is a
dimensionalization of the knowledge system. (...) Children’s early word
acquisitions suggest such a trend. Among the Wstds acquired by children are
the names for basic categories — categories sudbgandchair, which seem well
organized by overall similarities. Words that refersuperordinate categories (e.g.,
animal) are not well organized by overall similarity, atite words that refer to
dimensional relations themselves (e.ged or tall) appear to be understood
relatively late.**®

The dimensional structure of the representationseigged by social
interactions would tend to have the smaller possimimber of values, as the
common polarity pairs of dimensional adjectives destrate (tall-short, light-heavy
etc.). According to Freyd the fact that knowleddpwt the world is shared in a

language community restrains individual represémat’’. In her account the

148 Smith, L.B. “From global similarities to kinds ofnsilarities — the construction of dimensions in
development”. In; Similarity and Analogical Reasmpi(Vosniadou S, Ortony A, eds), p. 146-178.
Cambridge University Press. Cambridge. 1989. p.59

149 Freyd,J.“Shareability: the social psychology ofsé@inology”. Cognitive Science 7. 1983 p. 191-
210
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reason why the structural properties of individudaowledge domains have
evolved is that “they provide for the most effidisharing of concepts”. The smaller
the number of values in a dimensional structurethe, more it is “shareable”.
Individuals and social structures are eternal covar absorbed by an ongoing
process of creation of shared meanings. SimulatiynSteels and others suggest
that where many communicators are simultaneousiglwed in this interplay, the
effects are magnified. In this dynamic new repnést@onal domains are available
before an explicit awareness of the domain ariies, means that in linguistic
communication a domain is exploited before indialduare able to refer to it. The
number of dimensions in which perception could hiew@ated in conceptual spaces
is potentially infinite; the class of adjectivesagen ended; these facts could create
(and often created) insuperable obstacles to tbedowtion of the inner spaces of
numerous individuals. The number of dimensions ofgdistic space is,
nevertheless, more narrow. The more relevant festur a peculiar society are
highlighted by cooperative communication and laygedpend on societal practices.
If the communicative process in a community is sgestul, the perceptual
dimensions of individuals can be shared in a comtpureading to their
stabilization. As money, language too is a soanady

2.5 The chicken and the egg?

There may be more than a few origins of the conm@@paces dimensions,
still, has we have seen, communication works asuradgmental catalyst for
geometrically structured meanings. In contrast tteeio linguistic theory accounts
that consider word classes in terms of syntactatuies, following Gardenfors’
analysis, the semantic function of word classesbieas appreciated. His arguments
imply a strong connection between cooperation amtdnsunication. Cooperation
about future goals depend to a large extent oredhiamowledge; for knowledge to
be shared a common dimensional structure is redjuibe his understanding
conceptual spaces are at the same time prereguisitand products of a successful
communication, and this may seem puzzling. Ther gdeat he made, and the most
interesting from a political perspective, is tHa¢ search of more advanced forms of
cooperation triggered a process that led to théudwea of language (and to the new

chances it introduced in human life). Studies afmah cognition that focused on
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social complexity and sophistication highlighteé tteceptive capacities of various
specie$ and a so-called Machiavellian intelligefitein many animals. Spilling
over on the domain of human cognitive studies, ehassights pushed for a
reflection on man itself. The fact that advancedpawation demanded access to
detached representations, and the capacity to share, made the efficiency of
communication a bottleneck in changing the stratesiiuation of a group. We
would not have shared visions about the future auththe aid of symbolic
communication; without a share vision we cannotvgme each other — Gardenfors
conclude - “that a future goal is worth strivingr f(...). The key question for
cooperation on the basis of symbolic communicatisnthus: How do we
communicate the detached representations of o@r worlds? In my opinion, the
emergence of sharable conceptual spaces provigefirsh steps of an answer. |
believe that the benefits of advanced cooperatiensa extensive that they are the
major evolutionary forces behind the emergencewitelic language. In this sense,

cooperation begets language”.

130 Cfr. Byrne, R.The Thinking Ape: Evolutionary Origins of Intelligee Oxford University Press.
Oxford, 1995

151 Whiten, A., Byrne, R.W. (eds)Machiavellian Intelligence Il: Evaluations and Emrstons
Cambridge University Press. Cambridge, 1997
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Chapter IlI
We / them. Media and the other

“World War Il will be a guerrilla information warwith no division between

military and civilian participation.” Marshall McLban
3.1 Conflicting news from the global village

The present society has been defined as a “glabade”, a “global theatre”,
and an “information society”. The electronic revan brought about the possibility
to spread an incredible amount of information ieatontinuously increasing in its
quantity and variety, while the pace of its trarssion becomes faster than
thinkable. These developments where reached thrtluglbroadening use of the
“old” Mass Media (papers, radio, television) anc thNew Media (Internet in
general, weblogs and social networks in particulas) Daniela Cont&? underlined
in a recent publication, actually the role anduefice of the media are huge. They
are a powerful socialization agent and offer a piad#ly unlimited flow of news and
entertainment, thus gaining a dominant positiontha setting of the political,
economical and cultural agenda and the orientatiopublic debate, both at the
national and the international level. Moreover, thedia system can contribute to
the preservation of existing power structures fkart also promote modernization
processes and reforms of a given society. They silgoify the mirror through
which the audience relates to the environment digh @mbody the only means by
which it enters in contact with other realitiesltores and societies.

Through the use of a shared system of languagebdgnand images the
Media forge a common perception of reality thatclions as a mediator between
objective reality and personal experience. Congeles that all media are implicitly
and explicitly embedded in a specific cultural-satiamilieu, they reflect a certain
set of rules and symbols, and as a result the eatuthe representations created by
them is inevitably limited and partial, corresparglito the perspective of a

particular social context.

152D, Conte| Media e lo scontro di civilta. Il mondo raccomata diverse prospettive:quale realta &
reale?, Working Paper, n. 10, 2007, Luiss Guido Carli
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The locutionglobal village made its first appearance in 1949. In his book
America and the cosmic Malyndham Lewis wrote about the earth having evolved
into a global village featuring phones, planes, health and security rarathe
globe™?. His friend and colleague Marshall McLuhan in fokowing years focused
on the new electronic media as the creators of & demension of global
interdependence, an electronic age that somehawdeped the world in the shape
of a global villagé>* According to him, mass media bear a key role éfinihg
social relationships as they can compress clagsicepts of space and time and
define the modalities through which peoples commatel with each other. This
approach, known asechnological determinismholds the medium itself more
relevant than the message it conveys, given tletdmmunication technologies act
upon and influence the very content of communicais well as the modalities,
timing, frequency of communication itself and tlgpdlogy of linguistic codes to be
employed.

The above thoughts are shared by Neil Postmanisimefiections he defines
“Technopoly” as a society that believes that “thanary, if not the only, goal of
human labour and thought is efficiency, that tecahcalculation is in all respects
superior to human judgment ... and that the affairsitizens are best guided and
conducted by experts®. In a society in which a culture of objectivity dan
measurability of phenomena prevails, television, pnedicts, becomes the main
source of information, entertainment and cultuegdresentation, to the extent that
watching it is perceived as a real need in ordeéramby to get the daily news but,
above all, to feel in touch with one’s own cultwed society, enacting a sort of
ritual in which the images and symbols of a patéicway of thinking are shared.
As a result of this process, television logic pisven the relevant areas of society,
determining the way not only politics and econotmyt also religion and education
are led. This phenomenon seems to create aaralty in the communication
processes, one in which the medium privileges image symbols over words and
rational thinking, which are features more typicha typographic culture.

In a visual exchange flow, people’s arguments aset on good appearance,
recognizebility and advertising. The very nature tbe means makes each

133 | ewis W.,America and Cosmic Mamoubleday & Company Inc., NewYork,1949, p. 21

% McLuhan H.M.,The Gutenberg Galaxy: The Making of a TypographamMJniversity of Toronto
Press, Toronto, 1962, pp. 1-31

135 postman, N.Technopoly: the surrender of culture to technolddintage Book USA, 1993.p.51
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communicative experience diluted through entertaimtn even in the case of
journalistic informatiof®. “Television is altering the meaning of "beinganhed"
by creating a species of information that mightperdy be called disinformation.
Disinformation does not mean false informatiormkans misleading information -
misplaced, irrelevant, fragmented or superficialoimation - information that
creates the illusion of knowing something, but vahic fact leads one away from
knowing™®”.

No common position can accommodate the many thetra in the last years
dealt extensively with the role and effects of naedin society; however, following
the scheme proposed by McQUujl four different groups may be identified. Each
group focuses on a peculiar kind of consequencetheofaction of media on the
audience and on society in general. He then praptisese categories: intentional,
involuntary, long term and short term effects.

The most interesting and debated theories trieggivi® a scientific explanation
to involuntary and long term effects: processes Bkcialization, the definition and
construction of reality, the spiral of silence, thevoluntary distortion and the
structuration of reality, social control and cultural change.cAling to these
approaches, mass media tend to strengthen preyafmions while alternative
visions would fall in a spiral of silent® and, moreover, media logic is deemed to
be pervasive to the extent of distorting eventdevision holds in this scheme a
predominant position, acting as a cultural agenth@ industrial apparatus and
overarching the symbolic world in a process in Wwhigersonal experience is
replaced by a given representation of rediftyThese accounts suggest the existence
of a “television image” of truth able to influenoar common perception as well as

our surrounding “imaginary world®,

1% postman, N.Amusing Ourselves to Deattfiking Penguin, NewYork, 1985, pp.92-93.

37 postman, N Informing ourselves to deaffialk given at the German Informatics Society-
Gesellschaft fuer Informatik on October 11, 199Giunttgart

138 McQuail, D.,Sociology of mass communications; selected read®gsguin, Harmondsworth,
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Chicago,

Chicago, 1984.

180 Gerbner, G.Communications Technology and Social Policy: Uniderding the New "Cultural
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3.2The TV culture

Internet is undoubtedly the most powerful and cahpnsive source of
information in the world, however nowadays telemskeeps being the prevailing
means of news and entertainment. According to Bleffie Kerckhove, television
stays as “the world culture’s dominant informatjmocessing devicé®®. This
primacy is probably going to face a sudden chamgklaternet alphabetization is
fated to reach a much larger population, but tatayate is still very low in many
non western countries and most of the websitesaaeglable only in English.
Television, on the contrary, features many bendfim explain its advantages
comparing with other media. First of all, it caneosome the analphabetic and
economic limit of access, being possible to watcim ipublic spaces; moreover,
thanks to satellites, television can overcome gaagcal borders reaching an
extremely large audience.

Watching TV became an established common pradatickily life; on the one
hand, it contributes to spreading information andvdedge but, on the other, it can
create or reinforce in the viewer a particular eystof beliefs and opinions, an
imaginary conception of the rest of the world. @aug on its socializing function in
a locally oriented context, television becomesvacin the identity construction
progress. It is thanks to the use of a common lagguand a shared system of
symbols and icons that TVs allow each spectatoreteto recognize aspects and
features of his own society. The word “media” itsekalls the implicit function of
mediation between personal experience and objective reatignmon to
communication means; media create a shared ppstpar perception of space and
time as well as a sense of belonging to a commuamityof affiliatiort®®

Thanks to their ability to reproduce and multiplyndolic messages and
meaning categories amongst the public, communitatieans inevitably turn into
the sourceof cultural-ideological power. Theorizing the drisce of four main
sources of power (economic, political, military amtbological), Michael Mann
underlined that man cannot understand (and theredot upon) the world simply
through sensorial faculties. Concepts and categaiemneaning on perceptions of

182 de Kerckhove, D.The Internet Enters Television, A Trojan Horse fire Public Ming 2002,
available at http://www.utoronto.ca/mcluhan/artigtegernettelevision.htm

183 McQuail D., Media performance. Mass communicatiod the public interest, Sage Publications,
London, Newbury Park, Calif., 1992
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sense are need&d In this view, mass media in general and telewisioparticular
(until now), design the map of our identity, cohdge a major part of social reality,
outline what is to be consideredormal defining models, norms and social
standard¥”.

If we admit that media shape our understandinthefworld, an enquiry of
this process of representation becomes urgent @ceseary. Many scholars showed
a lack of confidence in the ability of mass mediagtasp reality properly and to
reproduce it in the most objective way possible,ictwvhmeans without being
themselves both victims of bias and partisansidSrargue that mass media outlook
tends to be reductive, misleading (if not deceptineainly because of the practice
of extreme simplification of complex realities atie reduction of information into
too narrow and rigid categories. In this perspestay medium like television can
easily become a perfect way to convey prejudidesestypes and a certain kind of
identity: static, historically determined and diffit to transform?®.

3.3The mysterious case of Al-Jazeera

In the wider framework of the global revolution bgiht about by satellite
television, Al-Jazeera represents a unique phenomdnwas born in 1996, funded
by Qatar sheik Hamad bin Khalifa al-Thani with aivastment of 137 millions
dollars. At a regional level, this challenging eptese represents a revolution in the
informative apparatus of the Arab world; at a gloleael it constitutes the first
alternative source to Western Media. Al-Jazeeragudo have an unusual editorial
independence, harshly criticizing many Middle Eastgovernments and tackling
taboos on a daily basis. It faces arguments likedhe of women in society, the role
of religion in politics and the issues of democracyl human rights in the region.
This “progressive” editorial line allowed the chahmo become the most credible
source for Arab populations and inaugurated a new @f providing information,
definitively breaking a tradition of rebuking armlynalistic self-censorship.

On October 7th 2001 Al-Jazeera broadcasted Osamd.&len first video-
declaration on September 11 terror attacks, thesAtab channel became a main

184 Mann M., The source of social powevol. I, Cambridge University Press, 1986, p. 22

185 McQuail D.,Media performancecit.

186 Corte M.,Comunicazione e giornalismo interculturale. Pedagagruolo dei mass media in una
societa pluralisticaCedam, Padova, 2006
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source of information for the western world and thest watched channel in the
Arab world, followed by the more recent Al-Arabyiahbu Dhabi TV and Al-Hurra.
Since its inception the channel popularity and ence kept growing even outside
the referring ar¢d’. This growth was supported by a renovated glatiatest for
the pan-Arab region resulting from internationakg as the Second Palestinian
Intifada, the Afghan war and the exclusive airifgAbQaeda video statements; at
the same time the success of this experiment igdbas its truly innovative
charactef®. Its novelty may be acknowledged first of alit;contents, secondly in
a totally new way to provide information througlogs-examination, finally in the
introduction of a new point of view on the globaddm scene.

Even if the debate on Al-Jazeera social functionstii open, it seems
indisputable that the channel created a “new apendo dialogue®® where all
issues bring back to the common problem of modetiniz, democratization and the
necessary reform of Arab societies. In its poptd#s shows the democratic deficit,
human rights and conflicting interpretation of ala visions are basic arguments
together with how to live religion in a modern seyi the role of women in politics
and inter-religious dialogue (mainly with the Jewiand catholic world). The
controversial show&eligion and Life(Sharia wa Hay3gt Countertrend(al-Ittijah
al-Mu’akis), More than One Opinior(Akthat Min Raj, Open Dialogue(Hiwar
Maftuh), are samples of the editorial line summarisedhi well-known formula
“The Opinion and the other Opinion”.

The common practice of assuring the presence tHaat two opposed views
on the same argument functions as a guarantebdomipartiality and objectivity of
the information, leaving the autonomous judgemerthe viewer. Qatar television
moreover uses to host American and Israeli reptaseas in order to intensify and
deepen the debates. With these credits, it is rmgidered a powerful vehicle of
transnational social communicatidf) able to involve the audience, keen to active

and direct participation of the public in the defsathrough phone calls or emails to

167 Etefa A. Transnational television and the Aratsgia in the United States, in “TBS Journal”,
n.12, Spring/Summer 2004, available at http://wdgjdgurnal.com/Archives/Spring04/etefa.htm
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Press, NewYork, 2005
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the editors of the shows. Not only political forcdmt also religious ones, are
partially loosing their monopoly on what is to bebpshed or broadcasted and as a
consequence concepts of justice, political poweat aunthority are put in doubt,
discussed and redefined in an innovative transmalioublic debate.

Muslim traditional authorities are thus forced todapt their strategies,
searching (and finding) new means and instrumemterder to keep control on
society and direct public opinion. A sort of counteaction is going on, and it tends
to employ new multimedia means to spreadcisda audio and video cassettes,
dvds with sermons and stories of the prophet, hoedsiphlets and finally internet,
the paramount instrument to reach the etdimema(lslamic community). Obviously
other religious groups are adopting the same glyatds Marc Lynch underlined,
Islamism developed a counter-public, a growing lpelraector characterized by its
own language, its own terms of reference and pigst*. What is happening in the

“arab society*’?

undoubtedly resembles the emergence of an habampablic
spheré” a third sphere between state and society thateither a political
organization nor a social structure but is a windomn which political and social
institutions may be observed and their significaacel legitimacy are critically
scrutinised and communicaféd

As Conte argué€’, for a public sphere to bear real effects on dtipal and
social level, it is necessary that some actuativathechanisms are put in place:
democratic institutions, political participation darcivil society involvement in
decisional processes are needed. Television istimeless an entertaining device
and increasing market competition pushes editofawour of sensationalism and
“no matter what” scoops in order to attract the egidaudience possible. Having
viewers rather than active participants as a target not surprising that television

often favours a passive reception of messagesrratlae a critical analysis of

1 Lynch M., Voices of a new Arab Public. Iraq, Al-Jazeera, fiddle East Politics Today
Columbia

University Press, NewYork, 2006, p.83
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contents. Using McLuhan’s terminology, it is a “meédium”, that means, it doesn’t
require user participation and inhibits user ineohent.

The transnationality of Al-Jazeera allows it toalea broader audience, but it
makes the establishment of a link between publimiop’s perception and its
referring governments it much more difficult. Théhepomenon of satellite
television can therefore be considered responéibl@utting forward a process of
reform and for fertilizing new ideas, first stagek political accountability and
critical reason, new spaces for competing opinibnsthe whole process could lose
its momentum in favour of an excessively commeraiatude or a populist political
stance. The future improvement of the level of dwea of information and the
creation of a modern journalism able to take tHe o Fourth Power or Political
Watchdog depends on many variables. The most mleraong them will be the
ability of the (in the example Arab) system to opkself to new logics of

democratic participation.

3.4The Clash of Words

In the larger process of identity construction, snasedia contribute to the
definition of the essential, dangerous dichotomy-they”, following somehow the
demarcation lines between indigenous and strangeres, by means of simplified
images like “us” and “them”, “the Self” and “the l@”. Pintak underlined its
relevance in today’s world. Arguing on the “comnuation gap” between America
and the Arab world he stated that this fundamatitddotomy of human existence, a
concept engaging psychology, anthropology, politszaence, communication and
many other disciplines, became on September 11 et@essive feature of
international relations®.

The new feeling of threat spread by the terra@iticks of September 11 made
Islam emerge as the essentidherin the American society, thus substituting the
Soviet Union in the role through which Americaniaghs size their collective

Self”’. Since then, mass media played an undeniablérrolnforcing this kind of

176 pintak L., The Communication Gap between America and the V8dvidslims main speech at the
international conference on “Muslims and Islanthi@ 21st Century: Image and Reality”,
International Islamic University, Kuala Lumpur, Magbia, 6 agosto 2004, p. 4, available at
http://www.pintak.com/Malaysia.htm
Y7 \bidem p.4
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perception. American television channels becamehnmuare polarised in reporting

events about the Arab world, and in 2002 Fox Ndamsous for its sensationalism,
prevailed over CNN. On the other side the Arab destperienced for the first time

the growth of Arab satellite televisions, headedAbyazeera, which proved capable
of telling international events in a new indeperidggle, showing the entire world

an “Arab perspective” of reality. The ability toausymbols and images in order to
strengthen an idea of pan Arab identity manageovescome the deep differences
between the many nation states of the region.

Arab information channels rapidly succeed in overicw the information flow
monopoly of the western world and became direct petitors of international
broadcasters like CNN and BBC, in particular foeithability to offer a distinct
worldview. According to scholar Iskandar Al-Jazeauccessfully built for itself
the image of an “alternative means”, one which rsff@ more indigenous, different
perspective, the “native voice of the Arab worfd® Al-Jazeera has an impact on
hundreds of millions of residents in the Middle Eaad North Africa, on many
other millions of emigrants in the rest of the wdprnd thus is fundamentally
redesigning the map of the Arab world and transiogrboth the self-perception
and the foreign understanding of the regi@nMoreover, Qatar channel reaches
now a truly global audience: in 2004 it was consdehe fifth most influent brand
in the world®.

This phenomenon shined a light on the fact thatyewarrative, even when
theoretically informed by objectivity, suffers froan inevitable partiality and is
defined by its specific cultural context. For thestf time in the TV era, other
broadcasters challenged western hegemony in thaitaef of a universal narrative;
they started a process of de-westernization of anadd communication studies thus
menacing media imperialism. Arab broadcasters actgmbn informative
asymmetries between the north and the south, rddheeamount of imported news
thanks to new autonomous press agencies and tritiggorters. Many Europeans
followed the last Gaza War on Al-Jazeera and kef#rring to that channel for

international newsgathering, as it proved to beeacellent news provider. Arabs

178 |skandar A.Js Al Jazeera Alternative? Mainstreaming alteritydaassimilating discourses of
dissent

in “Transnational Broadcasting Studies Journall5. 2005

179 Cassara C.- Lengel, LMore over CNN: Al-Jazeera’ view of the world takesthe westin
“Transnational Broadcasting Studies journal”, n. 2Q04

180 Conte, D.) media e lo scontro di civilt&it., p. 10

73



don’t tune on BBC anymore to find credible newstleir region, they eventually
watch Al-Arabyia or Al-Jazeera. These TV statiorsniaged to redefine the criteria
of “newsability’®™ and the sense of priority of news according tpestations of
their public, distinguishing themselves from westerhannels. Dave Marash,
anchorman of Al-Jazeera International, clarify tpmint explaining that, even if
every journalist may agree on the ten main newtkeflay, when a order of priority
between them has to be established each regionrdtrates a different opinion on
what event is more important and which are the malstvant features of the same
event®,

To grasp this alterity of the Middle East media exmpents is crucial for our
understanding: selective and interpretative cateliffers not only from medium to
medium but also between similar media in diverggores, therefore what make an
event a significant piece of news in an area mayirbgevant for another
audiencé®. There is obviously a common matrix in western andb journalism,
thus several news values and main factors areicdénfor example factors like
general interest, personalization and identifiggtipreference of “bad news” over
“good news”; still the existence of typical criteis patent. All-news televisions like
Al-Jazeera treat facts of national interest asrs#&xy, comparing to those involving
the whole region. As a result information about &atvents is very rare while
plenty of time is devoted to political crisis oktlother countries in order to relate to
a transnational public. Much space is dedicatedstamic religion, translated it
means a constant attention not only to Arabs laa td countries with large Muslim
communities, like Pakistan. Many studies illustrdiat even the tiny minority of
talk shows that do not deal directly with argumepéstaining the Arab-Muslim
world, face them from an “Arab perspectiV&” Another relevant difference lays in
the fact that western media tend to support predanti social models, showing
facts that conform to a mental image pre-existarthe society, while Arab media
were born as a revolution, challenging traditionabdels and giving space to

previously unknown or censored voices. They are mpatt of an established

181 According to www.urbandictionary.com “Newsabie&ans : Capable of being picked up by
mainstream media.
182 Marash, D., anchorman of Al-Jazeera InternaticeialWashington Bureau. Interview at the
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productive and cultural setting whose values aaddsrds are to be reproduced, as
Is the case with western TVs, on the contrary,Ale ones embody an attempt to
renovate the public debate agenda and to specigwna alternative, cultural model,

against the establishment.

3.5War on ideas and conflicting theatres

The double effect of Arab channels was the creaifanshared media image
of the Self, on the one side, and the corroboratiotie perception of living a “war
on ideas”, on the other. Media coverage of the Afglvar, the Iragi and the Israeli-
Palestinian ones exacerbated the conflict betwetareht approaches to (and
narratives of) the same events. While the Ameriadministration, supported by
national media, was trying to present itself as dglabal champion of democracy
facing the Islamic terror threat, Arab channelsufmd the attention on civilian
suffering and war damages, reinforcing the unity Aviab nations opposing
American policy. Their deeper connection with lopalitical and social forces and
their easier access to war zones guaranteed Aétkazand Al-Arabiya a
considerable advantage. The clash between differmsmns emerged on many
levels: first of all in the selection of news, thenthe adopted perspectives, the
journalistic analysis and the visual representatdnconflicts. If the American
media focused mainly on terrorism, presenting the &g an inevitable action to free
the oppressed Arab people, the Arab ones showedrtigdty of war with brutal
bloody images of civilian victims. The power of wé representation of events
becomes evident, as in an example told by Dave $har&taying in Irag, watching
TV news, he realized that it was hard without theia to distinguish American
troops in Iraq from Israelis in the Palestinian riteries. He found out that the
visualization, the typology and choreography of two events were nearly
identical, thus explaining why people in the Arabrld tend to identify Intifada and
the second Iragi war. Through a process of extrsrmplification “these events
looked exactly the sam&®.

The media approach to events may at least par@aipfain the raising Arab

hostility for the United States, viewed as the waskvil, as well as the stereotyped
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image of Arabs and Islam amongst Americans, that teo often to pair them with
terrorism, performing a similar error of oversinfightion. This competition
between media agents and polarised opinions betstae perception to face a clash
of civilizations, where televisions fight a war afeas to impose their worldview.
Satellites and Internet are the new instrumentsuch a battle, thus the connection
of media and international affairs grows strongéuch attention has been devoted
to media in a larger effort to regasoft power In the 2003 Report of the Advisory
Group on Public Diplomacy for the Arab and Muslinokd, analysts considered
television the most effective means to spread idetae Arab and Muslim world,
and referred to American efforts on this issueaagdly insufficient®®. In the same
year a new diplomatic strategy was put in placbalance the success of the Arab
channels, to “win the battle for hearts and mindis¢reasing the information about
American policies in the Middle East. The mainiatives to be taken were: the
creation of a new network in Arabic, the increagéooeign cooperation to sustain
reforms in the information system, the purchaseadVertising space on Arab
networks, the enlargement of the presence of Amerafficials on media and the
favouring of the more moderate channels, the emgament of media
privatizatiort®”. Soon after the government launched a new sataliinnel, Al-
Hurra, and a radio, Radio Sawa. In a situation mmctv the State, government
representatives or royal families own most of tharmels, it is not surprising that
media are used as diplomatic means on both regemdlinternational levels. In
2006 Qatar network launched Al-Jazeera Internatjiom@ening offices in Doha,
Kuala Lumpur, London and Washington, with the esiptambition of presenting an
alternative point of view for global spectattifs As Strober puts it, we are assisting

to a sort of Tele-diplomacy employing new meansew trend in which diplomacy
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and international relations intersect the fieldrafss media communicatiSh

In the evaluation of the influence of media on stcit is necessary to take
into consideration the role of the audience. Thaterpretation of media messages
depends on the personal experience, the backgrdummvledge and the
psychological approach to events. Many sources mdéwkedge inform our
perceptions and opinions, not only mass media. TTeeuliarity of the
relation/communication between the western andAtsb-Muslim worlds is that
mass media constitute the main source of informat@ue to the difficulty of
acquiring direct knowledge of a geographically andlturally far culture,
misunderstandings and distortions are common. @rotte hand, the public often
lack the necessary background to complete andpiaiecorrectly the news, while,
on the other hand, the media system, televisionpamticular, is prone to
oversimplification and generalization.

When it comes to the Middle East scarce connectamts knowledge of the
area, the absence of experts or of a permanentdtef also to the cut in expenses
by American networks), worsens the reptfts The Lebanon War is another case in
which media superficial outlook once again reduttexlcomplex issue to black or
white, the good ones against the bad ones, begawswlists lacked the necessary
background knowledge. When a reporter starts iafpto Hezbollah or to Hamas
as “the terrorist organization...” whatever he wdldater is irrelevant, as the image
of the “bad ones” is already automatically imprihte the audience mind.

The so-called “Al-Jazeera effect”, on the otheresidolarised the debate on
American and Israeli politics. All-news channel®wid extensively to their public
the sufferings of the Palestinians and the trageali¢he Iragis, thus creating a sense
of common fate and solidarity between Arabs andod ef identification and
convergence of the United States and Israel imntlage of enemy.

In the rage for profits or audience, news suffemsaionalism and
dramatization. While western news were emphasistieghi-tech employed in the
American war, military successful campaigns and d8ed statue falling with

Bagdad in a theatrical style, Arab media focusedh@npeople problems and the
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brutality of war, on the resentment and hatredhefArab populatiofi?

3.6 Stop playing with fears. Toward an intercultural dialogue

As the case illustrates, an understandable andulBnjustifiable emotional
approach to events indirectly fed the perceptiom @lash of civilization amongst
the involved peoples and governments. Good newshas critical reason is still
performing its function. According to a poll conded by BBC World on a sample
of 28,000 world citizens, the majority accounts remoic and political factors as
main responsible factors for the clash between VdedtIslam, not depending on
religion™®®. Results hence suggest that the world is not ngotdward the inevitable
clash described foreseen by Samuel Huntington.

Excluding the perception of a clash created by lesinfg political rhetoric and
polarised media representations, the telecommuorcaystem embodies a huge
chance for reciprocal intercultural understandinlyledia effects are subject of
personal interpretation of each individual, so ibuld be possible transform
newspapers and television into windows to obsenge keetter understand different
cultural systems. Each individual belongs to agmesemantic/cultural system, yet
it is theoretically possible to reach a level ofltiple intelligence$™ that is the
ability to explore the same material from diversaaeptual perspectives.

Man can employ different symbolic systems throughe&ort of cognitive
flexibility ', thus enlarging its knowledge domain. The resuft every
communicative experience depends on the way intwiits used by both senders
and receivers of a message. Technological develomeffer humanity an
incredible opportunity to spread knowledge, freedominformation and global
communication between cultures. What path willdalldepends on which ends will
inform these means, as they may be instrumentalsritvasting goals.

192 | ynch M., Voices of a new Arab Public. Irag, Al-Jazeera, avitidle East Politics Today
Columbia

University Press, NewYork, 2006, p. 188

193 Regan T.Global Poll: There is no clash of civilizatip@0 febbraio 2007, in www.csmonitor.com.
19 Gardner, H.Frames of mind: The theory of multiple intelligesd®asic Book, New York, 1983
195 Spiro, Rand J. Feltovich, J.P. Jacobson, J.M. al$Ba, L.R. (1991) "Cognitive Flexibility,
Constructivism

and Hypertext, Random access instruction for acds@dkaowledge Acquisition in ill-structures
domains", inCognition, education, and multimedia: Exploringadan high technologyix, D. and
Spiro, R. J., Eds., Hillsdale, Lawrence Erlbaumadksstes
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Nowadays political and commercial reasons transéormV and newspapers
into political instruments and means for futileHig, but Iskandar underlined that
keep defining mass media system a potential “Haid¥ is counter-productive, as
reality tell us that each channel only try to bacteve to its audience representing it
and reflecting its worldview®.

Hopefully, at a global level a trend seems to emeltpe Arab satellite
revolution pushed both the demand and the offenafe detailed information about
international politics, facts and events aboutehst and the south of the wdnlt

On the suppliers’ side, CNN, BBC, France 24 anduasin network recently
decide to launch a channel in Arabic. Concernirggdamand of information, there
is an evident search of news by a new global agdighat is going through a
process of globalization, internationalization amobility, a public that needs access
to a wider and faster system of spreading inforomatin this growing information
flow many people can now have access to more irdbam from different sources
and perspectives. A so-called multicultural jolism is growing in the western
world as a answer to the need of presenting thepaty of actual societies
without stereotypes and prejudices. With this goahind, Pintak suggests that we
start trying to understand that others may not labthe world the way we do. Only

then there will be space for dialogue and comprsioet?®

1% |skandar, A. Speech given at the conference “Akdea and the new Arab media”, 5 Maggio,
2007, University of California-Santa Barbara

197 Conte, Daniela,(2007, May $he influence of satellite televisions on freeddrihe press and
global flow of information paper given at the conference “Al-Jazeera andnthe Arab media”,
University

of California-Santa Barbara, from www.cmes.ucsh/gapers/conte_paper.pdf

198 |nterview to Pintak, L. on NPR, San Francisco oguiogramme on Arabs and Politics. Available
at www.kged.org/epArchive/R705101000
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Chapter IV

Looking back to move forward

4.1 Huxley's visions: violence, science and techogly

Famous among the larger public for his role asitspirfather of the Hippies
movement, for his advocacy of the use of psychesleind for his 1932 fiction
novel Brave New Worl®, by the end of his life Aldous Huxley came to be
considered in some academic circles “a leader afamothought and an intellectual
of the highest rank®® He has been a prolific and eloquent essayistierse fields,
spanning from academic essays to novels, poetaynalrand screenplays. He was a
convinced pacifist promoting non-violent struggledaa profound connoisseur of
human nature, perfectly aware of the risky dynarofggower and technology. “His
uniqueness lays in his universalism,” and as otieev,great masters, “he was able
to take all knowledge for his provincé®

For one year he also taught French at Eton, haanmgng his pupils Eric Blair
and Stephen Runciman. Remembered by someone ‘fas@npetent and hopeless
teacher who couldn’t keep discipline” he neverteglenpressed Blair and others by
his use of word$? Blair was to become famous with the pen name Ge6rwell,
authoring the book Nineteen Eighty-Four. In a lettgote on 21 October 1949
Huxley congratulated the ex pupil Orwell underlyiligw fine and how profoundly
important the book is", and predicted that "witkiie next generation | believe that
the world's leaders will discover that infant cdrmiing and narco-hypnosis are
more efficient, as instruments of government, thlams and prisons, and that the
lust for power can be just as completely satisbgdsuggesting people into loving
their servitude as by flogging them and kickingnthiato obedience®*®

Among his immense intellectual production, the teeoh human knowledge

and his control through different techniques iofpresent. The most interesting

199 The novel, together with Orwell's Nineteen EigRiyur and Yevgeni Zamyatin's We, is a
cornerstone of the anti-utopian or dystopian traditn literature.

20 Thody, Philipe (1973). Huxley: A Biographical lattuction. Scribner.

291 julian Huxley 1965. Aldous Huxley 1894—1963: a rogad volume. Chatto & Windus, London.
p22

292 Crick, Bernard (1992). George Orwell: A Life. Lad Penguin Books

23 Huxley, Aldous (1969). Grover Smith. ed. LettefsA\tdlous Huxley. Chatto & Windus.
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works, for the scope of the actual research, aveetliealing with communication,
technology and peace, which reveal his forecagigrgus and help understanding
what happened and what is happening in modern t@xidn the prologue of
Technology for Nonviolent Struggle, Brian Martinygahis debt to the “vision” of
Huxley?®. His book opens with an explicit appeal to 194€agsentitled “Science,
Liberty and Peacé® a work full of illuminating insights about the lagons
between science, violence and non-violent cultimethe beginning of his essay,
quoting Leo Tolstoy, Huxley underlies that if insaciety few people hold power,
nature will be controlled over, through science amchnology, and exploited to
increase power inequalities. He also points out teck in the 1800s armed
liberation might have been possible, as governsieravvalry and cannon could
reasonably be resisted by barricades and spoifieg. rfFacing the development of
weapons of mass destruction controlled by the ,sthie expectation is no longer
available, since people’s weaponry cannot nearlicimstate violence. At the same
time, mass persuasion methods developed and tks grel radio (now we should
add the TV) became powerful tools in the handsppiressors, consenting to the few
to manipulate the many. This course was facilitatédxley argues, by the very
foundation of industrial society, that is, massduction. Both governments and big
business favoured centralised production, puttibgtacles to the possibility of
decentralised production. At each stage of devedospimscience and technology
played a critical role in the area of weapons, mednd industry. Thus, the
propulsive force of science and technology servegressors and stalled the
expansion of peace and freedom.

The guiding principle of Huxley's analysis of sagi@nd science is simple:
power is corrupting. The reference is clearly tord.cActon view on power,
synthesised in the aphorism "power tends to coramgt absolute power corrupts
absolutely.?®® As Popper taught us, we should not search fobése rulers, but for

294 Brian, M., Technology for Nonviolent StruggM/ar Resisters' International, London, 2001

205 Aldous Huxley, Science, Liberty and Peace (NewkY btarper & Row, 1946; London: Chatto &
Windus, 1947). It has been reprinted by the A. Ustd Memorial Institute, 339 Lafayette Street, New
York NY 10012, USA. Freely available on the WWW

2% gince Huxley wrote this essay, several authors hanitten about the corruptions of power,
including Alex Comfort, Authority and Deliquency the Modern State: A Criminological Approach
to the Problem of Power (London: Routledge and WKedraul, 1950); David Kipnis, The
Powerholders (Chicago: University of Chicago Prd$€5,6); David Kipnis, Technology and Power
(New York: Springer Verlag, 1990); Pitirim A. Soiokand Walter A. Lunden, Power and Morality:
Who Shall Guard the Guardians? (Boston: Porter é9dyg1959). Kipnis' work reports on
psychological experiments that provide strong evigefor Lord Acton's insight.
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the best way to restrain rulers’ power. For thisson Huxley advocated the path of
decentralisation, which reduces the potential fousas. In this line of thinking,
technologies and social arrangements that promotpeamit concentrations of
power should be resisted. Perfectly aware of therwlrelming violence and mass
persuasion held by the "ruling oligarchy" (as lafiscit), Huxley still believed in
and favoured a change of his society, trusting r@ence as the only way toward it.
Gandhi's methods, the non-violent action calkadyagraha was his hope and
inspirational guide; the resistance by the Germawpfe to the French and Belgian
occupation of the Ruhr in 1923 was also among bferences. He supported
nonviolence as an independent principle of actioth as a logical consequence to
complement his analysis based on the corruptingreatf power and the strength of
the oppressors by means of science and technoleggouraging widespread
participation, the non-violent method of struggteits the power of each individual
over others and is thus compatible with decengdliactivity and less prone to
corruption.

From this analysis Huxley gained actual and petiegransights that is worth
remember. He noted, for example, that the venyierdsstribution of oil throughout
the world render it susceptible to monopoly contiidlerefore Huxley predicts wars
fought to acquire and maintain that corfttol He also extrapolates the obvious
implication that an energy system built around amhstructs a society prone to
inequality and war. The complex and potentiallytdesive nature of nuclear power
pushes Huxley to consider it a bad solution. Hotaed option in the issue of
energy is the development of regional energy sdffesency, which would
minimise the social power held by any group. Theaiy of his thought is evident
and fortunately many projects are presently beiagnt¢hed in this direction.
Assisting to World War 1, Huxley learnt that a pdgtion consisting largely of
rootless and propertyless employees, who depentieostate for vital services, is
easy to control; and that big industry, from thenpof view of the state, is much
easier to tax than small decentralised manufaguiiforeover, Huxley expresses
grief for the disastrous effects of nationalismtimg that preparation for war is
useful to the holders of centralised political pothe socialist states in his view

are to be blamed as they combine the worst aspécentralisation of power).

27 Godfrey Boyle, InLiving on the Sunhas also made the same point. See Godfrey Bloyldying
on the Sun, Harnessing Renewable Energy for ant&ujai SocietyCalder & Boyars. London, 1975
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After more than fifty years, we are to recognizatthe was pointing in the
right direction as an abundance of facts demomrstraind as Brian Martin puts it
“even when Huxley's specific concerns have not limene out, his general analysis
still provides a fruitful perspective”. His critiguof science and technology is deep
and inspiring. In his view they have been developederve power-holders and
must be redirected in order to serve liberty andcpe As a concrete proposal he
suggested that scientists boycott harmful work #vad political action is taken to
foster positive scientific research. A good examgigolitical action on scientific
progress, would be the development of regionatsdficiency in food and energy.
Huxley's visions were far-reaching and perceptwiile the strategies he proposed
are still among the most promising ones.

Martin’s debts to Huxley, which | now share withmhirise above the content
of the essay. “It has no footnotes and only mestafew sources in passing. It is an
essay in the traditional sense, not a scholarlgpdp a world in which science and
scholarship have become increasingly specialisedppised and professionalised,
it is salutory to know that crucial and lastingigigs can be derived from a few
sound premise$®. The immediate response to “Science, Liberty agacE” ranged
from the mildly critical to the openly hostile. dbes not come as a surprise as his
time was not mature for developing the link betwseience and nonvioler@
We are now in a good position to endorse his visind fully appreciate Huxley’s
suggestion to promote science and “technologiessal@v people to control their
own lives as the ones best suited to enabling anaomty to use nonviolent

methods to resist aggression or oppres$idn”

298 Brian, M., Technologycit.

299 Reviewers pointed to faults about satyagraha, desleation or the strategy of relying on
scientists to bring about change. See Some P. WgBan, "Science and social evolution," New
York Times Book Review, 24 March 1946, pp. 3, 28;BRightman, "Science and peace," Nature,
Vol. 160, 29 November 1947, pp. 733-734; R. T. Cleience, 31 January 1947, pp. 134-135; Anne
Fremantle, The Commonweal, 7 June 1946, pp. 197-188ph Wood Krutch, "The condition of
man," The Nation, Vol. 162, No. 14, 6 April 1946.pl02-403. Excluding a favourable citation and
quotation in Godfrey Boyle, "Energy," (in GodfreyoBe, Peter Harper and the editors of
Undercurrents, Radical Technology, Wildwood Housmdon, 1976, p. 58), Huxley's essay does not
appear in the fields of both peace research andritigue of science

210 Brian, M., Technologycit.
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4.2 De Propaganda

A very relevant theme, on which Huxley’'s contrilmmtimay prove once again
to be illuminating, is the issue of propagandaouid define as the field on which is
fought the battle between empowering-informatived ateceptive-manipulative
information. Nowadays the term bears an allegecitneg)connotation that was not
intended in the original Latin meaning (that refershings to be propagate. Its
first context of use was the religion sphere, inokht appears in the name of the
Sacra Congregaziorge Propaganda Fid¢éaround the XVI century), and only from
1792, in France, the wogtopagandeentered the political discoufsé Since then
it became a “keyword™? of political criticism, many epistemic models haveen
theorised and different techniques for its exptmta evolved within the fields of
Public Relations and Mass Communications. On the éncyclopaedia Wikipedia it
Is defined as follows:

“Propaganda is the dissemination of information esdmat influencing the
opinions or behaviours of large numbers of people.opposed to impartially
providing information, propaganda in its most basense presents information in
order to influence its audience. Propaganda oftesemts facts selectively (thus
lying by omission) to encourage a particular sysieor gives loaded messages in
order to produce an emotional rather than ratioeaponse to the information
presented. The desired result is a change of titadat toward the subject in the
target audience to further a political agendatoltstitutes a form of communication
that deliberately and systematically “attempts t@ape perceptions, manipulate
cognitions, and direct behaviour to achieve a respadhat furthers the desired intent
of the propagandist*®

In the bookPropaganda and Persuasiothe term refers to the misuse of
language and meaning. The authors capture in the fust page the difference
between the two forms, “persuasion is interactingd attempts to satisfy the needs
of both persuader and persuadeee. A model of pamplagdepicts how elements of

informative and persuasive communication may berpwrated into propagandistic

211 See the entry “Propaganda” in Zanichdiizionario etimologico della lingua italiana

22| use here the term “Keyword” referring to Williatruse. A keyword is a term that is familiar but
yet confusing. Instead of etymology, he proposedltural approach to language and points to the
political struggle for the identification of “theeaning”. Cfr. Raymond Williamdeywords: A
Vocabulary of Culture and Societgee also section...

13 Jowett, G. S. and O'Donnell, \Rropaganda and PersuasipSage Publications, 2006
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communication, thus distinguishing propaganda as sgecific class of
communication.” Although propaganda techniques leways been appreciated as
an essential political tool, and even if abunda&f¢énences may be provided by old
theories of rhetoric, few systematic theoreticalatments appeared until the™20
century. Since then studies on public opinion amdhalioural change started
flourishing. As Jowett and O'Donnell pointed oliere may be many perspectives
on the issue of propaganda. Beside the interdisaifyl approach, propaganda may
be studied as history, leading “to examine the tmas of propagandists as events
and the subsequent events as possible effect®paganda”. In the light of political
science, to examine propaganda would be “to analyee ideologies of the
practitioners and the dissemination and impactuddlip opinion”, while from the
sociological position one should “look at social vaments”; the psychology
practitioner would deal with psychological warfaaed so on. It seems clear that a
cogent “analysis kit” for this subject should indéusome rhetorical background,
linguistics, cultural studies, a certain degree awfareness of human cognitive
mechanisms and of collective memory formation psees.

(Economist and media analyst) Herman and (philosopaind linguist)
Chomsky gave an important contribution to the delatroducing “the propaganda

model?*

Their theory, firstly advanced in their 1988 kotManufacturing
Consent: the Political Economy of the Mass Med&{plains mass media alleged
systemic biases in terms of structural economisesu‘The 20th century has been
characterized by three developments of great palitimportance: the growth of
democracy, the growth of corporate power, and tb&th of corporate propaganda
as a means of protecting corporate power againsiodecy®?. In this model
private media, mainly relying for their sources @overnment, corporate
information and propaganda, are viewed as a busswbng the product “audience-
readers” to an other businesses, that of advestesat public relations.

According to the authors, there are "filters” thatermine what kind of news is
presented by the media. Their theory postulatee fieneral classes of those

"filters": ownership of the medium, the medium'sxding, sourcing of the news,

24 |n the same years Chomsky wrdNecessary lllusions: Thought Control in Democraiacieties
(South End Press, 1989), which is probably an ¢isgentroduction to the "propaganda model" of
media analysis. Reminding us that resistance isilples necessary and effective, the book offers a
message of hope

215 |n "Letter from Noam Chomsky" to Covert Action Qtely, quoting Alex Carey, Australian

social scientist. http://mediafilter.org/cag/CAQS&4ATky.html
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flak, anti-communist ideology. The first three f@&s are considered the most
relevant ones, and even if the model was baseti@imerican system it may be
applied to all contexts that share the same basina@nic structure and principles.

Regarding the fifth filter, Chomsky appropriatelsgaed that terrorism and Islam

would replace communism in that same function.tia Italian public discourses

the communist ghost is still sometimes exploitedaasumpet card in president

Berlusconi political statements).

Concerned about too narrow, misleading definitiofispropaganda, Sheryl
Tuttle Ross recently developed another model. Eegbosm an article entitled
"Understanding Propaganda: The Epistemic Merit Madel Its Application to
Art"?'® the method for understanding propaganda she @uteontrasted the ideas
of Pope Gregory XV, the Institute for Propagandaalfsis, Alfred Lee, F.C.
Bartlett, and Hans Speier. Judging their respedfigeussions of propaganda too
narrow, Ross proposed a threefold communicationaintal appropriately discuss
the issue. Following her arguments, we should clemsihe levels of Sender-
Message-Receiver. Propaganda involves the Sertdemrie who igntentionally
persuading, the Receiver, that is the target foh @ersuasion, and finally the means
of reaching the target, namely, the Message. @iffeconditions must be fulfilled
for a message to counts as propaganda in her tit@finT he intention to persuade is
clearly involved, and propaganda is often sent @mali of a sociopolitical
institution, organization, or causes as well. Adhgondition regards the recipient of
propaganda, which in the model is supposed to becally significant group of
people. The last, eminently relevant, conditiort fRass poses to messages is to be
an epistemic struggle to challenge other thoughts

What she argued in favour is a deeper understarafitite issue that does not
end up in misleadingly account propaganda as sifgiége or conditional to a lie.
As she noticed, the propagandist often believeshat he/she is propagandizing (in
some cases falling in fallacies similar to thoseha “true believer”). "The aim of
the propagandist is to create the semblance oflulied, therefore someone who
creates propaganda to persuade another of the kevactually holds is not
necessarily lying. He is appealing to a weak ordife epistemology as “false

statements, bad arguments, immoral commands asaseihapt metaphors (and

#1°Ross, S. TUnderstanding Propaganda: The Epistemic Merit Maoated Its Application to Art
Journal of Aesthetic Education, Vol. 36, No.1. 2062. 16-30
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other literary tropes) are the sorts of things Hrat epistemically defective (...) Not
only does epistemic defectiveness more accuratelscribe how propaganda
endeavours to function (...) since many messagesnaforms such as commands
that do not admit to truth-values, but it also aods for the role context plays in the
workings of propaganda”. History illustrates that laas been widely exploited by
those who have wished to persuade in order tohgét message out. Artists have
been directly hired to accomplish the express aimprpagandizing or new

meanings invested previously non-political work. &/hlwe should look at with

attention, Ross states, are “the conditions ofméking (and) the conditions of its

use”.

4.3 The Ultimate Revolution: autonomy versus hypnas

In a speech given at Berkeley Language Center @19 titled The Ultimate
Revolution, Aldous Huxley denounced the fragilifytioe individual ability to form
autonomous critical thinking in the face of modésnhniques of manipulation and
persuasion. He pointed the finger at the possibéeal pharmacological methods of
thought control “so that people will in fact haveeir liberties taken away from
them, but will rather enjoy it, because they wid Histracted from any desire to
rebel by propaganda or brainwashing, or brainwashienhanced by
pharmacological methods. And this seems to beitlaé¢ fevolution.” In his previous
conference at the Institute for the study of Deratcrinstitutions in Santa Barbara
and at the University of California Medical Center focused audience’s attention
on the mind control, on the development of new neplres by which to control and
direct human behaviour, on technology in genera i possible effects, on the
problems related to the transplanting of technology underdeveloped countries.
The possibility to suppress individual freedomréealled us, has been traditionally
achieved with different means: applying physicatrcton, appealing to ideologies,
manipulating man's physical and social environmeend, finally, in recent times,
through the techniques, “the cruder techniquessyfchological conditioning. The
Ultimate Revolution to which Huxley pointed concerthe development of new

behavioural controls, which directly drive the psgeghysiological organisms of

27 Transcript of “The Ultimate Revolution”, March 20962 Berkeley Language Center - Speech
Archive SA 0269
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man. External constrains could be thus replacedhteynal compulsions. Moreover,
we will see, in this lectures Huxley anticipated thitics of biopolitics.

All past revolutions, according to Huxley, “havesestially aimed at changing
the environment in order to change the individlahean there's been the political
revolution, the economic revolution, in the time tbe reformation, the religious
revolution. All these aimed, not directly at the nfan being, but at his
surroundings”. Goals were achieved by modifying sweroundings, leaving the
human being intact. The ultimate revolution insteamlild deal with man, acting
directly on the mind-body of his fellows. Since theginning of time some sort of
direct action on human mind-bodies has been gomgbat it was generally of a
violent nature. “The Techniques of terrorism haveer known from time
immemorial and people have employed them with neoiess ingenuity sometimes
with the utmost cruelty, sometimes with a good adalkill acquired by a process of
trial and error finding out what the best ways @ing torture, imprisonment,
constraints of various kinds”. But when any popolatmust be controlled for any
length of time, some measure of consent becomesssaxy, as pure terrorism can
hardly function indefinitely. In the history of #ditarian regimes we may find
examples of elements of persuasion introduced masf@ment of getting people to
consent to what is happening to them”. Huxley fdatlee approximation of a
“process of developing a whole series of techniqudsch will enable the
controlling oligarchy who have always existed amespmably will always exist to
get people to love their servitude”. This malevolevolutions occupied its interest
for years and was expressed thirty years befosesipeech in the fable Brave New
World, which was “an account of society making asall the devices available and
some of the devices which | imagined to be possid&ing use of them in order to,
first of all, to standardize the population, to nrmut inconvenient human
differences, to create, to say, mass produced maxfeéhuman beings arranged in
some sort of scientific caste system”. What hapgesmce then is that an
increasing, shocking, number of predictions, whigére purely fantastic, became
true, many others seemed in process of coming Raading on newspapers about
the new biometric security devices that are beimgemted (soon they will be
introduced at the USA borders), we should be sslyoscared. Security seems to

be the new tag for control, and people has beeapting “a state of affairs by
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which any decent standard they ought not to enjd#is process of enjoyment of
servitude, following Huxley, has gone on for oves years.

Two similar parables have been described by Huxiddrave New World and
by his pupil George Orwell in Nineteen Eighty- Fowhen Orwell wrote his book
the Stalinist terror regime was still in Full swjnghile the Hitlerian terror regime
had just collapsed. His book “is a book of veryagréalent and extraordinary
ingenuity” that projects into the future what was the author the immediate past
and the immediate present, “it was a projection ihie future of a society where
control was exercised wholly by terrorism and vmlattacks upon the mind-body
of individuals”. In 1932, when Huxley was writingishbook, only the mild
dictatorship of Mussolini was in existence, therefamot being overshadowed by the
idea of terrorism, he was free to envision othethwmas of control, non-violent
methods. Huxley was inclined to think that in theufe there would have been
scientific dictatorships in many parts of the waalid they “will be probably a good
deal nearer to the brave new world pattern thahed 984 pattern, they will a good
deal nearer not because of any humanitarian quafntise scientific dictators but
simply because the BNW pattern is probably a goea dhore efficient than the
other”. If one can get people to consent to theesthaffairs in which they're living,
transforming “the state of servitude” in “the stabé being”, “having their
differences ironed out, and being made amenabigais production methods on the
social level”, it is likely “to have a much moreabte and lasting society”. That
society would be much more easily controllable thia@ one available “relying
wholly on clubs and firing squads and concentratamps”.

Terrorism and dictatorships, methods to run socieigy all acquire different
faces, and it is interesting to realize that thkiechniques which Huxley imagined
and described in his novel became realities, thnging about the actual possibility
of the ultimate revolution. In the sixties he “feaav it”, without exactly knowing
“when and where and by whom they will first be agglin any large scale”. We are

probably, more or less unconsciously, living exautithe middle of that system.
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4.4 Pavlovian Humans?

As Huxley once again prophetically noted in theegegiven at Berkeley,
there have been huge technological improvementiseirart of conditioning human
choices. At that time, to better explain its meckias, Huxley recalled some of
Pavlov’'s extremely profound observations that appdy only to animals but to
human beings too. Among other things, Pavlov fodtiis conditioning techniques
applied to animals or humans in a state eithersytipological or physical stress
sank in so to say, very deeply into the mind-bofithe creature”; this conditioning
were extremely difficult to get rid of and seemede embedded more deeply than
other forms of conditioning. “This fact was discos® empirically in the past” and
we know that these techniques have been widely, Ubatithe difference between
the old empirical intuitive methods and our own Inoels is the difference between
the, a sort of, hit and miss craftsman's point ielwand the genuinely scientific
point of view”. The Santa Inquisizione activity the 16th century was different
from our present sophisticated tortures as “we knmweh more precisely what we
are doing than they knew and, because of our thear&nowledge, we can extend
what we are doing over a wider area with a greassurance of being producing
something that really works”. Since the second béalthe twentieth century many
studies addressed the issue of the psychology ahwashing. One of the first
books on this issues, published in 1957, was Willi8argant's “Battle for the
Mind”?*® subtitled a “Physiology of Conversion and Braishiag”. Sargant
worked extensively with Secret Intelligence sersiead took part, together with Dr
Ewen Cameron, in the Project MKULTRR sharing and exchanging views and
information on brainwashing and de-patterning témphes and their mutual
researches in this aféa The aim of their researches was to find a wayhliterate
the memories of an allied spy (‘de-patterning’) mmolant false memories at a deep
level (in this way even if the spy was capturedhigs adoptive country, he would be

incapable even under torture of revealing his tAraerican/British allegiance,

218 sargant, WBattle for the Mind; A physiology of conversion ddin-washing(2nd ed.). Malor
Books. Cambridge, 1997. p. 300

219 Officially closed in 1977, Project MKULTRA was tlede name for a covert CIA mind-control
and chemical interrogation research program, ruthbyOffice of Scientific Intelligence. More
precise information are still highly classified.

2 Collins, Anneln the Sleep Roontester and Orpen Dennys, Toronto, 1988. p. 394p8, p.
133.
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because he would only be able to reveal the falgalylanted memories that
supported his assumed persona). After the famousl oy Richard Condon, this
concept was termed The Manchurian Candidatehdrast years many Hollywood
movies brought these stories to popular atteftfon

Massive amounts of different drugs were used in loation with Deep
Sleeps Treatment (narcosis), in a procedure designmduce catastrophic memory
loss, which would then supposedly be replaced vetse memories and ideas (via
tape loops, hypnosis, LSD or conversations while fierson was drugged).
Obviously, Sargant's aim was to elucidate the psses involved rather than
advocate uses. lIts reference to religious phenonseparticularly interesting with
reference to the supposed conflict between religioth democracy. In the book he
refers to the case of Christian Methodism. He ersigkd the apparent need for
those who want change people's minds to first exttiem, that is exactly the
technique adopted by John Wesley, the founder ethbtlism. "Though men are
not dogs”, Sargant advices us, “they should huriiylyo remember how much they
resemble dogs in their brain functions, and nosbt@mselves as demigods. They
are gifted with religious and social apprehensicnsg] they are gifted with the
power of reason; but all these faculties are phggioally entailed to the brain.
Therefore the brain should not be abused by halarged upon it any religious or
political mystique that stunts the reason, or amynfof crude rationalism that stunts
the religious sensé?? He connected Pavlov’s findings to the ways pedggened
and internalized belief systems. Stimulated stedsmsyond a dog’'s capacity for
response may condition behaviour patterns charsgenéally causing a breakdown.
Depending on the initial personality, even the oféntense signals, longer than
normal waiting periods, rotating positive and negasignals and changing a dog’s
physical condition could possibly cause a new bslystem. This new belief system
may be then held tenaciously, as demonstratednoynfys in religion and politics.
Regarding methods of placing false memories inteepts, Sargant was a pioneer.
He attested at the 1977 U.S. Senate hearing, tieatherapist should deliberately
distort the facts of the patient's life-experiertoeachieve heightened emotional

221 The Manchurian Candidate was made into a movi®&2 (directed by John Frankenheimer and
starring Laurence Harvey, Frank Sinatra, Angelasbamny, and Janet Leigh) and then again in 2004
(directed by Jonathan Demme and starring Liev SiobreDenzel Washington, and Meryl Streep).
2 sargantgit., p. 274
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response and abreaction. In the drunken staterobaaalysis patients are prone to
accept the therapist's false constructions."

Huxley was very impressed by these studies, andgheuld not be forgotten;
in particular, there are chapters in which Sargmhted out how intuitively some
of the great religious teachers/leaders of the pagiloyed the Pavlovian method.
The case of Wesley shows how, on purely intuitied ampirical grounds, a skilled
natural psychologist, as Wesley was, could discaret employ these Pavlovian
methods. What worried Huxley, and we should beriwdreven more than him, is
that “we now know the reason why these techniquatked and there's no doubt at
all that we can, if we wanted to, carry them muagtinfer than was possible in the
past. And of course in the recent history of braskng, both as applied to
prisoners of war and to the lower personnel witheacommunist party in China, we
see that the pavlovian methods have been applsdmygtically and evidently with
extraordinary efficacy.

| think there can be no doubt that by the applocabf these methods a very
large army of totally devoted people has been edeathe conditioning has been
driven in, so to say, by a kind of psychologicaitmphoresis into the very depths of
the people's being, and has got so deep thatemtisdifficult to ever be rooted out.
These methods are a real refinement on the oldénate of terror because they
combine methods of terror with methods of accematiat the person who is
subjected to a form of terroristic stress”. As suteof this conditioning the subject
voluntary accept “the psychological state in whieghhas been driven and the state
of affairs in which he finds himself’. The very @mhal functioning of armies in
general is an example of the power of distortedclolloreover, the intrinsically
absurd and violent logic inflict traumas and/oreinsitiveness to those involved, as
known. Recent Israeli movie Waltz with Bashir andcaimentary Z32 well

illustrated this point).

4.5 Taking suggestion seriously

Along with the improvement of terror-based techeisjuother methods, non-
terroristic techniques, have been implemented Molucing consent, maintaining
stability and eventually making people love thegrdude. Huxley himself

mentioned the more obvious methods, based on éatitie available) scientific
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findings. He primarily took into consideration tleosonnected with straight
suggestion and hypnosis. It is sufficient to coesigresent-day marketing
techniques and on the massive use of subliminatages in advertising to appraise
that we know much more about these subjects thankwawn in the past. Half a
century ago Huxley could already say “People ofrseualways have known about
suggestion, and although they didn't know the wirgbnosis' they certainly
practiced it in various ways. But we have, | thiakinuch greater knowledge of the
subject than in the past, and we can make use rokrmawledge in ways, which |
think the past was never able to make use of itie @ct we must acknowledge is
“that there is of course an enormous differenceveen individuals in regard to their
suggestibility. But we now know pretty clearly thert of statistical structure of a
population in regard to its suggestibility. Its yenteresting when you look at the
findings of different fields, | mean the field ofmosis, the field of administering
placebos, for example, in the field of general gsfign in states of drowsiness or
light sleep you will find the same sorts of ordefsnagnitude continually cropping
up”. The percentage of people who can be hypnd2@dvith the utmost facility is
about 20%, while about a corresponding number bjests at the other end of the
scale are almost impossible to hypnotize. In betwthese two groups lies a large
mass of people, nearly 60% of the population who graadually be hypnotized if
one work hard enough at it. Similar data emergeeliamtion to the administration of
placebos. Huxley reported of a big experiment edrout in the general hospital in
Boston on post-operative cases. Several hundred ameh woman suffering
comparable kinds of pain after serious operatioesevgiven injections whenever
they asked for them whenever the pain got bad.idjeetions were 50% of the time
of morphine and 50% of water. Among those who wenbugh the experiment,
about 20% of them got just as much relief from dnstilled waters as from the
morphine. About 20% got no relief from the distllevater, and in-between were
those who got some relief or got relief occasignationfirming the distribution
previously supposed. Similar consideration inspiwdtht Huxley called in BNW
“Hypnopedia”, the sleep teaching. Huxley recalledrdgeresting, funny, story about
a man manufacturing records that people can ligtaturing the light part of sleep

(those sort of records for getting rich, for sexsatisfaction or self-confidence in

22 The term “hypnotized” may be referred in genenpémple who are easy target for various forms of
deceptive influence.
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salesmanship, and so on). These records were saddneoney-back basis, and the
manufacturer said there was regularly between 1568628% of people who wrote
indignantly asking for money back as the recordm'tdiwork at all; on the other
hand, there were over 20% who wrote enthusiasficaVentually buying other
products, saying they were much richer, their skXif@ enhanced etc, etc. In
between stood those who did not get much results.

That is to say, there are basis to believe thathtiean populations can be
categorized according to their suggestibility, am@ may suspect that this
percentage stay the same in all cases; moreoverayejuite easily recognize “who
are those extremely suggestible and who are thdsengely unsuggestible and who
are those who occupy the intermediate space. Qlgarly, if everybody were
extremely unsuggestible organized society would gogte impossible, and if
everybody were extremely suggestible then a dihip would be absolutely
inevitable. | mean it's very fortunate that we haeople who are moderately
suggestible in the majority and who therefore preseis from dictatorship but do
permit organized society to be formed. But, onaegithe fact that there are these
20% of highly suggestible people, it becomes qulear that this is a matter of
enormous political importance. For example, any agomgue who is able to get hold
of a large number of these 20% of suggestible meaptl to organize them is really
in a position to overthrow any government in anyrdoy”.

Hitler provided the pivotal example of what candmme by efficient methods
of suggestion and persuasion, and his life provpkedHuxley put it, a sort of
“horrified admiration for this infernal genius, wheeally understood human
weaknesses | think almost better than anybody aml exploited them with all the
resources then available”. For example, he knewuttinely “the paviovian truth that
condition installed in a state of stress or fatigoes much deeper than conditioning
installed at other times. This of course is whyhadl big speeches were organized at
night”. He had discovered, intuitively and by treahd error, many human features
that we now know more clearly, almost scientifigall

When we think about democratic government, thisfeddhtial of
suggestibility, this susceptibility to hypnosis,ostd be taken into account very
seriously. As Huxley argued, “if there are 20% loé tpeople who really can be
suggested into believing almost anything, then aeehto take extremely careful

steps into prevent the rise of demagogues who dvilte them on into extreme
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positions then organize them into very, very daogerarmies, private armies which
may overthrow the government”.

Staying in the field of pure persuasion, the TV ahé radio provided
mechanisms for multiplying the demagogues voice iame in a quite alarming
way. Not by chance Hitler was making enormous afsthe radio, and he would
have probably failed his mission before without aams to speak to millions of
people simultaneously. The difference in meanstesea colossal gulf between the
modern and the ancient demagogue, as the lattéd cmly “appeal to as many
people as his voice could reach by yelling at hmast”, while the former “could
touch literally millions at a time, and of coursgthe multiplication of his image he
can produce this kind of hallucinatory effect whishof enormous hypnotic and
suggestive importance”.

Another method that could possibly be used, to Wwhiuxley referred in
BNW, is the pharmacological method. In its fictite invented an impossible,
hypothetical drug called SOMA, whose effects wemaustaneously stimulant,
narcotic and hallucinogen. To have all these eff@dth one substance is unlikely,
but actual practices by drug-addicted show thalyapp several different substances
one could get comparable results. What Huxley foreadly interesting about the
new chemical substances, the mind-changing drugfsatte so widely diffused, is
what they say regarding man. Looking “back intotdrg its clear that man has
always had a hankering after mind changing chesyida# has always desired to
take holidays from himself” and before the dawnhadtory primitive man had
discovered the most extraordinary effects of alnewstry natural occurring narcotic
stimulant, sedative, or hallucinogen. None of theawirally occurring effects was
discovered by modern science, whose contributios teafind better ways of
extracting the active principals of these drugs #eldiscovery of numerous ways
of synthesizing new substances of extreme powea Agrious comment on human
culture, Huxley recalls the findings of digging aNeolithic site in Switzerland
were poppy-heads have been found. It suggestSpgbaple were already using this
most ancient and powerful and dangerous of naisoticen before the days of the
rise of agriculture. So that man was apparentlypeebag addict before he was a
farmer”. Huxley differentiated between more or lgssrmful substances: “the
difference, as | say, between the ancient mind-gbe the traditional mind-

changers, and the new substances, is that theyext&nemely harmful and the new
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ones are not. | mean even the permissible mindggraalcohol is not entirely
harmless, as people may have noticed, and | meanother ones, the non-
permissible ones, such as opium and cocaine, opiuthits derivatives, are very
harmful indeed. They rapidly produce addiction, andsome cases lead at an
extraordinary rate to physical degeneration andndea

The new substances in his opinion are somehowa@xirary as “a number of
these new mind-changing substances can produceneunsrrevolutions within the
mental side of our being, and yet do almost nothinthe physiological side. You
can have an enormous revolution, for example, WBD-25 or with the newly
synthesized drug psilocybin, which is the activen@pal of the Mexican sacred
mushroom. You can have this enormous mental reeolutvith no more
physiological revolution than you would get frominting two cocktails”. In the
same time Huxley was aware that pharmacologiste Wgnoducing a great many
new wonder drugs where the cure is almost worse tia disease. Every year the
new edition of medical textbooks contains a lorged longer chapter of what are
latrogenic diseases, that is to say diseases cdnyseédctors. And this is quite true,
many of the wonder drugs are extremely dangerouseén they can produce
extraordinary effects, and in critical conditiorney should certainly be used, but
they should be used with the utmost caution. Betehs evidently a whole class of
drugs effecting the Central Nervous System whiah maduce enormous changes
in sedation, in euphoria, in energizing the whokntal process, without doing any
perceptible harm to the human body, and this ptegerme the most extraordinary
revolution. In the hands of a dictator these sutzsta in one kind or the other could
be used with, first of all, complete harmlessnesg the result would be, you can
imagine, a euphoric that would make people thorbuplappy even in the most
abominable circumstances”.

The half century that separate us from Huxley wgsi, even when things took
a slightly different turn, endorses the soundndédssoarguments, as antidepressants
are widely used and drug addiction is still tacegtycouraged in autocratic regimes.
In a documentary featuring two prostitutes living iran, one of the women
explained that opium addiction is tolerated asuhrgntees stability of the regime
neutralising the will to rebel. Huxley told of als®emate who, after reading Milton's
Paradise Lost, remarked "And beer does more th#loriMian to justify God's ways

to man". Beer is of course, an extremely crude crugpared to the very hard or
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sophisticated ones. We could repeat with Huxleyat‘tsome of the psychic
energizers and the new hallucinants could do in@atgy more than Milton and all
the Theologicians combined could possibly do to enthle terrifying mystery of our
existence seem more tolerable than it does”.

In another scenario, it could happen that we wél domehow artificially
distracted. There is an “enormous area in which ulignate revolution could
function very well indeed, an area in which a guedl of control could be used not
through terror, but by making life seem much mar@yable than it normally does”
to the point where it could be possible that “hurb@mgs come to love a state of
things by which any reasonable and decent humadastd they ought not to love”.
How can we be sure that this is not our presergtéiixley was worried about the
development in the sphere of neurology. At his tiime new experiments regarded
the implantation of electrodes in the brain of amsnand in a few cases on
hopelessly insane people. “Anybody who has watdhedbehaviour of rats with
electrodes placed in different centers must comaydvom this experience with the
most extraordinary doubts about what on Earth stame for us if this is got a hold
of by a dictator. (...) The whole picture of the dob$® control of the drives is
terrifying, and in the few cases in which this leen done with very sick human
beings, the effects are evidently very remarkadnbé. t

The progress of science in the field of human miva$ gone far, in the
meantime even more extraordinary, revolutionanhneqes, are made available.
Once again we should be guarding on science amdatgy, for their potential to
harm or help is one of the most delicate politisalies. Even if new techniques are
not being used except in an experimental way, veellshremember Huxley advice
to “realize what is happening to make ourselvesiaicqed with what has already
happened, and then use a certain amount of imagin& extrapolate into the
future the sort of things that might happen. Whaghhhappen if these fantastically
powerful techniques were used by unscrupulous peopauthority, what on Earth
would happen, what sort of society would we get® ékhorted us to exercise
forethought, as a rapid look back in history shdhst we, the humans, have too
often acritically allowed advances in technologgd ave were surprised by their
results. They found themselves ill-equipped andetloee negatively affected by the
profound change technology induced in the socidliadividual life. As an example

Huxley refer to what happened “during the late t#gh-early nineteen century,
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when the new machines were making possible therfacituation. It was not
beyond the wit of man to see what was happeningpaojct into the future and
maybe forestall the really dreadful consequenceshwplagued England and most
of western Europe and this courftd/for sixty or seventy years, and the horrible
abuses of the factory system (...) If a certain amafnforethought had been
devoted to the problem at that time, and if pedyale first of all found out what was
happening and then used their imagination to ses wiight happen, and then had
gone on to work out the means by which the worslieqtions of the techniques
would not take place, well, then | think westernmaunity might have been spared
about three generations of utter misery which heehlimposed on the poor at that
time”.

The present technological advance, much more impeshan thinkable,
raises a vast amount of issues to be publicly dssil Those issues require
appropriate attention and knowledge by all the petpan. As Huxley taught us, it is
our business “to be aware of what is happening,thed to use our imagination to
see what might happen, how this might be abusedltlan if possible to see that
the enormous powers which we now possess thankthdse scientific and
technological advances to be used for the benkhuman beings and not for their

degradation”.

22t is referred to the American public
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Chapter V
Shaping the world citizen: defending freedom throug

education

We can expect no fresh start, until we again assarimental freedom

5.1 Mill's Wisdom

In his renowned essay On Liberty, published ( asMes On The Origin of
Species) in 1859, Mill provided a rational justfion for the freedoms of the
individual, to be protected not only from the coencdirectly imposed by the state
but also from the more subtle and moral contrgbublic opinion. After more than a
century, the topicality, relevance and soundneshi®fsubject and arguments are
shocking. He himself would probably be astonishgdhe actual situation. As Harry
Weininger wrote in his eulogy for freedom activisinma Goldberg in 1940, “the
plea for liberty has been made a thousand times,tay thousand times, but always
need repeating®.

Recognizing the prominence of the human right tascence, Mill devoted the
second chapter of the illustrious essay to “thertip of thought and discussidi®
Mill's argumentation in favour of liberty of expr@en starts from the assumption
that opinion is not to be understood as a privaiedgbut rather as a precious
collective one. In his view, establishing obstadle#s free circulation would count
as an offence to the entire society, not only t ghesent generation but also to the
future one. In particular, those who do not sharecestain opinion would
paradoxically suffer a bigger loss than those wtaept it. In order to demonstrate
his thesis supporting freedom of thought, of diseus and free press, the great
British thinker takes into account different hypedls. Considering the case in which
an opinion may be false, those who want to baanit, have the faculty of doing so,
would justify their action negating its truth. Aedong to Mill (and more recently
robustly underlined by Popper) neither a man ntireary can claim infallibility, so
censors would be wrong in assuming absolute céytahtheir arguments and in

silencing conflicting opinions.

225\Weinberger, HarrfEmma GoldmarBerkeley Heights: The Oriole Press, 1940
25 Mill, J.S.,0n Liberty freely available on the World Wide We®
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Problems arise because even if in theory the “fattallibility of mankind is
almost generally accepted, this acknowledgment doeseally influence practical
judgments. Even those who are aware of their oWibifdy still tend to repose with
unlimited trust on the infallibility of “the world”But each individual has access
only to a partial section of this world through shparty, his sect, his church, his
class of society”.

Moreover, man tends to keep its faith in certaitharties even in light of
their past errors. “He devolves upon his own wdinlel responsibility of being in the
right against the dissentient worlds of other pepphd it never troubles him that
mere accident has decided which of these numeraukisvis the object of his
reliance, and that the same causes which make I@huechman in London, would
have made him a Buddhist or a Confucian in Pekviaj.it is as evident in itself as
any amount of argument can make it, that ages aramnore infallible than
individuals; every age having held many opinionsiclvhsubsequent ages have
deemed not only false but absurd; and it is asaicethat many opinions, now
general, will be rejected by future ages, as ih&t many, once general, are rejected
by the present.”

In the absence of absolute certainty man still dakity to search the truest
opinion possible to guide his action, so the rasstjon for Mill becomes how a
man, a group, or society at large, can reach wisddma wise man, he argues, is the
one who always practices listening and keeps higlropen to criticism, “because
he has felt, that the only way in which a humamgeian make some approach to
knowing the whole of a subject, is by hearing wtet be said about it by persons
of every variety of opinion, and studying all modeswhich it can be looked at by
every character of mind. No wise man ever acquimiedwisdom in any mode but
this; nor is it in the nature of human intellectdiecome wise in any other manner.
The steady habit of correcting and completing s @pinion by collating it with
those of others, so far from causing doubt andidigsn in carrying it into practice,
is the only stable foundation for a just relianoetb.

There are opinions, or better said “beliefs”, tlaa¢ considered inherently
essential to society, constituting a common goodthat public authorities assume
their protection as a duty, comparing them to astitutionally guaranteed social
interest. In this case their truth would be irrelevas they are accepted as such by

the majority. Another case of problematic assunmptib infallibility would be the
100



one in which a judge credit himself with the auttyorto establish acritical
judgments on whether an opinion should be expreasddspread. For example, the
idea of the State as necessary to society is geatexs a dogma and anarchists has
been often silenced by authoritarians as well aébleyals.

Recalling the emblematic cases of Socrates and J&bli commits readers to
memory that the judges in those cases where netedieas lacking any ethical
feelings, culture or moral integrity, on the congrahey were estimated authorities
whose wisdom was only later on denied by time. 8sing these cases of patent
injustice helps Mill to demonstrate the impossipilbf human infallibility, both for
the common or the wiser of men.

Given that humans are irreducibly fallible, it imconceivable to stifle or
hinder the freedom to publicly express one’s owimiop, not only because it would
impede the flourish of a discussion but also bezawesther a judge nor a political
authority can claim absolute certainty on the wreess of an opinion. In any case, it
follows that “truth gains more even by the errofone who, with due study and
preparation, thinks for himself, than by the trygn@mns of those who only hold
them because they do not suffer themselves to .tihNokthat it is solely, or chiefly,
to form great thinkers, that freedom of thinkingesjuired. On the contrary, it is as
much, and even more indispensable, to enable avdragan beings to attain the

mental stature which they are capable of”.

5.2 Fragile and precious as a crystal: Habermas anithe Public Sphere

The place in which individuals come to shape, slaaue collect their private
ideas in modern societies can be referred to aBihéc Sphere. For a long time the
main concerns occupying the cultural theorist Jtirgabermas has pivoted on the
idea of "the public" and of its power in a reprdséime democracy. To answer the
questions about how does "public opinion" shapetipal power and policy and
how is the system of political power maintainedaimlemocracy in 1962 he wrote
The Structural Transformation of the Public SpA€rd=rom the perspective of the
Frankfurt School of Social Research, which advarecédiarxist critique of western

22T Habermas, JThe Structural Transformation of the Public Spheka:Inquiry into a category of
Bourgeois SocietyTrans. Thomas Burger with Frederick Lawrence. Bf€ss. Cambridge,1991
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capitalism and its discontents, Habermas explotked $tatus of public opinion in
the practice of representative government in Wadterope®*®

In his understanding the public sphere is a virtudmaginary community not
necessarily existing in any given space. Ideatlyvould be "made up of private
people gathered together as a public and artiaglahe needs of society with the
state??®. The public sphere, through acts of assembly aatbglie, gives rise to
attitudes and opinions which serve to verify, abradle and guide public affairs, that
is, the affairs of the state. Every "legitimate hewity in any functioning
democracy®, in ideal terms, should be sustained by publimiopi, emanating
from the public sphere.

Later on, Habermas would distinguish the "lifewbrlidom the "system".
While the public sphere falls within the lifeworldefined as the immediate milieu
of the individual social actor, the "system" refds economy and the state.
Detaching his position from a rigid determinism ttr@nsider the system as
dominating the whole society, seen as mistakeryaisahe points to the negotiation
of political power as the result of the interdepemzy of the system and the
lifeworld®*’. Democratic societies aim is to "erect a democrdm against the
colonizing encroachment of system imperatives easiof the lifeworld®2

In Habermas reconstruction the first emergence pditaic sphere dates back
in the 18th century. It was the product of the giowf press, of coffee houses, of
literary societies and voluntary associations. &itleen, the Parliament and other
agencies of representative government sought tageathis public sphere in order
to control the State. For the public sphere to sedcmany factors must be taken
into account: the extent of access should be asedo universal as possible; it
should be autonomous, that means that the citinemst be free of coercion; it
should reject the principle of hierarchy and alleach individual to participate on
an equal footing; moreover the rule of law (patacly the subordination of the

State) and the quality of participation (the comnmommmitment to the ways of

28 3oules, M.Jiirgen Habermas and the Public Sphevialaspina University-College, 2007
available at http://www.media-studies.ca/articlabrmas.htm

22 Habermas, JThe Structural Transformatiomit., p. 176

230 Rutherford, PEndless Propaganda: The Advertising of Public Goddsonto: University of
Toronto Press, 2000. P.18

%1 5ee “Further Reflections on the Public SphereHébermas and the Public Sphek. Craig
Calhoun. Trans. Thomas Burger. MIT Press. Cambyiti§82.

2% |pidem
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logic) are seen as necessary feafiifeslabermas insisted on this latter point as he
considers rational-critical discourse, the disceurs which everyone is an equal
participant and the supreme communication skithiss power of argument, as the
basis on which the public sphere would be builds brobable that never in reality
the ideal shape was fully achieved, nonetheleapptoximated more closely to the
model in the 19th century, when traditional ethrgender, and class barriers to
participation were removed.

At the same time, according to Habermas, advansiggl welfare, growing
culture industries and strong private interestgetiareformatting the dimension of
the public sphere. With the spreading of large mapsrs devoted to profit, the
press turned into an agent of manipulation, becgnithe gate through which
privileged private interests invaded the public esplf** thus creating a
"refeudalization" of power in which the public sphetay as an illusion and is only
maintained to give sanction to the decisions ofiées. The present Italian situation
would provide him a very sound case of the pubtibese degeneration. Still, in
Soules view, “behind Habermas' analysis lies ah loiees: he believes the public
sphere can be most effectively constituted and ta@ed through dialogue, acts of
speech, through debate and discus$ion”Habermas himself in “Further
Reflections" points to groups of concerned citizegrmssroots movements, trade
unions, voluntary associations, social organizatiarhurches and sports clubs, as
the places where the communication emanating froben authority can be re-
discussed and challenged.

In his understanding the role of the public sphenrendermined by the misuse
of publicity, by the "manipulative publicity®® widespread in this day and age. In
his words "even arguments are translated into sigribowhich again one can not
respond by arguing but only by identifying with th&®’."Authorized opinions*®®
are thus conveyed in a propagandist effort to tikeews and nurture political
theatre. "Showy pomp® and "staged displa§’® are employed by those in power to

legitimate their authority and its emanations.

233 Rutherford, PEndless Propagandait. p. 18

%4 Habermas, J., Ilabermas and the Public Sphedit., p. 185
235 50ules, M.Jiirgen Habermas and the Public Spheie

2% Habermas, J., . IHabermas and the Public Spheuit., p. 178
237 |bidem, p.206

238 |pidem, p. 245

239 |bidem, p. 195
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Jacques Ellul reaffirmed the same concerns in biakton propagand&. In
his words, biased newscasts, misinformation, paliteducation and other sources
of "the propaganda of integration” are used to shie individual according to the
social mechanism requirements. Admitting that éates zombies out of citizens,
still, in the sixties, Ellul argued that in a demaxy propaganda is necessary.
"Propaganda is needed in the exercise of poweh&simple reason that the masses
have come to participate in political affairs”. his Studies in the Ideology of
Advanced Industrial Sociéft?, Herbert Marcuse analyzed the "voice of command"
brought into play by experts, politicians, managansl educators. Visual display
and the style of address borrowed from advertiaggyravated the hypnotic effect to
which Aldous Huxley referred in his speechTire Ultimate Revolutid®

Messages may be fixed into people’'s minds throbghexploitation of the
effects of an abridged and condensed syntax, diedtassertive language, the use
of an emphatic concreteness, constantly addressegarget as "you" and "your"
and endlessly repeating images. Immersed in thisagonarcotizing rhetoric, the
citizen becomes, in Marcuse's terms, "one-dimemslpincapable of dissent or
repudiation. Many theorists pointed to the techegjaf advertising and publicity as
responsible for corrupting and poisoning the pubpbere, and therefore our minds.
When a style of authoritative discourse and imagmagement and substitution
mingle, chances of dialogue rarefy. As Rutherfordintained, the puplic sphere
“remains a site for the production of public opmithat is given concrete form by
surveys and polls which, to a degree, actually ifasithe opinion through the
process of asking certain questions (and not asiingrs). Because of an excess of
goods and risks competing for attention, the spluer@inues to be a contested
arena; however, much of the excess is manufactwerkople and institutions with
money, moral clout, or other forms of power. Thessmedia play out a double roll
here, both as the vehicle for competitive spectaaled as the source of news, a

240 |bidem, p. 206

241 E|lul, J. Propaganda: The Formation of Men's Attitud&sans. Konrad Kellen & Jean Lerner.
Knopf, New York.1965

42 Marcuse, HOne Dimensional Man: Studies in the Ideology ofakded Industrial Society
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different kind of discourse, though again a monakgnd now contaminated by the
ubiquity of publicity®**,

Employing a medical analogy Rutherford characterilee invasion of the
public sphere by systems of authority: as "a kifidis which debilitates the body
politic*?*>. Propaganda and persuasion might not kill theipuilt for sure would
make it less effective. To counterbalance the megafluence exerted by external
authorities, by the many enemies of our mindssifundamental to strengthen
individual resources for autonomy and creativithisThuman enhancement can be

achieved only through a proper education.

5.3 Old-new thoughts on education

More than two thousands years ago Lucius Annaeungcdewrote, "no man
was ever wise by chance". In a recent speech gwea London girls' school
Michelle Obama made a plea, making a passionateomp& case for each student to
take education seriously, as it is the mean thraugich new, brilliant generations,
would close the gap betweene world as it isandthe world as it should B&.
There can be little doubt today that man is, t@ar@d extent, the product of the
received education, shaped by the process of itom to which he has
undergone. | use here the term “information” inlitsral significance of “shaping
within”: to in-form meansto give inner shape tdt therefore refers to a process of
trans-formation of a pre-existing something. Imiplic this definition is the idea of
an environment external to, or separate from, thegt to be informed. In this
understanding information is a dynamic, fluid ph@eomon, whose essential features
are transference, perception, and cognition/intemra The main sources of
information in this understanding are parents,iieesand the media.

The importance of education has been historicathessed by political
philosophers: in a sense we might assume that éhehijpolitical project there is a
pedagogical project designed to achieve a prop&eni to fit in the outlined
scheme. In th&epublicof Plato the just man and just society are inteedéeent,
and the polity outlined by Rousseau in tBecial Contractwas supposed to be

244 Rutherford, PEndless Propagandait. p. 274-5
245 |bidem
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inhabited by the citizen raised according to thechéngs described in tHemile,
which draws on Locke’$Some thoughts Concerning Educatievhose bulk is the
explanation of how to instil virtue in the youth.i$ interesting notice that Locke’s
letters were originally written for an aristocrafieend but his advice had a broader
appeal. He offered an explanation of how to eduttegenind, and the application of
his principles allowed women and the lower clagseaspire to the same kind of
character as the aristocrats for whom Locke orlbinatended the work’. His
recipes for liberty involved the use of three distimethods: the development of a
healthy body, the formation of a virtuous charaeted the choice of an appropriate
academic curriculum.

The relevance of a good education for the developmmihuman qualities and
virtues had been endlessly underlined but not aweaplemented. Many people
raised their voice to accuse the present schodygiem of frustrating human
potentialities, reducing both creativity and ciafichinking instead of promoting
them. Emma Goldman explained that it is in the veayure of the nation-state
system to limit human flourishing, thus the attesnjat shape the most stupid, blind
and irresponsible citizen restraining the acqusinf higher faculties that would be
intrinsically incompatible with the overpoweringtizmalist setting should not come
as a surprise.

The greatest German philosopher, Immanuel Kantemenderestimated the
importance of man formation for the achievemerautbnomy and morality, which
he considered the fundamental foundation of a gelhggobal society. Not by
chance he lived in the Germany of the eighteentitucg, a moment in history
marked as ‘the age of pedagogics’. Kant's own ideas education, whose
significance is to be appreciated against the ngeeeral background of his
philosophy, were influenced by those of a much l@ssous colleague, Johann
Basedow. Philosopher, theologian, and educatidrearist, Basedow represented an
important figure of Jewish German Enlightenment anagnted a model for non-
denominational educative institution that was souitated by similar projects in
Germany and Switzerland. Son of a poor wigmakerhhe the chance to study
thanks to a benefactor who financed him in Hamlaung) Leipzig. He then became a

private tutor in the family of Herr von QuaalenHiolstein. During his experiences

47 Yolton, JohnJohn Locke and EducatioRandom House. New York, 1971, p.6.
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as a tutor, his attention turned to educationabl@ms, which were the subject of his
master's thesis at Kiel University in 1752. Laterle was appointed professor of
philosophy and rhetoric at the Knightly Academy Saro, Denmark, where an
heterodox workPractical philosophy for all state€openhagen, 1758), led to his
dismissal. His position in the gymnasium at Altandfered a similar fate, and his
writings were prohibited. Having left theology, tk& again to the support of a
benefactor, he published his first significant wark education, which met with a
tremendous response, tAppeal to the friends of mankind about schoolsh it
plan for an elementary book on human knowlétfgeSeveral influential people
from within the Jewish community helped him to fica the publication of other
textbooks, for adults as well as for children, thwst important being his
Methodology for fathers and mothers of families aations®*°. Imbued with the
new scientific spirit, he thought out a plan foredorm of the schooling system in
which the ideas of Rousseau would be put in practit 1768 Basedow issued his
Address to Philantropists and Men of Property omddts and Studies and their
influence on the Public Wetd appeal for funds® Invited by Prince Franz Leopold
Friedrich of Dessau to organize an experimentalosichn Dessau, Basedow
accepted. In 1774 the school, called the Philapihrapened. Returned to theology
in 1776, he wrote the book that he considered lastenpiece, th&xamination of
the old most natural religianinspired by the English and French deists, he
advocated a natural religion, rational and pratticefraining from dogmas and
rejecting every kind of orthodox Christianity.

Inspired by Crusius, David Hume, and the FrencHopbphes, his work on
theory of knowledge and metaphysi&ilalethie (Libeck, 1764), was one of the
most significant books on methodology of its tinmel grofoundly influenced Kant,
whose work would then retrace some of Basedow’asdele supported a moderate
skepticism based on common sense, and, out ofisisaptconcerning causation,
denied the possibility of reaching absolute denratise truth in natural philosophy,
in rational psychology, or in theology. Modern bisans have underrated the

theoretical importance of this revolutionary popuyailosopher. Kant's enthusiasm

248 Basedow, JVorstellung an Menschenfreunde fiir Schulen, nedrst Bllan eines Elementarbuchs
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with Basedow educational theories is explicit irs lown comments on the
‘Philantropin’, which he saw as the road condudigea peaceful world society,
ascribing to the Dessau institute a cosmopolitavplutionary and continental
significance. “Each ordinary being, each individaiizen of the world” Kant wrote,
“must have an infinite interest in gaining familtgrwith an establishment which is
laying the foundations for a whole new order ohgs”. Basedow’s Philanthropin
School “must of necessity attract (...) the ked@ergion of Europe. In the well-
ordered countries of Europe, an ‘early revolutionist be put in hand in the shape
of school reform. This reform had been set in motiand was admirably
exemplified by the ‘Dessau Educational Institgte”

The model of education advocated was cosmopolifaee from any
confessional imprint, equal for all classes, andeal at enabling men to live useful
and happy lives as good citizens. Instruction sthaylpeal to the child's sensibility
rather than to his understanding and the acquisibd knowledge should be
encouraged by games and colloquial intercourseatiyt Basedow insisted on the
fact that images are more effective than words, abdndantly illustrated his

textbooks.

5.4 Insights for a Kantian cosmopolitan education

Historians certainly did not underestimate Kanttgbntions in general, but
his pedagogical concerns do not receive adequdentian by contemporary
political philosophers. In my opinion, a wider di§ion and deeper understanding of
its pedagogical premises would be beneficial ndy om the reception of Kantian
philosophy but also to human evolution in a largase. His advises has gone
unattended in modern practices, as well as theeSdécticle for Perpetual Peace,
where he recommended that politicians hear theevofghilosophers. Despite the
fact that he is mentioned in the introducfdn(along with Luther, Melanchthon,
Friedrich August Wolf and Schiller), Scheuerl's faus portrait of the Classical

exponents of pedagogy omits Kant from the list. &tbeless, he is explicitly

#lKant, I. “Essays on the philanthropists” Ansgewahlte Schriften zur Padagogik und ihrer
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108



referred to by other pedagogical traditions. In 4%y the well-known existential
‘pedagogical’ philosopher Bollnow dealt directly twvi the topic ‘Kant and
pedagogics®® and a Unesco publication of 1993 recognized thevagce of Kant's
view on education to foster present day reconimiiespirit>”.

As Heinrich Kantz argued in his reappraisal of Kpatdagogics, written few
years after the Wall felt, the creation of spirituaconciliation between the
continents of the world is a major task we faceit'that is only possible by defining
the profile and true historical identity of partiaugroups or regions such as Africa,
America, Asia, Australasia or Europe. From the [Besn standpoint, this
requirement means that Europeans must make reéerdac their human
responsibility for others and for themselves, agidterpret their own history in such
a way that both its negative and positive factoespaced in their true perspective.
What is more, each continent must make its ownapitic, individual and concrete
contribution to the new world ethic®. Kant's relevant intellectual achievements, in
particular reference to education, deserve a reagxion in the wider context of
equal partnership in a future world society. As t&aproposed, it may be very
useful today to reconsider some aspects of hisepstdnal career with a bearing on
education. His own biography and curriculum provétlements to better understand
how he arrived to develop his open worldview.

Born in Konigsberg on 22 April 1724 in a lower miieldclass family,
Immanuel Kant was brought him up in such a way betemembered his parents
with a ‘feeling of the utmost gratitud@®, confirming that he could have received no
better moral education. Having attended the CallegiFridericianum Grammar
School, he lamented the oppressive presence andasmplaced on theology and
religion in the teaching syllabus and school I#&.the same time those extensive
studies allowed him to develop his subsequent pafseligiosity, founded on a
rational sense of responsibility. He came into €losntact with the philosophy of
Leibniz at the University of Kénigsberg, and in17%& graduated and qualified in

the same year as a university teacher with hisdetson on ‘New light on the first

#30.F. Bollnow,Kant und die PadagogifKant and education] in: Westermanns Padagogische
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principles of metaphysical cognition’. In his owromds, it was the analysis of the
work of Newton, Hume and, above all, Rousseau viaal ‘put him on the right
track’ and sparked off ‘a revolution in his persbténking’®>". During his brilliant
professorial career Kant wrote philosophical wottkat became milestones of his
era. He often confronted and challenged the culypamion-shapers in the Europe
of his day, as with the famous ‘Answer to the guestwhat is Enlightenment?’
wrote in 1784. His last lecture was given in 178fving embraced a theistic
religious dimension he overcame the fear of demid,when he died in 1804 his last
words are reported to have been: ‘It is good'.

Kant’'s intellectual undertakings may be framed bg famous questions he
posed in 1793: What can | know? What am | to do7Zatwhay | hope? What is
man? He answered those dilemmas adopting a widgagand critical approach.
On a first plane of thought, through an enlightepeditive interpretation of human
reason, he rationally and personally assessedutmar potential and limitations of
reason. He confined the potential experiences|ditahan beings (phenomena) in
the Critique of Pure Reason, written in 1781. Reuythe ideological sophisms ad
absurdum he pointed out that scientific knowledde tlings in themselves
(Noumena) is unattainable. Not satisfied with a eatmat reticent assessment of
human reason, on a second level of thought, Kamt we to identify possibilities
for a moral dimension of freedom, immortality amdigious fulfilment for man. In
the Critique of pure reason he himself expressauvavering’ belief in the
‘existence of God and a future |if8%. Nonetheless he issued critical warnings
against the supposition that this belief might bevpd, and stated clearly that the
belief in ‘God, freedom and immortality’, which bgs happiness to man and fosters
world peace, cannot be rationalized, indoctrinasedl turned into a dogmatic
ideology that undermines man’s intellectual freedémorder to pave the way for
corresponding moral certainties in human existel@t criticized reason in this
spirit, writing ‘I therefore found it necessary abolish knowledge in order to leave
room for belief’ in the Preface to the second editof his Critique of Pure Reason
in 1787°°. As repeated in the Critique of Practical Reapome reason simply holds
out the ‘prospects of articles of faith’. In hisno@ption of human freedom, human

*"See Kantz, H. cit.

28 gee Kant, I. ‘On opinion, knowledge and beliefsthe Critique of Pure Reaso(Transcendental
Methodology. Second Chapter, third section)
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dignity makes the recognition of that freedom amenently subjective matter. This
point is stressed with particular force in the fasmdeginning of the conclusion of
the Critique of Practical Reason: ‘Two things fily mind with ever-growing

wonder and awe, the more often and persistentlyri imy thinking to them: the
starry firmament above me and the moral law witme’. It reminds me of a

comment made by President Obama, which wisely ediout that “a world of all

math but no poetry is not fit for human habitatiSf”

Fundamental, in Kant's educational statementfi@setnphasis on subjectivity,
which became a basic principle of education in ri@dern world. Applying the
quintessential principle of his philosophy, thdtrakn are subjects who should not
exploit each other as means to an end, those iedalv the process of education
and upbringing are defined as subjects who musimakte use of one another as
‘instruments.’” A debt of gratitude in the generairid context is owed to Kant for
his insistence on this idea, which spread, in dopbphical rephrasing, the eternal
ethics expressed by the Golden Rule.

What then is the educational significance of Kapislosophy? While many
insights are immanent in his philosophical producti we can also refer to
statements explicity made by him. In the Berlin ifldy and other organs of
publication the leading German intellectuals of #ighteenth century exchanged
their views on relevant topics, including educagilomatters. Kant expressed the
didactic relevance of his university teaching duteand made an effort to adopt a
pedagogical attitude towards his audience. It testiéarly in the announcement of
the nature and purpose of his lectures in 1765B@se scope was to train listeners
to become comprehending, reasonable and scholarlyops. The young people
entrusted to him must be ‘taught to acquire a nmature insight of their own in
future’ ?°* He gave many lectures ‘on pedagogics’ (as a remént of his position
as a professor in the philosophical faculty, in I¥&6/77 winter semester, in the
1780 summer semester and in the 1783/84 and 1786/8&r semesters) but never
published himself the text of these lectui&sin the same time of the compulsory

lectures, he made revealing comments in its proalucon ethical, aesthetic,

20 Reported by Frank Schaeffer, http://www.huffingiost.com/frank-schaeffer/president-obama-
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historical, anthropological and theological issugslevant publications includehe
idea of a general history for the purpose of azeti of the world (1784), The
presumed beginning of the history of mank{id@86), What is Enlightenment?
(1784), Perpetual peacdg1795) andAnthropology from the pragmatic viewpoint
(1798). His fundamental text on religious philosppReligion within the limits of
pure reason(1793), is another good source, for example whereomments on the
way in which education responds to the problemaafdgand evil: ‘What man is, or
may be destined to become, in the moral sense, goedil, is of his own making,
both now and in the past’.

As the UNESCO article reminded, positive suggestiath a bearing on the
global structure of education that we should adietaday can be derived from the
educational ideas, assumptions and reflectiondesedtin Kant's texts. The main
relevant questions to which Kant's texts providesvegrs regard the nature of
education, the subjects to whom education is dickend the question of questions,
the most interesting for the scope of my projeotvitan education, which leads to
enlightened reason as a source of peace, be irdparteceived? Kant accepted the
fundamental pedagogical position according to wieidhcation is imperative for the
development of mankind. Humans have ‘such a stmodgation to freedom’ that
they must be ‘accustomed from an early age to a¢hepdictates of reasdfi®. The
very concept of man, as a collective designati@en,nothing more than what
education makes of him, and ‘It will be noted than is always educated by other
men who have themselves been educated previétislyie firstly consider
education in empirical terms, as the way in whibb educational process takes
place in a given real situation and then in itheogological profundity, referring to
its normative idea as the yardstick for its praxtim fact ‘an idea is nothing other
than the concept of a perfection which has noteasgen experienceéd®. It is the
normative idea that allows the critique of actudi@tion, schools and training. We
may try to approximate the ‘idea of an educatiat ttevelops all the natural gifts of

man’, because good education ‘holds the greattsettke true perfection of human

%63 Kant, |. Ausgewahlte Schriften zur Padagogik und ihrer Badung [Selected writings about
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nature®®.  For all people committed to this world it is figgatful to imagine that
human nature can be increasingly enhanced throdgbadon and that education
can be shaped in a manner which is appropriateattkind’. A ‘cosmopolitan’ spirit
with a commitment to all that is ‘best in the worsthould be followed in planning
education as ‘good education is itself the soufadldhat is good in the world’. The
meaning of education and culture somehow conflaténé intention to collect the
best of the world, and very similar positions héeen expressed in the statement
offered by Matthew Arnold in the preface of his faus essagulture and Anarchy

“The whole scope of the essay is to recommend i@ls the great help out of
our present difficulties; culture being a purstiitoor total perfection by means of
getting to know, on all the matters which most @ncus, the best which has been
thought and said in the world, and, through thievkedge, turning a stream of fresh
and free thought upon our stock notions and hawitg;h we now follow staunchly
but mechanically, vainly imagining that there igidue in following them staunchly
which makes up for the mischief of following thenechanically®®’.

A problem often encountered by authors concerndld thie education of the
youth is that limitations to free thinking are flysimposed by the family. ‘Parents
generally only brought up their children to equiern to ‘fit in with the world as it
is today, however bad it may be’, contrasting theceptual principle that ‘children
must not be educated simply to achieve the presset but towards a possible
better future level of the human race, in otherdsaiaking account of the idea of
mankind and the universal destiny of m&it'.

A similar spirit is to be found in the objectionsthe state of affairs made by

Emma Goldman in her articlehe child and its enemies

“Is the child to be considered as an individualdyas an object to be moulded
according to the whims and fancies of those ab®ufhis seems to me to be the
most important question to be answered by paremdseducators. And whether the
child is to grow from within, whether all that cessexpression will be permitted to
come forth toward the light of day; or whethesitd be kneaded like dough through
external forces, depends upon the proper answridorital question. The longing
of the best and noblest of our times makes forsthengest individualities. Every
sensitive being abhors the idea of being treated asere machine or as a mere
parrot of conventionality and respectability, thevtan being craves recognition of

266 Ivi
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his kind. It must be borne in mind that it is thgbuthe channel of the child that the
development of the mature man must go, and thaprisent ideas of the educating
or training of the latter in the school and the itgrreven the family of the liberal or
radical--are such as to stifle the natural grovitthe child”.

Pointing to the implicit danger posed by the vergrsonality of inapt
instructors and teachers, who “with dead souls,raipewith dead values” she
denounced the standardizing attitude:

“Every institution of our day, the family, the Statour moral codes, sees in
every strong, beautiful, uncompromising personaétydeadly enemy; therefore
every effort is being made to cramp human emotmmhaiginality of thought in the
individual into a straight-jacket from its earliaatancy; or to shape every human
being according to one pattern; not into a wellnged individuality, but into a
patient work slave, professional automaton, taxfgaycitizen, or righteous
moralist?®®,

All humanists tend to view the improvement of therld as a task for
successive generations, to be achieved througanttedioration of mankind brought
about improving education strategies directed &itdy proportioned and expedient
development'. In this sense happiness and misfertfrthe individuals depend on
the individuals themselves. ‘Education is thereftire greatest and most difficult
problem with which man can be confronted, sincgghsdepends on education and
education in its turn depends on insight'. As asamuence, pedagogical activity
should be assigned a prominent position among ralltactivities, which Kant
considered as a reflection of the totality of thenlan being, to the extent that he
established a direct relationship between educadioth political activity: ‘Two
inventions of man must surely be viewed as the midtult: the art of government
and the art of educatict’.

In Kant’'s view the main tasks for education arescghlined thinking, creation
of a cultivated outlook, enhancement of civilizatioand imparting moral
rectitudé’’. More than two centuries ago, believing that the @f discipline,
culture and civilization was in place, he lameriteat the age of moral rectitude was
‘lying in the distant future’. The use of the morncept made by Kant has been
sometimes misunderstood and it is probably illunadaby his definition of the

functions of education. In his thinking moralitygsnnected to a commitment to a
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future world ethic, and moral education should dgven the educated persons an
attitude to choose ‘good purposes only’. The puepaare defined as good if they
can meet the criterion of universal approval angf &' the purposes of everyone’.
He therefore stressed the moralizing function afcational processes promoting
the ‘moral character’ of the youth because the itdigaf all human beings it is
indissolubly bound up with it. It is important tetice that the references to the
‘citizen of the world’ justify an interpretation dfant’s ideas as strongly anti-
colonialist, anti-imperialist and anti-élitist. As the case of Locke, education is
seen as the emancipative path for all human beings.

The idea of duty is central to Kant's moral conaaptand children must be
trained to perform both their duties to themselaed their duties to others. ‘The
duty to oneself, however, resides in the fact that human being preserves the
dignity of mankind in his own persdi® and each person, in all his actions, must
keep in mind the fact that ‘the human being beatkimvhim a certain dignity that
makes him more noble than all other forms of lii&’e all therefore share a duty not
to belie the dignity of mankind in our own persamdao insure ‘respect for, and
compliance with, the rights of men’. This respiectothers must be imparted to the
child at a very early age, for example, Kant instswa richer child to show the same
human respect to his poorer coevals as to otherdiim. As in the case of morality,
even with the concept of duty it must be kept imanthat Kant considered the
principle of obedience in education always to bepliad in the context of
enlightened reason, rejecting any imposition. ‘Aitogpa particular course of action
from a sense of duty means obeying the dictatesason®’®

The process of education through which one learrabey his own reason is
intended as an ongoing learning process; theréfarg’s ideas do not refer only to
youth formation. Many of his statements appealdwolta as well. In his view, man,
in general, potentially possess all the necesd#iputes to become an autonomous
moral being. ‘Man must first develop his attribufes good; providence has not
imparted them to him in a definitive form. Man mumgtter himself, improve his
level of culture and, if he is bad, acquire moyafit. The traces of his theological
background are evident in his warning that a hub®ing may be ‘highly cultivated
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physically (...) and have a highly trained intelldatit his morality may be low and
he may still be an evil creatuf&. The scheme sounds similar to one of the most
beautiful passages of the Bible, where St. Paulnitlnomage to the commandment
of reciprocal love, is credited to have said the¢éreif he could speak all the
languages of men and angels, and had not love oa&vbe as sounding brass and
tinkling cymbal; and even had he the gift of propheknew all mysteries and had
faith to move mountains, but had not love, he wdaddothing.

Force of mind and understanding are reflectionhef true human nature. In
Kant's words, ‘understanding means recognitioneayal principles. Judgement is
the application of the universal to the particulReason means the ability to
perceive the relationship between the universaltaagparticula’’®. Depending on
their age, Kant states that children must be neitlier- nor understretched, as the
nature of the child is manifested in individual ebations. ‘A child must only be as
clever as a child’ and his essential nature musbadistorted by precociousness or
slavery to fashion: ‘Children must also be openreeh their gaze as bright as the
sun®’’. Kant provided many instructions about how to death children:
‘Assuming that the child has a natural inclinattorgo its own way, which may be
assumed to be only most exceptionally what is wihrttee best attitude to adopt is
this: if the child does nothing to please us, weuim shall do nothing to please it’,
‘neither should children be intimidated’, ‘they nhumt try to reason out everything’
but ‘it is extremely harmful to accustom the chibdtreat everything as a game’.

When it comes to the core issue, that is how taca@ua child in order to
acquire that enlightened universal reason whicimptes the cause of peace, Kant
advocates the ‘judicious’ further development & trt of education or pedagogics’
so that it may be ‘transformed into a scieAeMoreover, a distinction must be
drawn between true problems of education and tlpveblems which are only
apparent, being rejected in a spirit of criticisrh ideologies. Inter alia, Kant
examined the issues of compulsion in educatiomnieg methods and the notion of
duty. With regard to the first question, it sholld assessed how to reconcile the

obedience to legal and social constraints, withwhith life is impossible, with the
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ability of the individual to ‘make use of his pensd freedon?’®. The child cannot
know the complexity of self-preservation and pesdondependence unless he feels
the ‘inevitable resistance of society’ from an gasbe, therefore Kant indicated

three pedagogical rules of conduct for the progvesgevelopment of freedom:

1. The child must be allowed to enjoy every possitdedom from infancy, except
in things where it may do harm to itself and pr@ddhat it does not inhibit the
freedom of others through its actions.

2. The child must be given to understand that it@aly achieve its own objectives if
it also permits others to achieve theirs.

3. The child must realize that it is under an oliimato make use of its freedom and
that it is being educated in such a way that it g day attain freedom, i.e. will

not be dependent on the care of otff8rs

Disciplinary measures must be taken in a way tlasdot impinge upon the
child awareness of its own freedom and that doobstruct the freedom of others,
and children should be accustomed to work withaatiig to abandon play. In
brief, ‘education must be made obligatory withoetéming a form of slaver3?".
On the issue of learning methods, the basic coadbpt Kant reminded us are: ‘“The
individual learns most thoroughly and best retditese things which he learns, as it
were, for himself’; ‘The principal need is to teadhldren to think’ and not to train
them like animals. The best way to learn how tmkhs the use of the Socratic
method as opposed to the mechanical-catecheticochetfihe education of the
future must be based on the Socratic method.” Ewéen external help is
fundamental to children understanding of certappsitions, ‘it must nevertheless
be recognized that the perception of reason cammadirummed into them, but must
be arrived at from within themselvé¥.

Many meritorious statements formulated by Kant beegractical relevance
and assumed a central position between the extrémésvere highlighted in his
day, for example, the contrast between play ankwoeedom and compulsion, etc.
More important is his insistence to the compulsaryaracter and conscience-

279 |bidem, p.20
280 |V|

1 pidem, p.35
82 |bidem, p.40
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forming dimension of education. In his conceptidaty and conscientious action do
not oppose the ‘joy of the heart’, which comes abweten the individual has
nothing for which to reproach hims&ft Inclination, interest and pleasure are
welcomed as long as they do not impinge upon tinentitment of the individual to
love of other human beings and to the well-beinglbmen. This theory of duty is
evidently rooted in Kant’s notion of world citizdnp. It is not the correspondence
to one’s own inclinations that should make an acgeem worthwhile but the fact
that it reflects one’s duty of neighbourly love fathers and also the awareness of
world citizenship. Children must be familiarizedthviinterest for the rest of the
world, which will be a source of warmth for theiwon souls. They must take
pleasure in that which is best in the world, evieit does not correspond to the
advantage of their own fatherland and does nothifiem personal profft. It is
easy, and depressing, to measure the distanceeofd#al pedagogic setting for
cosmopolitan citizens from the practises of indoetions put forward in national
states both by the education and information system

Let us remember Kant's own method of philosophicedsearch,
incontrovertibly defined by the formula ‘transcents-critical’. As he himself
states, he overcame ‘dogmatic sclerosis’ of previphilosophical methods and
contents, discovering his own method of philosophieflection. Kant indicated the
implications of this critical position, which Kantuggested to reduce to a brief
formula: by drawing a distinction between ideas d&nel material of ‘empirical’
research, Kant paved the way for one fundamentsitipo of modern enlightened
educational science that starts out from the pulecof the freedom of its subjects.
Since Kant's day, this normative notion of freedéonght for his existence and
persisted miraculously surviving an impervious amopl history, marked by
negative empirical factors and realities of repm@ss

Kant defended the ‘non-empirical’ ideas inherentiman existence confining
scientific knowledge to its own specific subjecéarand providing an intellectual
prop for human freedom of thought. His approacketxhing, and the methods he
applied in the university study context, made higdents look for him as both a
teacher and a counsellor. In his pedagogics, dsmhe the transcendental-critical

approach, Kant made use of traditional means ofiidng knowledge, such as

83 | pidem, p.59
84 |bidem, p.59
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observation, the study of literature and considenadf the opinions of enlightened
contemporaries (often quoting Basedow and Rousséeasimpact as an educator
can be classified under the headings of basic édacdamily education, school
education, university education, general adult ation and senior citizen
education. Without entering the professional deloait¢he correct interpretation of
Kant (I take as erroneous any formalistic and mafligtic interpretations), the
impact of his educational theories may be highéghin the perspective of its
positive connotations and, secondly, from that®hegative attributes.

Some keywords to refer to aemlightenmenttheindividual, the ethic of duty
andworld peace Acknowledged exponent of enlightenment, Kantesalibed, for
example, in all the relevant German school textkpals the source of the spirit of
enlightenment conceived in the international selmaling with the meaning of
enlightenment, his answer is, namely, that eaclviohehl must find the courage to
make use of his own understanding despite the distaf cowardice and idleness:
this seems today a proper definition for the harizd enlightenment in a global
world. The same consideration applies to his cbuation to the concept of
individual, which had a long history of philosopdlic juridical and theological
meanings. Since the days of Kant, the term ‘perssmmehow reflects the
acceptance of each human being as an ‘end in Hipreglardless of his class, world
view, religion, race, nation, etc. From the stdrhis existence, despite the obstacles
standing in his way, each human is a reality in dws1 right and with his own
dignity. Together with Rousseau, Shaftesbury, Ligilaimd others, Kant gave a basis
to the idea, entered in European teaching syllabdsevn the centuries, that ‘the
inclinations and forces dormant in the individualsnbe allowed to unfurl freely,
viewing the individual not as a means but as anierdmself, as a being in whose
spontaneity our trust must be placed’.

The ethic of duty has been a controversial issueongmprofessional
philosophers and diverse interpretation may bemgiekthis subject which, once
again, can be simply be considered a rephrasingadftional religious thinking.
When he posits the idea of a duty to love our fellnen and the need to train the
individual to resist egoistic consumerism and nslstic isolation, the aspect of
all-round education is particularly prominent. Kantategorical imperative, which
states that all men are obliged to act in suchthat the principles of their actions

may be binding on all other men, obviously referatthumanity which spans the
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world and places all men on an equal basis. Pagfitegption to the course taken by
the history of the ethic of duty in the nineteemthd twentieth centuries, with

astonishment its death must be acknowledged. Bsitptobably being given a new
rebirth in the positive assessment of Kant that basn made in the area of
theoretical and practical peace education, whexedbas of his philosophical essay
‘on eternal peace’ are widely discussed. Againss¢hwho are ‘mouthpieces of the
prevailing violence’ he envisaged a future uniorpofitics, justice and an ethic of

peace. ‘Justice must remain sacred to man, howgreat the sacrifices to the

prevailing violence which this may entail’. It is‘@uty, even if justified hope also

exists’ to advocate the notion that ‘eternal pebased on what have previously
been called peace treaties (which are no morettbaas) is not an empty idea but a
task which must be gradually attained by movingstamtly closer to the underlying

objective (because the periods in which such pssgiemade will, it is to be hoped,

follow in more rapid succession)’. The relevanc&aht’'s heritage is evident in the

scientific orientation known as the neo-Kantiams@endental philosophical school.
Here Kant's philosophy in its idealistic fundamesta the yardstick of pedagogical

thought processes. This educational current, ircratpng the notions of a subject, |

myself, conscience, a dialogue, etc., spread thmato/e dimension of an education
which seeks to preserve human dignity everywhedesamll times.

Kant’'s contribution to the moral and normative depenent of a future world
society stands in his impressive and decisive aeguisn against intolerance,
indoctrination, cowardice and idleness. Thanksito philosophy can candidate as
an important contributor to the contemporary depelent of a positively structured
world society®®. Let us recall once again Kant's answer to Wharikghtenment:

Enlightenment means man’s emergence from an imimator which he has
only himself to blame. Immaturity is man’s inabjlito use his reason without the
guidance of others. He is himself to blame for thanaturity if it is attributable not
to a lack of understanding but to the absence fficent resolve and courage to
take charge of himself without guidance by oth&apere audeHave the courage
to use your own understanding — such is the bywbittie enlightenment.

The return to Kant, and hence the reconstructioniofevolutionary’ concept

of enlightenment, is a fundamental mission of congerary intellectuals facing the

25 Kantz, H. cit.
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transformation of the European continents and efglobal context. His manifold
conception of the functions of education (disciglinculture, civilization and
moralization) should be reappraised once againtsnoriginal terms after a
succession of misinterpretations, and finally agaplin practice. It took many years
for his philosophical conception of man to be offily affirmed in the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights, which basically renegifjust a declaration. When
and how those noble principles will be embodieaum practices is today’s issue.
The appeal to the absolute duty of all men, evegyeland at all times, to subscribe
to the cause of peace must be given a louder \amcespread amongst younger
generations. The theory of the categorical impeeais still today a suitable
groundwork for a solution to the contemporary peoblof peace and the peaceful
coexistence of all peoples and cultures. It mdy/fsimction as a universal norm of
ethics, a calling for a mature freedom of respahéds as contemporary ethos,
protecting the dignity of men who enact laws ad pathe order of a society that
recognizes the ultimate self-purposefulness andavaiiability of its subjects.

What is particularly interesting for the scope of work is that the notion that
each man is an end in himself put forward by Kanat his numerous followers bear
a great significance for the cohesion of human deein the world network society
here advocated, and it is also resonant with thdirfgs emerged in neighbour
sciences. As Kantz put it, it corresponds to basitiropological needs and enables
co-operation between different cultures to be dgyed. ‘The claim put forward by
each reasoning being includes a recognition of#me claim by all other reasoning
beings, if they are all to be able to coexist stangously as such beings’. It also
corresponds, as already recalled, to a basic ptenaf reciprocity which ‘has
already left a profound mark on the moral consaeotcall peoples in one way or
another in the form of the Golden Rule’ on whichman religiosity has historically
been founded. It functioned from immemorial time as heuristic principle
successfully orientating meaningful human actioneke applied. To shine a light
over its practical significance let us rememberitbmage that Kurt Huber, executed
by the Nazis, paid to the categorical imperativéim last address to the People’s
Court on 19 April 1943:

“What | tried to do was to arouse student circlesthrough any organization
but through the mere force of words, not to pegietany act of violence but to gain
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a moral insight into the serious damage that has blene to political life. A return
to clear moral principles, to the constituted state mutual confidence between
people, is not something illegal but representsthan contrary the restoration of
legality. Applying Kant’s categorical imperativeask myself what would happen if
this subjective maxim of my action were to becongereral law. There can be only
one answer to that question: order, security amfidence would then return to our
constituted state and to our political lif&®

It may be useful to subscribe to the call made BYESCO on every institution
that has at its disposal experts in religious ahdcal questions to ‘place their joint

creative energies, in conjunction with experts drds@m other religious and ethical

institutions, in the service of this world ethg’

8 |n: Die Weisse Rose. Ausstellung uber den Widarsteon Studenten gegen Hitler, Munchen,
1942-43 (The White Rose: exhibition about the sttidesistance to Hitler, Munich, 1942-43), p.
63.0rganized by the Weissen Rose Stiftung Munché&h,&enter Str. 13, 8000, Munchen 40, n.d.
287 UNESCO today, vol.39, no.1, p.17
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Further Meditations

Here’s to the crazy ones.

The misfits.

The rebels.

The troublemakers.

The round pegs in the square holes.

The ones who see things differently.

They’re not fond of rules.

And they have no respect for the status quo.

You can praise them, disagree with them, quote tlisbelieve them, glorify
or vilify them.

About the only thing you can’t do is ignore them.

Because they change things.

They invent. They imagine. They heal.

They explore. They create. They inspire.

They push the human race forward.

Maybe they have to be crazy.

How else can you stare at an empty canvas and sekaof art?10r sit in
silence and hear a song that’'s never been writt@nrgaze at a red planet and
see a laboratory on wheels?

We make tools for these kinds of people.

While some see them as the crazy ones, we seesgeniu

Because the people who are crazy enough to ithhmky can change the world,
are the ones who do.

This inspiring quote is very representative of tiones. It is powerful message,
and it is a commercial. It is the text of one thesmbeautiful and successful
advertisement campaign ever realized, and its emderis remarkable. Playing with
the IBM Think motto, The Think Different slogan wésst used in 1997 in a 30
second Apple commercial featuring Albert Einst&@ob Dylan, Martin Luther King,
John Lennon with Yoko Ono, Martha Graham, MuhammadAlfred Hitchcock,
Mahatma Gandhi, Jim Henson, Maria Callas, Picaaad, Jerry Seinfeld. It was
followed by numerous revivals, tributes and parsdiglongside the slogan, Apple
homepage featured on three different occasion tetéigures that were not
originally part of the campaign. In 2002 it haveebededicated to Jimmy Carter in
the occasion of his Nobel Peace Prize, in 200®l¢lrate Rosa Park death while
2007 was the turn of Al Gore Nobel Peace PrizeeRtdy, Youtube has been filled
by updated versions of the video featuring predid@pama freely created by his
supporters. In my view it tells us something ref@vabout our era, for example that

the smarter minds, those who really know how tcclobuman heart and stimulate
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its mind are working in marketing and video makiAqd they are not all bad just
because they want to sell us something, becausesicase their products are really
great and are empowering young innovators providirggn the tools to express
themselves.

| did not want to switch from Windows to Mac in tfiest instance, because of
habit and mental laziness. Then | did it, and lelatv It is simpler because do not
require the user to choose everything, it is intaitand give the best option as
standard. The truth is that there are things waatoneed to choose. As Hall said,
when it comes to school and healthcare for exantipdy, would all simply desire the
best. Similar considerations apply to politicalaagements. If we consider the State
as a sofa it is presumable that each of us mayediésh a different size, a particular
fashion, a specific colour and fabric accordindnéo taste and needs, but we may be
almost sure that everyone prefer it to be solid aoohfortable. Notwithstanding
differences among cultures, | would dare to stiaat all people desire, and deserve,
to live in a democratic setting and that none watlidose to be ruled by a egotist
dictator or a corrupted gang. The fact is that opputy to choose is not given.

Since a few years ago, when | began studying asdreing for my PhD, the
global scenario has shifted in the direction | waspicating. There is more light and
less desert | would say. My investigation begamthm horrible Bush era, when the
desertification of souls and lands seemed to mi@exorable outcome of his absurd
policy. It was difficult to listen to a reasonaldescourse in the framework of the
“war on terror’, a milestone in the gallery of heatr entrepreneurship. In the
meantime a miracle happened, and the bright liggitthe election of Barach Obama
symbolizes has inaugurated a new season in inienahtrelations. Even if it the
future is still unpredictable, and my expectationsid eventually be crashed on the
empirical level, the signal he sent to the worldhwa radical change in language is
already a triumph for all reasonable peoples. Pedigm and innovation of language
are the most brilliant features of this extraordyniigure emerged by a country that,
thanks to the valuing of hybridity, demonstrated have spare resources of
democratic vitality. He represents a change ofgignas and is one of those voices |
was desperately waiting to hear. Being the ntigsid anddiasporic president one
could ever think of, in my perspective he arrivesithe Messiah, signalling the
beginning of a new era. He embodies the ideal manecfuture and his success was

brought about by the most imaginative politicaljpcbever His electoral campaign
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was an amazing event that reconciled a disilluslgrith with politics, encouraging
civil contribution to his program through the webdilyObama.com.

He is the president the global Internet communitwld have elected, and the
resources of political imagination that he spenhim first speeches are a lesson to
the apologists of théncient Regimestill filling the cadres of the Old Europe. |
listened to them with tears in my eyes as | whesdlusioned to the extent that |
would never expect to hear a politician speakiragg thiay, wisely and intelligently.
And he seemed to me so honest that | could nogveelhe was true. When 1 first
heard him, in the night of his election, he immeégliaremind me of Plato ideal, it
seemed to me an exemplary philosopher-king, amiflated prince that prefers to
be loved instead of dreaded.

As far as | understood in these years of studidsaaalysis, words are building
blocks in the architecture of society and langusga fundamental ingredient for
man survival. Merleu Ponty wrote that “language nst just a means of
communication. It is a way of human body to livel aelebrate the world”. The fact
that the dangerous rhetoric of the Clash of Ciatiian will not be exploited anymore
to hide will of power and predatory foreign poligjehe fact that religion and politics
can be discursively reconciled in a reasonabletiposithese are big steps forward.
As Javier Solana defined it, President Obama gaairo a “remarkable speech” to
Muslim and to the world. He brought on the glokadlé the hope and change that
many peoples were waiting for. In a video on Yoetabyoung Egyptian girl argued
that people in the Arab world yearned his victag,he looks like an open-minded
person; “he will change, he does not judge” shd gaiexplain why she prayed for
his victory, and remind me of Russell advice to d&eays curious and not
judgemental, a stance very rarely adopted.

The global enthusiastic reactions at Obama’s elechow that an overlapping
consensus among different people is certainly ptessithe offer of dialogue seems
genuine, but we cannot expect a single man tosaatlaux ex machinand suddenly
solve the big challenges humanity have to face.diistion offers us some chances,
but a larger re-evolution, what Emma Goldman waalll atransvaluation of values
at the individual level, is necessary to cope wiibntemporary metaphysical
novelties. The present Globalization is the nthahnisal attempt to reunite humanity
overcoming artificial opposing identities, we didtriscover yesterday that we share

the same planet. What is really innovative of theses is the revolution in the
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communication system fostered by the Internet. €hange in the information
ecosystem is global and is already reverberatingtlm whole system. Our
difficulties to cope with it lay, as Polak wouldtgt) in the atrophy of our capacity to
visualize a wholly different future. There can be doubts that modern western
civilization, as we knew it, is in crisis and failg reproduce a positive image of
itself, and as Polak famously argued, “the rise &t of images of the future
precedes or accompanies the rise and fall of @dtuks long as a society's image is
positive and flourishing, the flower of cultureimsfull bloom. Once the image begins
to decay and lose its vitality, however, the cwtufoes not long survivé®™.
Learning from the past, conformity should be fougid radical ideas put forward by
thinkers, academics and journalists as “almostauttexception, everything society
has considered a social advance has been prefifjtsith some utopian writing®.
Watching the world through the lens of theoriesatwvbhan we learn from
technological determinism? The impression is thmaérhet is the most powerful
extension of its abilities man has ever craftedight of McLuhan famous statement
“the medium is the message”, the new medium, fotgedhe nascent peer-to-peer
cooperative ideology, would announce the dawn @¢émocratic era, a global social
revolution. When it comes to power structures,hbtdétom-up organization could
really turn the tide and bring about radical chandehas already happened with the
first lamp, the book, the radio, the televisiorg thain and the car... Each means we
introduced in our daily life had an impact on sbgi@everberating on its political,
economic and cultural spheres. It is widely recsgdithat totalitarian control of
society and modern forms of authoritarianism wdwdgte been unattainable without
the telegraph, the radio and the television. What af scenarios does the Internet
prefigures for us? Nightmares and utopias confeach other while in the backstage
the real war is fought on the issues of copyrigighit and duty of information and
thought, access, censorship, privacy. If we arebdébeve in democracy it is
mandatory for our societies to become self-cons;ithat necessarily means to have

autonomous, critical and active citizens. When toas the history of the “copyright

288 Polak, Frederik LodewijkThe image of the future: enlightening the pasemtdting the present,
forecasting the futured. W. Sythoff, 1961

289 Cooperrider, David LAppreciative inquiry handbooBerrett-Koehler Publishers, 2003. p.381
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cartel?%°

critically, what emerges is an attempt to estabhbs ‘pay per thought’
society. Whenever art, literature, music, culture general is at stake, as a
consequence democracy itself is at stake. Fromrggoe to generation, we have
been warned and given advices: we should have igoedt our own institutions
constantly in order to check their health.

Clay Shirky, an expert on the cultural, politicahd economic consequences of
the Internet, argues that Twitter, Facebook andakawtworks in general could
radically change history. A network of collaboraisocould substitute a system based
on Institutions. It is already happening, but thed® hold power will do whatever
they can to avoid it. The more efficient censomioyv was the Chinese government,
who managed to build what someone ironically callelGreat Firewall of China to
preclude access to foreign media as BBC or CNNs tha young generation would
never find out what happened in Tiananmen Squaregxample. They initially
downplayed the role of peer-to-peer communicatiod eitizen’s journalism, and,
when they realized it, they decided to totally sHotvn Chinese access to social
networks. Will they manage to keep the populatiohaf the world? That is the big
issue of our times. Peace among different peopém iachievable goal; the obstacle
is the State power. Bloggers are silenced on & dasis and liberticidal laws are
implemented to block an evolution that menaces inegéc powers in a radical way.
The battlefields of the present-future (I reallynvéo stress this point) will be about
the laws of copyright and the free access to in&tiom.

In a video called Blogging on the Nile young Eggps denounced the
repression of dissent and the limits imposed tedoen of expression. The large
majority of people still leave undele factoauthoritarian regimes imposed on them
during the Cold War. The legacy of dark times i¥ at work; this is the meaning of
the biblical idea that the sins of fathers visé thildren. A “progressive redemption”
could liberate us all from the ungracious inhetwf nationalism and capitalism
only if people creative initiatives will not be Bwated. Unfortunately, American
enlightenment did not yet reverberate on EuropeacieBes, which seem less
enlightened than ever. In the framework of thetmali economy of hatred to which |
referred at the beginning of this work it is easydcognize what is happening. The

29 For a critical appraisal of the historical evadutiof copyright laws and their cultural import see
Vaidhyanathan, SivaCopyrights and copywrongs: the rise of intellectpadperty and how it
threatens creativityNYU Press, 2001
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recent return to the use of explicit anti-Semitces in Hungary, coupled with other
forms of xenophobia flourishing in most Europeanrdaes, is part and parcel of a
political crisis that favours the extreme rightiahti-redistribution parties who
manipulate the lower instincts of populations. Thewe a incentive to use those
cheap profitable mechanisms on people who stiy @ hegemonic sources of
information. And thus bad politicians perpetuateirttpower. Civil society should
educate and foster discussion in order to mobjmseple, make their voices louder
and heard so that the State would become respenaiid accountable for the
provision of basic goods and responsive to legiintaizens’ claims. We should ask
European representatives and intellectuals the genitecal audacity, reasonability
and real modernity that Obama is demonstrating. grioblem is that they are the
same nationalists of ever. Or, maybe, the problemdeeper, in the very idea of the
State. Maybe anarchism is the political philosophthe future.

In a recent lecture a professor of political philpisy recognised the existence
of “multiple modernities”. He realized it in lighaf the resurgence of religion, and
assumingstability as anecessary ideahe repurposed tolerance as a foundational
principle for global justice. | was glad he acknedded the presence of different
narratives (!) but | profoundly disagree with tlaealysis of the problem and the
solution he presented. | oppose tieeessity of stabilitgnd with the same conviction
| refuse to consider private property and the stateanumen.If we are honestly
pursuing global justice, stability is exactly whae¢ should fight in order to reform
the present unjustatus quoUnderstanding and solidarity are the keys toacetil
world. Those striving to get the flowers insteadcbins would not accept the old
hypocritical offers. The auspicated global overiagpconsensus may emerge from
social dialogical dynamics fostered by the Net,taigly not from conservative
policies. All people are the same when it cometh&r needs, and the employ the
old deceptive language of Moving Nowhere Showvill not protect us from the
justified claims of oppressed peoples.

Is it possible that we did not grasp the real digien of religious phenomena?
To make an example, when | was analysing the Mi#dist political history | found
a striking presence of former communists leadens standing in the ranks of
religious fundamentalists: isn't it the case thakey are just adapting and
rearticulating the same claims in a different fagfi | would propose to understand

the resurgence of religion in its complexity. Itackground is a broader and
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comprehensive crisis of civilization, marked by #adure of politics to provide
justice and make sense of life, representing ahctasvalues that is not to be
conflated with the misleading theory of a clasltieflizations. A first step would be
accepting that dynamism, not stability, exemplifyntan relations. This picture
would lead us closer to a proper solution, whicta#gs a big change in attitude by
powerful actors and by common citizens. Certaiminsic features of organised
religions may impinge upon human mind making demogrimpossible, but the
‘true believer’ is a syndrome, a psychic diseasg¢ thakes people unreasonable and
should therefore be cured. Genuine religious fgslinstead have been the driver of
the search for justice, as Kant and Rawls biogesphttest.

To satisfy a growing demand of Global Justice, ngdobal justice ought to be
offered, not surrogates. The status quo is theaolesto be removed in order to
achieve a sustainable equilibrium in the global ketiof Justice. Consequently |
consider the idea of stability and tolerance asleqaate to grasp the real problems
we are facing on the path to a less miserable wévrichoice must be made between
two opposite accounts of the role and functiongadlitical thinking: in one case it
provides a theoretical ground on which stabilitymaintained (i.e. it justifies the
present structure of power and authority), in theepits aim is to elaborate models
for human flourishing through the promotion of aeticitizenship (through proper
education). | obviously side for the second optidine burden of proof, the
requirement of a justification, should be definftelemoved from cosmopolitan
advocates and turned to those defending the nstate, the present financial system
and multinational corporations leading capitalstr@omy.

Assuming culture as the powerful weapon of demagceatd diversity as its
intrinsic condition, | would like to offer a new @munt of cultural diversity to reflect
on. | refer to the notion detthnosphergresented by Wade Davis. Having met some
of the most fascinating, and often unknown, indaencultures, he constructed, in

my advise, a really powerful and convincing argutagon.

“The world in which we live in does not exist innse absolute sense but is just one model of reality,
the consequence of one particular set of adaptettes that our lineage made albeit successfully
many generations ago. And of course we all sharestime adaptive imperative, we are all born, we
all bring our children to world, we go through iatton rights, we have to deal with inexplicable
separation of death so it shouldn't surprise usweaall sing, we all dance, we all have art. Bliatv

is interesting is the unique cadence of the sdrgritythm of the dance in every culture. Together t
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myriad cultures of the world make up a web of $pali life and culture life that envelops the planet
and that is as important to the well being of thenpt as indeed is the biological web of life thati
know as the biosphere. And you may think of thikucal web of live as being an ethnosphere. You
may define the ethnosphere as being the sum tétall dhoughts and dreams, myths, ideas and
inspirations, intuitions brought into being by theuman imagination since the dawn of

consciousness”.
An alarming erosion is going on:

“Just as the biosphere is being severely erodedo®as the ethnosphere and if anything at a far
greater rate: No biologist would dare suggest 5@qre of all species or more of them are on the
brink of extinction, because it's simply not truend that, the most apocalyptic scenario in themeal

of biological diversity scarcely approaches whatkmew to be the most optimistic scenario in the

realm of cultural diversity and the great indicadbthat is language loss.

What Davis blame as responsible for the damagésaontegrity is not change or
technology but power. And the model of our moderaiety, he warns, could prove
insufficient down the road:

“It is humbling to remember that our species ishaps being around 600,000 years. The Neolithic
revolution which gave us agriculture, at which time succumbed to the cult of the seed, the poetry
of the shaman was displaced by the prose of thesthiwod, we created hierarchy, specialization,
surplus, is only 10,000 years ago. The modern inidlisvorld as we know is barely 300 years old.
Now that shallow history doesn’t suggest me we hal/¢éhe answers for all the challenges that will

confront us in the ensuing millennia”.

For the benefit of future generations, as he suggege should preserve as many
cultures as possible, trying to preserve (and cedisr) their ancient wisdom, and
sharing it. If there’s a clash, it is eventuallyt 0 civilizations but of ignorance and
prejudices. Would we all fully embrace our respbitisies and become aware
ambassadors of our cultures, we would shape a fagageh, colourful, community.

A community sharing a planet nobody can claim fisr awn. The imagine of
Diasporic Peace Theory would evoke a future withmrters in which each citizen
would hold the same ID. It would contain usefuloimhation as spoken languages,
blood group and actual residence for example. packon would know and love his
ancestors’ arts, food, music and traditional rguahd practices, and share their
beauty and wisdom with all the others. A basic camnsonstitution would rule,
while local peculiar traditions would be known ardpected by visitors.
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