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ew Vietnam brewing in Central America; some U.S. actlivists seak

to go beyond “anti-war” movement, pursue new ﬁ%@i ions

The Reagan administration announced last
week that it is sending $25 million in mili-
tary aid and 20 military advisors to strife-
torn Bl Saivador,

Keagan’'s decision virtually ensures that
Central America will be Americz’s next
Vietnam, and poses the guestion: how ara
human growth-oriented, decentralist, and
world order activists to respond?

The Vietnam syndrome

I Victnam, #a unpopular and undem-
ceratic regime devoted itsell to repressing
its “enemies.”” Eventually, that regime elim-
inated all moderate and “third force”™ op-
postiion to ite rale and drove most of the
population into the camp of the real
Cominomsts. That same basic pattemm ap-
pears t0o be repeating itsell in B! Salvador
and Guatemala.

If anything, the repression in those
two countries is fiercer than it was in
Vietnam.

El Sabvador

In tiny {pop. two million) El Salvadosr,
12,000 people were killed due to terrorist
attacks in 1980, According to former U5,
Ambhassador Eobart ‘Wh;te,j testifying last
week before the House Appropriations
subcommittee on foreign operations, “ihe
chief kilier of Selvadorans is the government
security forces” and if Reagan sends new
military equipment it would inevitably be
used to ““assassipate and kill in & totally
uncontrolled way.”” According to the
Christian Science Monitor, the explicit pur-
pose of the government security forces
is to “eradicate™ guerrilla strongholds by
terrorizing all those who might be housing,
feeding, or otherwise helping the guerrillas.
In practice, “they (soldiers and paramilitary
troops) don’t ask questions, they just
murder,” says a refugee in the San Jose de
la Montana refugee camp in San Salvador.

Guatemala

In Guatemala, the situation may be even
worse. According to Rarihokwats, founder
of Akwesasne Notes and consultant to
RENEWAL who’s just come back from
Guatemala, an average of eight to 10 corp-
ses are found by the side of the road each
day. Among last year’s victims of the death
squads were: 90 university professors, 389
university students, 326 elementary school
teachers, 311 campesino leaders, 54 pobli-
ticians, 12 journalists, and “hundreds” of
union leaders. Most of the victims are found

bearing what the newspapers suphemisti-
callv call “‘signs of torture,” which Ram-
hokwats feels we should know more abount:
“MNeedles through the tongue, in the testi-
cles, stuck in the bottom of the feet; cada-
vers without eves or hands; bodies without
fingernails or nipples .. . .7

The 115, State Department admits the
existence of the death squads, but claims
they are connected with the far right --
not with the government. The Guatemalan
government is supposedly frying to steer
a “middie course” between the far left and
far right. However, Elias Barahona, chief of
public relations of the sl powerful Ministry
of the Interior before flesing the country
last Gotober, has revealed that the death
squads are led by the chief of the presiden-
tial househoid; that death lists are drawn
up using information from militasy and
police archives, from frade pnion files in
the Ministry of Labor, and irom a business-
men’s assaciation which provides the names
of peasant leaders; and that the lists are
given & final going-over by & committee
consisting of the president of Guatemala,
fwo former presidents, and the ministers
of finance and defense. According to
Barzhona, the generals run the death squads
from the fourth floor of the National Palace
Annex.
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Bevond “‘we’re wrong - they 're right

One response to a similar set of horrors
in Vietnam was to condemn “our” side out
of hand and to assume that if our side was
wrong, “the other side” must be right (Tom
Hayden’s book praising the Vietnamese far
left was entitled - with conscicus irony —
The Other Side). There was also an assump-
tion that there could only be two sides (at
the time Tom was writing, 2 “third force”
of Buddhist social democrats was actually
the largest political configuration in South
Vietnam). Today, many activists are con-
vinced that any genuinely life-giving move-
ment must seek to know the pain, and de-
fend the legitimate claims, of all parties to
a conflict.

Sympathy for the devil

That’s why some activists have been em-
phasizing that the Guatemalan industrialists
and generals are not “bad men” in the sense
of being vicious or depraved. They are con-
siderably less wealthy than their American
counterparts, and until very recently they
thought nothing of putting on blue jeans
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and dropping into a neighborheod cantina
to drink and chai with the working-men
and peasanis. Many of ihem are devotees
of a kind of hard-bitten realism and are
convinced that the Americans have forgot-
ten how the world “really works,” and
they are constantly aware that vp to 20%
of the killings in Guatemala {(and EI Salvs-
dor) are perpetrated by leftist guerrilias
against industrialists, generals, ete. They
are deeply divided zmong “‘progressive,”
“moderate.” and reactionary elements;
what unifes themn most is fear.

Tire teft- z viable aliernazive?

The Guatemalan left says it is deeply
comimitied to “‘zocial justice,” bui it 13 so
interpallty divided that it has yet fo pro-
pose a common, concrete program for
social change. [t iz therefore essentially
asking for people to take it on faith. (Bv
contrast, Micaragua's left wag far less divid-
ed and far more explicit sbout its goals.}
According to Rarihokwsts, the Guatemslan
left is made up of about 5% Communisis;
50% New Lelt-Che Guevara types; and 45%
Chiristian  Democrats-Social Democrats-la-
bor: a highly combustible mix. Further
complicating things is the ¥act that there
are af least Tour goernilla groupings, each of
them representing tendencies within the
tendencies mentioned sbove.

The Indians: a “‘third force?

And then there are the Indians, who
represent between 55% and 65% of the
Guatemalan population. The Indians trust
neither the current government nor the or-
ganized left, and the feeling tends to be
mutual.

One source of tension has to do with
the nature of the current fighting. The
guerriilas come into a village, raise their
flag, tell the Indians why they should Iend
their support, and leave — hopefully, with
recruits. Later, the Army comes into the
village looking for guerrilias and for those
who might have helped the guerrillas. It
breaks people’s doors down, burns their
huts, kills some people — and leaves. The
Indians are left to endure this.

The irony is that the Indians’® belief-
system may offer more hope for national
reconciliation than that of the government
or the left. According to Rarihokwats, some
of the key elements in their philosophy are:
love of the land and attachment to the land;

Corntinued on page three, column one . . .
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New-style activists confront Soviet threal, suggest responses

2

A Umultilogue’ is oan exchange of ideas
amaong three or more people. Fhis jssue’s
miultilogue is in response (¢ the guestion,
“Whar i3 the noture of the Soviet threat,
and whar should be our response?” Al of
the respondents share the same basic human
growth, decenrralicy, and globol-humanise

Derspective.

“Mational security comes
from domestic well-being”

By Mel Gurrov, professor of political sci-

ence, University of California-Riversides
In the long cold war between the U5, and
U.8.8.R., certain patterns common to Iin-
periat powers are apparent. Soviet leaders
have sought to maintain friendly socialism
in their East European sphere of influence,
ensure the security of thelr extensive bor-
ders, and achieve rough strategic equival-
ence with Americe. They have operated
from extreme insecurity, overall military
inferiovity, and bureaucratic inertiz - oir-
cumstances that have 2z long history, are
reinforced by ideological rigidity, and of-
ten find expression in crude uses of force
and pressure against nearby countries.

These actions are invariably interpreted
in Washington as evidence of global Soviet
expansionism, They become convenient
pretexts for new U.5. military buildups (as
in the Persian Gulfy and more direct inter-
ventions {e.g., ¥l Sdlvador). Buried in this
crisis management js the fact that U.S, am-
bitions and actions — fo praserve and ex-
tend global open markets, to contain com-
imunism through military and political part-
nerships, and to maintain strategic superior-
ity — dwarf those of the U.5.85. K. The U.S.
is the only superpower with global eco-
nomic reach, worldwide alliances, and the
willingness to use atomic threats to back
several of its farflung military adventures
(e.g., in Korea, the Taiwan Strait, Laos).

“The only way you can make a man
trustworthy is to trust him,” said Secre-
tary of War William Stimson in 1945, Above
all, U.S. leaders need a capacily for empathy
to substitute for their overdeveloped capa-
city for being tough. There is also need to
test Soviet intentions by initiating, and call-
ing upon Moscow to match, freezes in the
manufacture and deployment of nuclear
and new comventional weapons sysiems.
Provocative U.8. behavior, such as military
aid to China and Afghanistan via third par-
ties, should be abandoned — without, how-
ever, ceasing diplomatic and other multi-
national means of protesting Soviet inter-
ventions, Ultimately, however, national
security for both sides comes from domes-
tic well-being and not from international
posturing. It is not Soviet policies but the
devaluation of human rights at home that
makes America insecure — and compels its
leaders to find scapegoats abroad.
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“We should boycott all
violators of human righis”

By “Brian Murphy,” Eepublican congres-
sional aide

Many radicals who call themselves “new
age” and who advocate a “new global aware-
ness’” seem to be unwilling to condemn the
Soviet Union or acknowledge it as as a
threat to the international community. Yet
the blatant reality temains: the Soviet Union
is one of the most oppressive totalitarian
regimes in the history of the world.

it is a government that has amassed his-
tory’s largest military arsenal; it is 2 govern-
ment which has viclated and coniinues to
viclate virtually every irealy it has ever
signed, most recent examples of which are
the SALT [ agreements and the 1975 Hel-
sinki accords; it 18 a government that threat-
ens to expori revolution and violence to
third world countries.

Proes this mean we should respond with
an 8% military budget increase or support
anii-commaunist {otalitarian regimes or eme-
ploy a new array of nuclear hardware? Not
at all.

What then should be done?

We should first of all reach a national
consensus on what constitutes a violation
of haman rights. We should then be willing
to implement a swift and effective econom-
ic, technological and agricultural boycott
against all viclators of that human rights
poiicy ; whether they be the Soviet Union
or I Salvador.

In the case of the Soviet Union, this
type of boycott will not be easy. Since its
inception in 1917, the Soviet government
has been supported by Western technology
and Western financial backing to fuel its
war machines and prop up its utterly failed
economy. In fact, it is estimated that the
Soviet Union presently owes the interna-
tional banks in New York between $40 and
$60 billion in loans, A default by the Soviet
Union would not only mean a political and
economic collapse of the government in
Moscow, it could have severe repercussions
on the economy of the West.

However, in order for a new global com-
munity to emerge, the many power struc-
tures of East and West must be challenged
and brought down.

“(We should combine) self-
respect, real preparedness”

By Wendy Mogey, Institute for the New

Age (New York); New World Aliignce
The United States will be able to respond
to the real Soviet threat when we stop
using it to fustify our own aggression. Of
course there are real Soviet threats, alarm-
ing facts like that country’s presence in Af-

ghanistan, steady conventional and nuclear
bulidup, aciive coliusion with the more re-
pressive elements in guerrilla siruggles, and
brinksmanship in Poland. An appropriate
and effective United States response tosuch
dangers would include policies like these:

U.S. policy in Bl Szbvador should focus
on promoting s negotiated seftloment rather
thar on increasing the unconditions! ship-
ment of arms and advisors. We need to dis-
tinguish between positive forces for change
and destructive left-wing forces. But we will
be able to see such distinctions only when
we stop justifving cur support of destruc-
tive right-wing elements with charges of
Soviet apgression.

The 1.8, should strengthen its conven-
tional forces, We are crippled by our un-
willingness to invest in the spare parts,
maintenance, ammunition, and training we
need, preferring to hide behind an Hlusion
of strength by building more compiex and
costly weapons systems, Including a nuclear
“strength” we hope we’ll never have 10 vse.
Relying Jess on bluff and more opn sctual
readiness woubd give us the real strengih fo
deter real threats and to proumote major,
muiual reductions of nuclear weapons.

The U.3. shiould begin e netionwide man-
datory scrvice program, civilian and mili-
tary. We are weakened by the material and
peychological costs of a volunteer army.
We nced a more democratic, better educa-
ted, and cheaper armed force, one that
would require more Americans to bear the
consequences of the policies we advocate-
or fail to change, Such a program to serve
national {and global) needs would generate
a sense of self-respect, spark a renewal of
a forgotten American virtue (generosity)},
and afiirm the value of personal sacrifice
to a greater good.

This combination of self-confrontation,
self-respect, and real preparedness would
enable us to confront the Soviet Union for
the right reasons, in the right way, at the
right times.
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_self-refiance, simplicity and generosity; sup-

port of basic spiritus] values; and utile-
zation of natural resources for all people{sh
However, it s unlikely that this belief-
system: will ever come to predominate. For
one thing, the Indians speak 23 languages
and 100 distinct dialects and cannot soc-
cessfully communicate among themselves,
let alone with the rest of the Guoaieinalans.

Where do we go from here?

The 19805 version of the anti-Vietnam
War movement is already under way. It in-
voives all-out support for the Centrai Amer-
ican left and it is taking the form of march-
es, sif-ins, protests, demonsirations, nation-
al conferences, ete. For example, at the
national CARD (Committee Against Regis-
tration and the Draft) conference, held in
Detreit this Feb, 13-15, delepates from 56
peace, church, and left organizations were
broughit to their feet by a rousing opening-
night speech from a Salvadoran left-winger.
Other aspects of the conference were
marred by the same kind of vindictive beha-
vior that we find in the larger society (and
that wes found, all too often, in the maove-
ment of the 60%s): the “discussions’™ and
debates were highly acrimonicus, one fac-
tion tried to oust all BEepublicans, another
faction tried to ocust the libertariang, and
the Socialist Workers Party - remember
them? — succeeded in gaining control of
the organizational struaciure of CARD after
80% of the delegates had gone home.

Other movement activists are attempt-
ing to work ou{ a different set of under-
standings that might lead toa different kind
of peace movement, The second paragraph
of Wendy Mogey's article {on page two of
this newsletter) reflects one cmerging per-
spective on Ei Salvador. According to Rari-
hokwats, our wisest course in Guatemala
might be to offer our suppert to the left on
{wo conditions; first, that it open itself up
to the input (ideological as well as material)
of the thousands of middle class business-
people and others who are sickened by the
tactics of the current regime; and, second,
that it engage in a genuine dialogue with
the Indian majority,

Only time will tell if this is the course
that the left will follow. {Recent statements
from the left in El Salvador seem to point
in exactly the opposite direction: see RE-
NEWAL #2) An Indjan-leftist dialogue
may be initiated by a political platform that
is currently being written by Indian exiles
somewhere in the United States and will be
smuggled into Guatemala some time this
spring. Readers of RENEWAL who would
like to help defray the costs of the printing
of this document are invited to make their
checks out to Mark Satin (editor of RE-
NEWAL) who will see that an equivalent
amount of money is given the exiles.

For more on Guatemala: Rarihokwats,
ed, Guatemala!, special issue of Green Rev-
olution (Box 3233, York, Pa. 17402, $1.50).

Goodwyn: populists did what we want o do

qomL hooks maah their patural audience in g

53 e, Lo~
TENCe (mod\wn s The P(Jg)uﬂst wommt (Oncford,
7)Y was an instant academic success when it was
published three years ago, but 1's ondy now find-
ing an audience among the activists who would
put its lessons 1o practical use.

Orn one level, The Populist Moment 15 a his-
tory of the agrarian revolt of the 19th century -
the last muinsizeam mass movement to challenge
the political, ecomomic and culiural norms of
the established order. Os ancrher, deeper level
{and this is the level the activisis are reading 1 for},
it’s a puide to building a mainstrcam mass move-
ment in America today.

According to Goodwyn, building a real(“demo-
cratic,” “powerful,” “lasting’"} movement involves
four distinet stages: movement forming, move-
ment recruiting, movement educating, and party
building. The populist heritage is rife with lessons
for us at each stage.

The “movement forming” stage of populism
was inaugurated with the founding of the Nation-
al Farmers Alliance and Industrial Union, Good-
wyr stresses two things: that it was created by
people of considerable self-respect and selfworth,
and that it arcse i response to a deeply (eft need
(for new methods of economic seli~helph

Alter nine years of tnal and ersor, ihe people
of the Alllarce developed an effective means of
“mass recruitinent™ — the world’s firsi large-scale
working-class cooperative. Goodwyn gently shows
us that it was not books, pampilets, brochures,
platforms, chautauquas, ete., that brought hun-
dreds of thousands of people into the movement;

it was the fzct that the cooperative proved vseful
1 them.

Alfiance members were “educated™ (aboni the
prevaibing forms of economic power and privilege§
parily by ihe 20000 lecturers of the Alijance
lectaring system. bvery state Alllance had its foll-
time lecturer and every “suballiance™ had its part-
time Jecturer who spoke af chureh mesiings, bar-
b(qu s, town squares. .. . This was by no means

“spontancous” or leaderless or pleasantly dis-
nrganimd movernent!

Finally, after the effort of the Alliance ai
cconcmic seli-kelp had been defeated, the pumla.
of the Alliance created their own polxir ik
— the “People’s Pariy.” 1t was not unsue ‘iul
(in FE9Z, it recelved 2004040 of the vote in 20
states), and the resson is that it grew organicslly
out of people’s own experiences. [ was aot the
brainchild of liberal fund raisers from the east.

Goodwyn maekes one further point. Wihat
gave ihie movemeni its deep inner strength is thai
it was able to generate, over time, & “movement
cilture™: “In their strupgle to build the cooper-
ative commmonweslth, in their carnest suballiance
meetings, in their mass encampments, their ailics,
thely wagon tiains, their meals for thousands, the
people of the Alliance saw themsclves (as actors
> stage of historvi. ... As z result, they dared

iwien to themsebves individually and to each
other, rather than passively follow the teachings
of the received hierageh, culture™ Every trans-
formational activist will finish this book with &
burning question: what zare the contemporary
equivalent of these experiences and how can they
be nuriured into being?

Gilder: capitalism is moral, transcendental

The hottest book in Washington right now s
Gearge Gilder's Wealth and Poverty (Basic, $17),
an  clegantiv-written  intraduction to 2l thase
“new”” conservative ideas we’ve been hearing so
much about.

it's a fa.scm;ztmz_ read. It's ;1t once a turn-on
book to “supply-side economics” and z very
clever attempt to unify the Public Interest-Com-
mentary-Brocks Brothers conservatives with the
evangelical New Right (in that it attemptsto com-
bine a spiritual defense of supply-side economics

with an economic defense of the traditional fam- .

ily). And it is Gilder’s personal attempt to re-
concile his transcendentalist heritage (his great-
grandfather was Richard Watson Gilder, editor of
the old Cenrury) with entrepreneurial capitalism.

Of course, it’s being viciously attacked in all
the “progressive” publications (e.g., in an endless
cover story in the Feb. 7 New Republic). Among
Gilder’s heresies are: capitalism is a “moral”
philosophy because it’s based on giving (invest-
ments) without assurance of return; wage hikes
don’t affect productivity nearly so much as mo-
tivation and spirit; “adequate” welfare benefits
destroy people’s incentive to work; most rich
people deserve their wealth; the supply of prod-
ucts creates its own demand; beyond a certain
point, higher taxes actually reduce government
revenues; and so on, and on.

It’s interesting to note that some of this does
overlap, somewhat, with some of the insights of
the human growth, decentralist, and world order
movement. In that movement also, there is an
understanding that any healthy economy needs
to base itself in a morality; that one must give in
order to receive; and that it is ultimately psycho-

' mothers and “pot-furming ‘foresters’

logical forees that shape the economy.

But Gider’s book is deeply flawed. His argo-
menis apply more to & society dominated by
smalt enterprise and genuine competition than 1o
the one we live in aow, There is no mention of
advertising — quite an omission in a book about
the *supply side™! He refers to military spending
as “the most inflationary of all activities™ and
then absolutely drops the subject though he goes
on for pages — passionately — about wellurc
in state
parks.”

These are the kinds of flaws that are cited and
recited in the “progressive” journals, but there’s &
deeper flaw that they've all missed. There is
nothing really different in Gilder’s book. All he
does is stand the old Keynesian economics on its
head. Give money to the rich not the poor, sup-
ply is the key not demand, etc. Until very recent-
1y, the left-Hberal worldview had been so domi-
nant that we tended to forget that it has a flip
side. Well, now we have George Gilder — and
Ronald Reagan — to remind us.

A genuinely new approach to economics would
have to challenge the assumptions of the supply-
siders and the Keynesians. It would have to ques-
tion (as Hazel Henderson does) the very capacity
of our fiscal and monetary tools to have a positive
effect on our economy. 1t would have to ques-
tion {as Robert Theobald does) the very need
for us to work at fulk-time “jobs.” It wouid
have to question (as Herman Daly does) the very
ethic — and morality - of produce-consuine-

. produ ce-Consuime.

Gilder doesn’t ask questions that run nearly
this deep.



4 e the movement

March 9, 1981

Fourth World Assembly seeks to further decen

The First Assembly of the Fourth World
will be taking place in London this July
29-31, and it promises to have a lasiing
eifect on the decentralisi movement,

{The subtitle of the conference is,
“Fay Small Nations, Small Communi-
ties and 2 Human Scale,” and “Fourth
World” iy defined as small nations; neigh-
borhood and regional groups working for
their autonomy; all minority groups and
native peoples; apd all those struggling
against the “gigantism of the instiiutions of
today’s mass societies” whether in the fields
of peace action, energy, BCONOINICS, ate. )

According o Assembly Administrator
Nicholaz Albery, the plan is to bring about
1.200 people together in London for three
days, but to run fhe confersnces in “'simall-
is-beautiful™ stvle by having 30 or so ini-
mate Forams running in parallel. Foroms
scheduled so far rangs from “A non-cen-
tralized Migeria and its lessons for Africa™
to “The multinationsls™ (“Can the multi-

nattonals lose thelr main negative ‘gigan-
tist’ effecis by merely decentralizing and
giving increasing auionomy to their branch-
¢s, or does 2 Fourth World solution require
their compleie breakup?™).

Some of the Forums will be organized by
well-known decentralists, but others will
grow ocut of a process of local organizing
and will - heopefully — develop inio per-
manent “working parties.” The conference
organizers write, “Get together with one or

GLOTHLIGIIN

“twe frends and encourage growth of this

Cell of Friends until you are about seven
strong,  Think {freelv and imaginatively
abont (afternatives to gigantism and) action
to be taken If possible, encoorage the Ceil
to hecome a ‘Fourth World Forum’ (andi
senid members to the First Assembly io
share their ideas and pool their zction-re-
sodves. . . . The aim is for Fourth World
Cells and Forums to be in sxistence world-
wide as 2 continuing and srowing network.”

Each Forum will select representatives

list movemeni

1o 8 permanent Fourth World CGeneral

w3

Council, “Between Assemblies,” say the
organizers, “the function of the General
Council will be to co-ordinate carrying out
the proposals for action suggested by the
Foruims, to help raise public consciousness

e o

2 thyeur
and o Inrow

shewt Fourth World jsaies
about Fourth World issues,

© its possibly prestigious weight arcund when

requested 1o do so by Fourth World Davids
confronting their Goliatha.™”

Conierence convenor is John Papworth,
feunder of the journal Reswrgence, who
has jusi returned from 4 nine-vear stint as
personal assistant to the president of Zam-
bia. Co-sponsors are Resiggence and the
E. ¥ Schumacher Sociely, “Patrons” in-
c¢hide such tramsformational thinkers and -
activists as Haze! Henderson, Ronald Hig-
ging, [van [ilich, Leopold Koblr, Mildred
Loomis, Kirkpatrick Sale, and Gary Spyder.
For more information: Nicholas Albery,
Fourth World, 24 Abercorn Place, London
MN.¥W. &, England,

Global Premises Project seeks to further global

The Institute of Noetic Sciences {[ONS),
& Ban Prancisco-based research instifute and
think tank, is about to initizte a project
the “Global Premises Project™ — that might
just be & major step toward global healing
and unification. :

Goal of the project is to promote the
vision of a “wnifving global crder™ that
would be based on the great spiritual truths
of humankind — what Aldous Huxley liked
to call “the perennial wisdom.”

According to Willis Harman, president
of IONS and a leading futurist, any new
global order “must be based on a consen-
suai view of the most fundamental human
values and motivations,” and the most like-
Iy source of this consensual view is the per--
ennial wisdom (*“the core knowledge of the
worid’s spiritual traditions’”) — for two

‘reasons. First, unlike any other belief-sys-
tem or ideclogy, the perennial wisdom
would appesr to be compatible with the
professed values of all major cultures, East
and West, “primitive” and “sophisticated.”
Second, the perennial wisdom would appear
to be compatible with the most up-to-date
and sophisticated “scientific views of ulti-
mate reality.”

The “unifying global order” growing out
of this “consensnal view” would necessarily
promote: human development; local man-
agement of human problems “tc the maxi-
mum ieasible extent™; global management
of global concerns (such as care of the
oceans and arms control); fairness in distri-
bution of the earth’s resources; and cele-
bration of cultural diversity.

The Global Premises Project will attempt
to promote the “consensual view’” and the
new, unifying vision of world order in four

stages: by preparing a “focal document” ex-
plaining and defending the “‘consensual
view” and is world order implications; by
organizing an “international working con-
ference”™ around this document involving

dozens of people from different coitures

and social strata and ““testing the hypothesis
that a consensus view can be found that is
compatible with all of the major existing
cultures™; by disseminating a report of the
proceedings of the working conference;
and by promoting the use of that report in
development planning and political debate,

“The ambitiousness, some would say
audacity, of this project is apparent,” Har-
man told RENEWAL. “It aims in the long
run at a total change in the mindset of the
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world — not by imposing a new ideology,
btut by helping cultures recognize and (uti-
lize their) unchanging core wisdom.”

The Project welcomes your reactions.
Write: Barbaras MceMeill, Institute of Nostic
Sciences, 500 Stockton St., San Fran. 94108,

ROBERT THEGBALD (Box 2240, Wickenburg,
Ariz. 85358), the economist, is circulating & mem-
orandum propesing “a method of enabling peo-
ple to get more easily and directly involved in the
transformations] movement.”

Theobak] is suggesting that transformation-
oriented thinkers and activists “volunteer to be
contact point(s) For introducing people to trans
forimational ideas and activities within their ewn
geographical area(s)”; if yow'd like to volunteer
you should get in touch with him.
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