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The U.S. National Intelligence Council recently released a paper ana-
lyzing global trends to 2015 entitled Global Trends 2015: A Dialogue About
the Future With Nongovernment Experrs. The Council’s self-described mis-
sion is to “manage the U.S. Intelligence Community’s estimative process,
incorporating expertise inside and outside the government.” The Glba/
Trends 201 5 paper is stated to have been prepared in close collaboration
with US Government specialists and a wide range of nongovernmental
experts. I have summarized what I consider to be the major points of the
paper and then provided my analysis.

Summary of Global Trends 2015

The U.S. National Intelligence Council assisted by experts from the
Intelligence Community harnessed US Government and nongovernmen-
tal specialists to identify drivers that will shape the world of 2015, to de-
termine which ones matter most, to highlight key uncertainties, and to
integrate analysis of these trends into a national security context. Several
points should be kept in mind: No single driver or trend will dominate
the global future in 2015; each driver will have varying impacts in differ-
ent regions and countries; the drivers are not necessarily mutually
reinforcing, in some cases, they will work at cross-purposes.

Judgments about demographic and natural resource trends are based
primarily on informed extrapolation of existing trends. In contrast, many
judgments about science and technology, economic growth, globalization,
governance, and the nature of conflict represent a distillation of views of
experts inside and outside the U. S. Government. The former are projec-
tions about natural phenomena, about which we can have fairly high
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confidence; the latter are more speculative as they are contingent upon
the decisions that societies and governments will make.

Taken together, these drivers and trends intersect to create an inte-
grated picture of the world of 2015, about which we can make projections
with varying degrees of confidence and identify some troubling uncer-
tainties of strategic importance to the United States.

Demographics

World population in 2015 will be 7.2 billion, up from 6.1 billion in
the year 2000, and in most countries, people will live longer. Ninety-five
percent of the increase will be in developing countries, nearly all in rap-
idly expanding urban areas. Where political systems are brittle, the com-
bination of population growth and urbanization will foster instability.

Natural Resources and Envivonment
Overall food production will be adequate to feed the world’s growing
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and chronic poverty will lead to malnourishment in parts of Sub-Saharan
Africa. The potential for famine will persist in countries with repressive
government policies or internal conflicts. Despite a 50 percent increase
in global energy demand, energy resources will be sufficient to meet
demand; the latest estimates suggest that 80 percent of the world’s avail-
able oil and 95 percent of its gas remain underground.

In contrast to food and energy, water scarcities and allocation will
pose significant challenges to governments in the Middle East, Sub-5a-
haran Africa, South Asia, and northern China. Regional tensions over
water will be heightened by 2015. By 2015 nearly half the world’s popu-
lation - more than 3 billion people - will live in countries that are “water-
stressed” - have less than 1,700 cubic meters of water per capita per year
- mostly in Africa, the Middle East, South Asia, and northern China.

Contemporary environmental problems will persist and in many in-
stances grow over the next 15 years. With increasingly intensive land use,
significant degradation of arable land will continue as will the loss of tropi-
cal forests. Given the promising global economic outlook, greenhouse
gas emissions will increase substantially. The depletion of tropical forests
and other species-rich habitats, such as wetlands and coral reefs, will ex-
acerbate the historically large losses of biological species now occurring.
Developing countries will face intensified environmental problems as a
result of population growth, economic development, and rapid
urbanization. An increasing number of cities will face the serious air and
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water quality problems that already are woubling in such urban centers as
Mexico City, Sao Paulo, Lagos, and Beijing.

Global warming will challenge the international community as indi-
cations of a warming climate - such as meltbacks of polar ice, sea level
rise, and increasing frequency of major storms - occur. However, some
incremental progress will be made in reducing the growth of greenhouse
gas emissions.

Over the next 15 years the pressures on the environment as a result of
economic growth will decrease as a result of less energy-intensive eco-
nomic development and technological advances. For example, increased
use of fuel cells and hybrid engines is likely to reduce the rate of increase
in the amount of pollution produced, particularly in the transportation
sector. Also, increases in the utilization of solar and wind power, advances
in the efficiency of energy use, and a shift toward less polluting fuels, such
as natural gas, will contribute to this trend.

Science and Technology

Fifteen years ago, few predicted the profound impact of the revolu-
tion in information technology. Looking ahead another 15 years, the world
will encounter more quantum leaps in information technology (IT) and
in other areas of science and technology. The continuing diffusion of
information technology and new applications of biotechnology will be at
the crest of the wave. I'T will be the major building block for international
commerce and for empowering nonstate actors. Most experts agree that
the IT revolution represents the most significant global transformation
since the Industrial Revolution beginning in the mid-eighteenth century.
However, disaffected states, terrorists, proliferators, narcotraffickers, and
organized criminals will take advantage of the new high-speed informa-
tion environment and other advances in technology to integrate their il-
legal activities and compound their threat to stability and security around

the world.

The Global Economy and Globalization

The networked global economy will be driven by rapid and largely
unrestricted flows of information, ideas, cultural values, capital, goods
and services, and people: that is, globalization. This globalized economy
will be a net contributor to increased political stability in the world in
2015, although its reach and benefits will not be universal. In contrast to
the Industrial Revolution, the process of globalization is more compressed.
Its evolution will be rocky, marked by chronic financial volatility and a
widening economic divide.
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The global economy, overall, will return to the high levels of growth
reached in the 1960s and early 1970s. Economic growth will be driven by
political pressures for higher living standards, improved economic policies,
rising foreign trade and investment, the diffusion of information
technologies, and an increasingly dynamic private sector. Potental brakes
on the global economy - such as a sustained financial crisis or prolonged
disruption of energy supplies - could undo this optimistic projection.

Regions, countries, and groups feeling left behind will face deepening
economic stagnation, political instability, and cultural alienation. They
will foster political, ethnic, ideological, and religious extremism, along
with the violence that often accompanies it.

Nutional and International Governance

States will continue to be the dominant players on the world stage,
but governments will have less and less control over flows of information,
technology, diseases, migrants, arms, and financial transactions, whether
licit or illicit, across their borders. Nonstate actors ranging from business
firms to nonprofit organizations will play increasingly larger roles in both
national and international affairs. The quality of governance, both na-
tionally and internationally, will substantially determine how well states
and societies cope with these global forces.

Globalization will increase the transparency of government decision-
making, complicating the ability of authoritarian regimes to maintain
control, but also comphcatmg the traditional deliberative processes of
democracies. Increasing migration will create influential diasporas, af-
fecting policies, politics and even national identity in many countries.
Globalization also will create increasing demands for international coop-
eration on transnational issues, but the response of both states and inter-
national organizations will fall short in 2015.

Globalization and technological change are raising widespread expec-
tations that increased international cooperation will help manage many
transnational problems that states can no longer manage on their own.
Efforts to realize such expectations will increase, but concerns about na-
tional interests as well as the costs and risks involved in some types of
international activism will limit success. International cooperation will
continue to increase through 2015, particularly when large economic stakes
have mobilized the for-profit sector, and/or when there is intense interest
from nonprofit groups and networks.

Criminal organizations and networks based in North America, West-
ern Europe, China, Colombia, Israel, Japan, Mexico, Nigeria, and Russia
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will expand the scale and scope of their activities. They will form loose
alliances with one another, with smaller criminal entrepreneurs, and with
insurgent movements for specific operations. They will corrupt leaders
of unstable, economically fragile or failing states, insinuate themselves
into troubled banks and businesses, and cooperate with insurgent politi-
cal movements to control substantial geographic areas. Their income will
come from narcotics trafficking; alien smuggling; trafficking in women
and children; smuggling toxic materials, hazardous wastes, illicit arms,
military technologies, and other contraband; financial fraud; and
racketeering. The risk will increase that organized criminal groups will
traffic in nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons. The degree of risk
depends on whether governments with WMD capabilities can or will con-
trol such weapons and materials.

Future Conflict

"The risk of war among developed countries will be low. The interna-
tional community will continue, however, to face conflicts around the
world, ranging from relatively frequent small-scale internal upheavals to
less frequent regional interstate wars. The potential for conflict will arise
from rivalries in Asia, ranging from India-Pakistan to China-Taiwan, as
well as among the antagonists in the Middle East. Their potential lethal-
ity will grow, driven by the availability of Weapons of Mass Destruction,
longer-range missile delivery systems and other technologies.

Internal conflicts stemming from religious, ethnic, economic or po-
litical disputes will remain at current levels or even increase in number.
The United Nations and regional organizations will be called upon to
manage such conflicts because major states - stressed by domestic concerns,
perceived risk of failure, lack of political will, or tight resources - will
minimize their direct involvement.

Export control regimes and sanctions will be less effective because of
the diffusion of technology, porous borders, defense industry
consolidations, and reliance upon foreign markets to maintain profitability.
Arms and weapons technology transfers will be more difficult to control.

Prospects will grow that more sophisticated weaponry, including weap-
ons of mass destruction - indigenously produced or externally acquired -
will get into the hands of state and nonstate belligerents, some hostile to
the United States. The likelihood will increase over this period that WMD
will be used either against the United States or its forces, facilities, and
interests overseas.
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Role of the United States

The United States will continue to be a major force in the world
community. US global economic, technological, military, and diplomatc
influence will be unparalleled among nations as well as regional and in-
ternational organizations in 2015. This power not only will ensure
America’s preeminence, but also will cast the United States as a key driver
of the international system. Diplomacy will be more complicated. Wash-
ington will have greater difficulty harnessing its power to achieve specific
foreign policy goals: the US Government will exercise a smaller and less
powerful part of the overall economic and cultural influence of the United
States abroad.

Key Uncertainties

Examining the interaction of these drivers and trends points to some
major uncertainties that will only be clarified as events occur and leaders
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make policy decisions that cannot be foreseen today:

Science and Technology

We know that the possibility is greater than ever that the revolution
in science and technology will improve the quality of life. What we know
about this revolution is exciting. Advances in science and technology will
generate dramatic breakthroughs in agriculture and health and in leap-
frog applications, such as universal wireless cellular communications, which
What we do not know about the S&T revolution, however, is staggering.
We do not know to what extent technology will benefit, or further
disadvantage, disaffected national populations, alienated ethnic and reli-
gious groups, or the less developed countries. We do not know to what
degree lateral or “side-wise” technology will increase the threat from low
technology countries and groups. One certainty is that progression will
not be linear. Another is that as future technologies emerge, people will
lack full awareness of their wider economic, environmental, cultural, legal,
and moral impact - or the continuing potential for research and
development. Rapid advances and diffusion of biotechnology,
nanotechnology, and the materials sciences, moreover, will add to the
capabilities of our adversaries to engage in biological warfare or bio-
terrorism.
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The Global Economy

Although the outlook for the global economy appears strong, achiev-
ing broad and sustained high levels of global growth will be contingent
on avoiding several potential brakes to growth. These include: The US
economy suffers a sustained downturn; Europe and Japan fail to manage
their demographic challenges; China and/or India fail to sustain high
growth; Emerging market countries fail to reform their financial
institutions; Global energy supplies suffer a major disruption.

Significant Discontinuities

The trends outlined in this study are based on the combinations of
drivers that are most likely over the next 15 years. Nevertheless, the driv-
ers could produce trends quite different from the ones described. Below
are possibilities different from those presented in the body of the study:

1. Serious deterioration of living standards for the bulk of the population
in several major Middle Eastern countries and the failure of Israel and
the Palestinians to conclude even a “cold peace,” leads to serious, vio-
lent political upheavals in Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia.

2. The trend toward more diverse, free-wheeling transnational terrorist
networks leads to the formation of an international terrorist coalition
with diverse anti-Western objectives and access to WMD.

3. Another global epidemic on the scale of HIV/AIDS, or rapidly chang-
ing weather patterns attributable to global warming, with grave dam-
age and enormous costs for several developed countries - sparking an
enduring global consensus on the need for concerted action on health
issues and the environment.

4. A state of major concern to US strategic interests - such as Iran, Nigeria,
Israel, or Saudi Arabia - fails to manage serious internal religious or
ethnic divisions and crisis ensues.

A growing antiglobalization movement becomes a powerful sustain-
able global political and cultural force - threatening Western govern-
mental and corporate interests.

5. China, India, and Russia form a defacto geo-strategic alliance in an
attempt to counterbalance US and Western influence.

6. The US-European alliance collapses, owing in part to intensifying trade
disputes and competition for leadership in handling security questions.

7. Major Asian countries establish an Asian Monetary Fund or less likely
an Asian Trade Organization, undermining the IMF and WTO and
the ability of the US to exercise global economic leadership.
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Four Alternative Global Futures

In its Appendix, #ée Global Trends 2015 sets out Four Alternative Glo-
bal Futures for 2015: Inclusive Globalization; Pernicious Globalization;
Regional Competition; and Post Polar World.

The four alternative global scenarios can be grouped in two pairs: the
first pair contrasting the “positive” and “negative” effects of globalization;
the second pair contrasting intensely competitive but not conflictual re-
gionalism and the descent into regional military conflict. In all but the
first scenario, globalization does not create widespread global cooperation.
Rather, in the second scenario, globalization’s negative effects promote
extensive dislocation and conflict, while in the third and fourth, they spur
regionalism. In all four scenarios: countries negatively affected by popu-
lation growth, resource scarcities and bad governance fail to benefit from
globalization, are prone to internal conflicts and risk state failure; the
effectiveness of national, regional, and international governance and at
least moderate but steady economic growth are crucial; and U
influence wanes.

Analysis of Global Trends 2015

The Global 2015 paper provides a view of the world in 2015 which is
based on current global trends from a primarily U.S. perspective. Ac-
cordingly it has both a limited mandate and a limited perspective. The
world of 2015 that is portrayed is solely an extension and expansion of the
world of today. It assumes a “business as usual” perspective based on the
authors’ and contributors linear and traditional thinking. Specified un-
certainties such as the positive vs. negative effects of globalization in 2015
and the level of regional conflict are mentioned as well as a number of
possible discontinuities in the predicted trends. No consideration is given
to any alternative or transformational trends or scenarios as even remote
possibilities.

Global 2015 sets out a number of primarily negative trends and sce-
narios for the world in 2015 based on the existing macro-trends selected.
A number of trends are portrayed as likely overall positives such as the
growth of globalized economy are and the development of new
technologies.

However, even the most optimistic trends and scenarios presented
give us a world in 2015 that has fewer resources, more environmental
damage, more pollution, more conflict, more hunger, more poverty and
more disparity between rich and poor. Accordingly, the world of 2015

global
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the paper presents is clearly not a desired or preferable future for almost
anyone.

Based on the Global 2015 paper, our shared global future appears to
be one of an increasingly divided world that is both more unstable and
more unsustainable. This is the best-case scenario which assumes that no
significant global crises will occur by 2015. What will happen after 2015
is not speculated upon but it’s apparent that there will be little chance for
any significant improvement.

The only major ‘good news’ presented, if you buy into the now glo-
balized economic mantra of ‘growth, growth, growth,’ is that “the global
economy will return to the high levels of growth reached in the 1960s and
early 1970s.” However, even this apparent good news isn’t as “the evolu-
tion of the global economy will be rocky, marked by chronic financial
volatility and a widening economic divide” and “potential brakes on the
global economy - such as a sustained financial crisis or prolonged disrup-
tion of energy supplies - could undo this optimistic projection.”

What Global 2015 is really saying is that the year 2015 is going to be
a lot like the year 2001 except that it will be considerably better for a
shrinking minority in the developed world and considerably worse for a
growing majority in the developing world.

This global future will undoubtedly become a reality despite the fact
it is a future that a vast majority of people in both the developed and
developing world would wish to avoid. But how so? If we confine our
thinking and actions only to what has gone before there is no hope for a
positive future for the vast majority of humanity. Only if we consider the
possibilities for new and transformative thinking and actions can we hope
to avert the bleak future that Global 2015 portrays.

If we maintain the western, Industrial age mind-set that dominates
today’s thinking and acting and which will lead us to such a year 2015, we
will ultimately be unable to shift this future to a positive one and our
civilization may well end-up self-destructing sometime thereafter.

If, however, over the next few years a sufficient percentage of human-
ity can move to a new way of thinking and acting which holistically inte-
grates society and ecology, our inner selves with our material needs and
our technologies with true wisdom, we may hope for a much better future
and a much better world. Many people worldwide have, of course, al-
ready moved in this direction.

The alternative trends that support this shift are all around us and all
over the globe. They are not the trends focused on or identified in the
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Global 2015 paper. These are the trends to a “green” energy, economy,
technology and politics. Information and communications are becoming
global, renewable energy use is increasing, recycling and reuse is expand-
ing and new environmentally sustainable technologies are being devel-
oped as well as new economics theories and political parties in tune with
this new paradigm. There are major new trends from massive consump-
tion and consumerism to voluntary simplicity and ‘smaller is better’, trends
toward spiritual reawakening and meaning, trends for the development
of universal values and ethics and trends toward human partnership and
unity between men and women, humanity and the earth and all peoples
and cultures.

These are the trends that can lead humanity toward a peaceful and
sustainable future for all which must become our shared vision and goal if
we are to avoid the Global 2015 future and what lies beyond it. Such a
desired future envisions a world where economic growth is balanced har-
moniously by the needs of people and the planet and where today’s world
of a few ‘winners’ and many more ‘losers’ has become one of all ‘winners.’

It is thus apparent that humanity has truly reached an evolutionary
crossroads. For our societies to continue to develop and our species to
survive into the long-term future a crucial choice about our collective
future direction must now be made. It is a choice that will decide whether
we ultimately head for further evolution or toward possible extinction.

Today we clearly face unprecedented societal and ecological challenges.
At the same time we have developed many extraordinary new opportunities.
tive actions and behaviours that are founded upon an older and incom-
plete view of reality and the world. The opportunities before us result
substantially from fresh insights and understandings about the natural
world and ourselves.

What we think significantly determines how we act. Great hope for
our future lies in this statement as changing our current thinking is the
key to changing our actions and changing our actions is the key to chang-
ing our future.

Our ability to reflect, think ahead and choose actions in advance are
the culmination of the evolutionary advantages humanity has developed
over its 150,000 year history. The utilization of such foresight enables us
to imagine the future and consider a preferable situation, scenario or
circumstance. Once such concepts are created we can turn them into goals
and then attempt to achieve them.
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The real message of the Global 2015 paper, and many other current
projections for the short-term global future, is apparent: Human popula-
tion and economic growth and the Earth’s eco-systems and resources are
presently in a directly inverse relationship. Increased growth, in our cur-
rent model, directly and often permanently depletes natural wealth. Hu-
man well-being is presently at the immediate expense of the Earth. It is
clearly a non-sustainable situation that must eventually come to an end -
one way or the other.

If the world economy as it now structured continues to expand at the
current rate, it will eventually destroy its’ natural support systems, de-
cline and collapse. The Global 2015 paper indicates that as the trends in
this direction intensify we will also see the rise of violent conflicts be-
tween nations and within nations over diminishing natural resources. Such
increasing conflict will greatly accelerate the current downward spiral.

There are now two clear paths before us: a sustainable one, which will
likely lead to unprecedented prosperity for humankind in the new Mil-
lennium and the unsustainable one we are currently on which will likely
lead to a collapse of our civilization and perhaps also our ultimate
extinction. We are now being compelled by the changing environment
resulting from our own success to choose our future path. This choice
must be made very soon or the choice will be made for us.

The greatest hope for humanity in this current situation is that a new
and planetary worldview is now emerging which draws upon a much more
complete picture of nature and reality then our current worldviews. Its
hallmark is a new understanding of the relationship between humanity
and the earth.

Flowing out of the new worldview are numerous universal values that
embody its belief system and are derived from our new understandings. A
global consensus on such universal human values is emerging which may
be capable of dramatically altering the future. These values come from
the way the natural world actually works and include: balance, harmony,
partnership, diversity and sustainability. Early adaptation to the emerg-
ing worldview and these key values will greatly increase the prospects for
the future success of humankind in the 21st century.

Another essential aspect to ensure our collective success at the start of
this century and millennium is that of leadership. Positive leadership at
the individual, national and global levels is urgently required.

The Global 2015 paper was prepared from the strategic perspective
of how the United States can remain the leading nation in the troubled
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times of 2 more unstable and divided world ahead. It thus assumes that
the self-interested leadership of the USA will continue on a global play-
ing field of hundreds of national actors vying for the upper hand either
regionally or globally. It also assumes that such continued “leadership” is
sufficient to avert a global disaster in the near future. This “status quo”
approach is extremely unlikely to deliver an ultimate positive benefit ei-
ther to the USA or to humanity at large as the Global 2015 paper itself
indicates. The assumption that one nation can have a positive long-term
future while much of the rest of world disintegrates is of course, com-
pletely untenable. Our global future will ultimately be a shared one.

It is apparent that the societal institutions to which we would expect
to look for positive leadership have so far failed us. Our political leaders
are too busy worrying about the next election to think about the future 10
or 20 years from now. Business leaders have invested heavily in the cur-
rent worldview. Our religious leaders seem to be mainly focused on the
issues of the first millennium. Educational leaders appear confused about
their role in preparing students for the future. And, the media are busy
covering the important stories of the day such as the latest celebrity scandal.
In general, all are preoccupied with lesser or even trivial issues and are
thus not seeing the “big picture.”

Accordingly, it is primarily the people of the world who are address-
ing humanity’s future with vision and action. Millions of people world-
wide have realized that we must adapt to changing realities and a chang-
ing environment by changing ourselves. They have understood that our
current assumptions about nature and reality are erroneous - that the
opposite of our older, industrial worldview appears to be true. They know
that the decisions we make today will have a much larger impact on the
future of humanity than those of any previous generation.

Today we must all become leaders for the future. This requires sig-
nificant new actions based upon the individual acceptance of responsibil-
ity for the future and the transformation of our thinking.

Therefore, a major key to humanity’s longer-term success will be the
individual and collective development of a new and higher consciousness.
This is a “planetary consciousness” which recognizes the essential inter-
dependence and oneness of all humanity and our planetary home. Atan
individual level it means that we must each become true “citizens of our
world” in addition to being citizens of our communities and countries. At
a societal level it means recognizing that we are “one people sharing one
planet and one future” as we build the first planetary society.
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This ‘futures’ perspective is also a critical aspect to the new thinking
as it is a perspective which can lead us to understand that we can collec-
tively shape our desired future rather than be at the mercy of the past and
current trends. With this perspective we can together identify our pre-
ferred alternatives and make the choices and take the actions that will
lead to the creation of a peaceful and sustainable global community in the
new Millennium.

Humanity today has the knowledge, tools, and understandings to shape
our destiny for the first time in our history. Acting today for tomorrow
we can choose to apply our new abilities cooperatively in partnership for
the benefit of all humankind. Millions of people worldwide have already
transformed their thinking to the planetary level and millions more will
do so in the important years to come. Global communication networks
are developing which are rapidly connecting people around the globe to
enable such collective dialogue and action.

We have reached the level in our evolutionary development where
there is now only one path to our future success. Itis the sustainable path.
If we can now apply our new tools, skills, knowledge and understanding
towards this path we will begin a remarkable new chapter in humanity’s
evolutionary story - the coming of the “Age of Wisdom.”

The only way for us to reach this desired, successful future is to see it
clearly and work together towards it. The future world we are currently
heading for is just as clear thanks to the Global 2015 paper.

For more information see: http://www.odci.gov/cia/publications/
globaltrends2015/index.html
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The Fournal of Futures Studies (JFS) is published by the Center for
Futures Studies, College of Education, Tamkang University, Tamsui,
"Taipei, Taiwan. The editors invite contributors in the areas of foresight,
forecasting, long-range planning, visioning and other related areas. Con-
tributors should be based on the critical and/or empirical research in the
field of Futures Studies. The journal attempts to attract contributors who
can offer distinctive viewpoints on a broad range of future-oriented issues.
Contributors also should comply with the following guidelines:

IN GENERAL

1. A copy of the original manuscript, written in English, should be sub-
mitted to the Journal of Futures Studies, Center for Futures Studies,
College of Education, Tamkang University, Tamsui, Taipei, Taiwan,
R.O.C.

2. Upon receipt, the editor will send the manuscript to a member of the
editorial board. The editorial board member generally will provide two
referee reports and an editor’s report. These will be sent to the author
submitting the paper along with a cover letter from the editor convey-
ing the decision whether or not to publish the paper. Referees and edi-
torial board members will remain anonymous. Questions regarding
editorial policy should be addressed to the editor or to the managing
editor.

3. Itis understood that a manuscript that is submitted to the JFS repre-
sents original material that has not been published elsewhere. It is also
understood that submission of a manuscript to the journal is done with
the knowledge and agreement of all of the authors of the paper. Au-
thors are responsible for informing the journal of any changes in the
status of the submission.

4. Manuscripts should be double-spaced and typewritten on one side of
the paper only. The cover page should include the title of the manuscript,
the name(s) and surname(s) of the authors and the author’s affiliations,
and a suggested running head. A footnote on this page should contain
acknowledgments and information on grants. The next page should
contain an abstract of no more than 100 words and keywords of the
article. The following pages of text should be numbered consecutively.
The recommended length for an article is 5000-7500 words. For an
essay, the recommended length is 3000-5000 words.

5. Once a manuscript is accepted for publication, the author is required to
submit a copy of the manuscript on a 3 1/2 inch diskette using Word 2000
or earlier versions.
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6. A brief foreword and/or an epilogue is not required, but may be included.
The authors of published papers are entitled to 3 copies of the issue in
which their articles appear and 30 reprints of their contributions.

PREPARATION OF MANUSCRIFTS

Order Organize the manuscript in this order: cover page; abstract; text;
endnotes; references; tables; figures.

Cover Page Give title; author (s); affiliation (s); and a footnote () indi-
cating name, address, and E-mail address of the author to whom
requests for offprints or other correspondence should be sent (“Direct
correspondence to___ “) and acknowledgment (if any) of financial or
other assistance.

Abstract On a separate page, preceding the text, write a summary, 100 or
fewer words (70 or fewer for a Research Note ).

Endnotes Use only for substantive comments, bearing on content. Num-
ber consecutively from 1, double space, and append on a separate
page.

References in Text Indicate sources as illustrated below:

when author’s name is in text - Lipset (1960); when author’s name is

not in text (Lipset 1960)

use page numbers only for direct quotations or specific notes or table
(Reardal 1060.-212)
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for more than 3 authors use “etal.”

with more than 1 reference to an author in the same year, distinguish
them by the use of letters (a,b,c) with year of publication (19752)
earlier publication should precede later publication in brackets with
parentheses (Tocqueville [1835] 1956)

enclose a series of reference - in alphabetical order - in parentheses,
separated by semicclons (e.g., Adler 1975; Adler & Simon 1979;
Anderson, Chiricos & Waldo 1977; Bernstein et al. 1977; Chesney-
Ling 1973a, 1973b).

References Following Endnotes List authors alphabetically, by
surname. Spell out first names of all authors and editors. For authors
with more than one work cited, list works earliest to latest.. For
articles, next give title of article (caps and lower case), name of journal,
volume number, and pagination. For books and monographs, give
title, followed by publisher.
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ingly public-minded sentiments expressed by Gerald Levin on the other.

An Historical Example of Generic Instability and its “Past-in-present” Fxpression

An historical example of generic instability brought about by institu-
tional antagonisms and (eventual) convergences can be seen in the struggle
between the papacy and the Aragonese kings which began in early thir-
teenth century Europe (Cawsey 1999). Without going into a detailed
account, we can usefully refer to the struggle as being centred on the
generic form of the sermon (forma sermonis). The genre of the sermon was
quite well defined by the thirteenth century, with other official generic
forms in art, science, and philosophy (institutionally and functonally in-
distinguishable at that time), such as the sonnet, dialectic argumentation,
and canon law, also being well-established and well-recognised expres-
sions of “divine” knowledge (cf. Cawsey 1999: 444; Haskins 1922: 670;
Makdisi 1974: 642-643).

While Pope Innocent I had concerns about the copyists in Paris
translating parts of the bible into the vernacular, a more pressing worry
was that kings had begun using the sermon for political purposes, such as
inciting citizens to participate in crusades, thus challenging the authority
of the church by appropriating the institutional generic forms over which it
claimed monopolistic right. Cawsey (1999) notes that the absence of detailed
records of particular speeches is not as important to understanding the
church-crown antagonisms of the time as the fact that the genre of forma
sermonis was appropriated by a competing institution, and that this was
the object of the antagonism while at the same time being its expression:

That the complete text of this and other sermons was not recorded is
perbaps less important than that other details were, for the words of
the sermons on such occasions were just one aspect of ceremony which

i its entirety conveyed the message that kingship was not only tempo-

ral but sprritual and that the king himself was no ordinary layman.

(Cawsey 1999: 450)

In other words, the monarchs were claiming divine right. As the appro-
priation of the sermon became tradition amongst the Aragonese kings,
the institution of parliaments (re)emerged, and ‘it seems that the Aragonese
tradition of opening each session with a royal speech in the style of a
sermon was introduced at the same time’ (Cawsey 1999: 451). In effect,
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the generic usurpation of the forzna sermonis rang in, to a significant extent,
the dual institutional “revolutions” that manifested themselves in what
we now call the Reformation and the Enlightenment.® Today, sessions of
the Australian Senate are still opened with the speaker reading The Lord’s
Prayer and asking for divine guidance. Indeed, political science remains,
at least in its own opinion, ‘the divine science’ (Ranney 1976). Thus the
closing line of US President Clinton’s public pronouncements was ‘God
bless you’, or ‘God bless America’, apparently whatever the occasion.?

Such ritualistically religious expressions, consisting mostly of an ap-
peal to divine delegation and inspiration, also takes on far more elabo-
rated forms in contemporary political discourse:

In my faith tradition, the true prophet of God's message for humankind is
the one who comes forth to say: I bave been called, as we have all been
called, to bring good news to the poor. To bring bealing to the sick. To
mend the broken-hearted. To speak out clearly on bebalf of the oppressed.

Dr. King reminded us that prophetic truth is marching on. He taught
us that there is no such thing as partial freedom. Al of onr people
st be free from ecomomic privation, or none of our people will be

Jully free. in bis last speech, delivered from the pulpit of Mason Temple
mn Memphis, Tennessee - when he told of his vision from the

monntamiop - be reminded us of the urgent need to build 7 greater
economic base.” (Gore 2000)

That is the vice-President of the United States, not the Pope, com-
pressing at least two millennia of heteroglossic power resources into five
sentences and three sentence-fragments to propagate the a dogmatically
Marxist outcome.’ Weber ([1930] 1992) would probably not be all that
surprised at Gore’s invocation of “the calling”. It seems that the generic
inculcation of the forma sermonis in parliamentary systems has left an 800-
year-deep impression on western societies, whilst apparently turning it-
self inside-out in functional, logical, and relational terms.

For example, in the following “proclamation”, Clinton uses his politi-
cal position to incite his warlike nation to prayer, rather than to incite the
faithful to war:

NOW, THEREFORE, I, WILLIAM 7. CLINTON, President of the
United States of America, do bereby proclaim May 6 1999, as a National



