


MAN

In Technological Soéiety’

Crsor mut

M N Roy Memorial Lecture
by
Sachchidananda Vatsyayan

at the
Gandhi Peace Foundation Auditoi‘ium
New Delhi
on 22nd March 1983

Indlan Renalssance Instltute

Indmn Radwal Humamst Assoclationv B



© Indian Renaissance Institute,
13, Mohini Road, Dehradun, India.

o Feeln

& June 1983

\ Price Rs.18.00

Published. by Saroj Kumar Mitra on behalf of
The Indian  Radical . Humanist , Association.
‘Printed by Manabendra Nath Dey at The Eastern
Type Foundry & Oriental Printing Works Private
Ltd, 18 Brindabun Bysack Street, Calcutta-700005.



FOREWORD

The bxrthday “ofi. the late M. N. Roy, whlch falls on
, March' 21, is celébrated each year by the Indian Renaissance’
Insutute ancl the Indjan ‘Radical Humamst Association by~
ture of an ‘eminent authority: on a topic of -
‘Incelebragion of the 96th birth anniver-

sary .th § yéar; the Roy Memorial Address was delivered in -

- New Delhi on 226d March 1983 by the celebrated poet and’
~ writer' Shri Sachchidananda Vatsyayan. The full text of the
address is. published in this pamphlet.

The object of this lecture series is not to give a resume ot
the ideas of M. N. Roy, but. to present new - thinking on a
critical topic.. This, I believe, is an. appropriate mode of
perpetuating -theé ‘memory of a revolunonary phllosopher who
- was always opposed to ideological orthodoxy, who became
alienated from communism because of its spirit of blind con-
formism, and who would have liked his. own ideas to be
[critically appreciated but never sanctified. :

I am éxtremely grateful to Sachchidananda Vatsyayan for
“his highly interesting address. He spoke on a topic of vital
importance and I am sure the reader will find his address as
stimulating as was found by the audience which heard it.

.~ V. M. Tarkunde



I am deeply sensible of the honour which the Indian
“Renaissance Institute has done.me, by inviting me to deliver
.the M. N Roy. Memeorial Lecture» this year. In expressing my
r the honour I shou]d also. tecord my appreciation
of tms oppo 'tumty to pay pubhc ute to a great intellectual,
whom 1. ;zdmlred for the last twen_l
whlch 1 knew hxm and whom 1 have contmu.ed to admlre
thmugh thc threé decades or 50 smce hls death.

rega:d myself as smgularly
L have always felt deeply
-.commltted o, Immamt), and though as a writer I have striven
to contribute. to: the renaissance of Indla to. the best of my

<ability, it is precisely as a creative writer that I feel most con-

_sclous of my- limitations ; - a. creative: writer cannot be a . true

“rationalist. and could hardly be expected even to. be rational

.at;all times. -Indeed, ‘we only. have to look round us at’ thc
" ckeate
“has not béen a consistent rationalist- and. has_had"his moments»
- of aberration. To the artist, perhaps, the world is a more
- lovable place for that reason ; but obviously that too is a
response which’ can hardly be defended on rationalist grounds.

“"In this context 1 may be forngen for recalling frequent
“arguthents ‘with’ M. N. Roy and with Ellen Roy regarding' the
inadequacy ‘of réason as ultimate arbiter in matters of aesthetics,
or.the desu*abxhty of redeﬁhmg T€ason’ in non-rationalist téfins
“to encompass and’ comprehenﬂ unreason ‘and irrational response
also,” In his*last" yeﬁrs +hig starice had: somewhat miellowed and
could allow room for, aniotigst Gther things, his’ own’ deep love
for anci understandmg of the ‘arts; especxally music.- ¥t ‘was in
these years that T was able to’ achlevé a ‘warm persorlal frxend-

ship ‘with -him, a friendship T recall “with: ‘pride as” well as
oratlficatmn because Roy, durihg years of: rigoroiis tralnmg as -
a rcvolutlonary activist, ‘bad acquired that" perfect habit ‘of an

effortless 1mpersonahtv i’ relatxonshlps whlch ‘many have fourid
"s6 Hard to sustam It is indeed the warmer and more genemus

feelings  of those Iast years that have- ofteit suffused my mind

and helped me to preserve ‘the ‘admiration in  which I ‘bold

" years or so of hls hfe during

world rto-realise ‘that even. the Lord Creator Hlmsglf :
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M. N. Roy as one of the all-too-few great Indian intellectuals
of our century, men who have followed the imperious and
sometimes harsh commands of - the -intellect with absolute
- dedication, courage and integrity. '

1 have already cdntessed to the limitations inherent in'my
position as a writer. 1 am not a scientist or a sociologist, not
"a scholar nor an expert in any subject ; nor can I claim any
“experience of or acquaintance with technology, except of the
“sort’and at the level w)fl’iYch %oriis ‘a nécessary part of present-day
civilized living. Tt is 4ily 1Hy comimitment to Man which gives
‘e whiteVer title Tineay claith to speak on the subject 1 have
“Chbken ot iy address. But T can console myself with the
yeREEtiot thiat that is-perhaps just as well ; perhaps I can present
6 specialists-and’ experts, scientists and sociologists, ‘bureauc-
‘vats and téchnocrats; some aspects of the Yiuman predicament
“which - genefally suffer by default but which, T am convinced,
~4re of profound significance for the future of man ; not only

. ez

For
S T

f'_ié'"'f‘umféf"liappit;e’s's but ‘perhaps also for his Very identity.
“spe k ‘not ‘with v'gfqat“knp"ihlque but with déep' seriousness,
'a’xijotﬁnifh”:v\zisgoin but with concern. " B oMje & g e e

MAN IN TECHNOLOGICAL SOCIETY
_ iIli’»otlr;g._-al:sva c_ommon man and as a writer; I am concerned
with what I might eall an anthropocentric world.: This concern

may not seem remote from, that of the sociologist or the anthro-
pologist. But there is an essential. difference -whicll I may
venture to formulate—not, naturally, in the scientists’ but in
the ‘writer’s . terms. When a writer considers a man-centred
world, he finds. that the circle forthwith begins to lose sh'ape s
whether it is periphery that gets warped and twisted or the
centre that shifts from and loses its position.. Could it be said
that anthropology concerns itself - with. the. distorted circle. of
amhropocémni_c world, whereas sociology is the study -of .the
displaced - centre of - the anthropocentric - world 2 These for-
- mulations are not intended to be definitions and I am aware
that they are disputable. My purpose is not -a precise delinea-
tion of the difference: between the scientists’ approach and the
writer’s; but rather to record the fact of its existence,
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OF LONELINESS AND BELONGING

I have eonsxdered it advisable to choose three themes for
discussion under the general title of my lecture; the first of
these I shall:call . ‘OF  LONELINESS AND BELONGING’.
And considering the intensely subjective nature of these states
of being, 1 hope I may, be forgiven for lnt,roducmg them with
some anecdotes.

* Some years ago, in the United States I usned a rcnred
protessor in his oneroom apartment in an upgper storey in a
multistoreyed: building. In the course of conversation with
him I learned that he. had not moved out of that room at all
for four years : he had everything there that he did or might
need—TV, radio, telephone, ‘fridge’, and there was a kitchenette
-where he.could warm the prepared food on which he subsisted.

He offered me ‘a.soup and proudly claimed that it could be
called: ‘seventeen-year old soup’ :  for about .thag many yéars
it ‘had been his practice to use the left-overs of one serving as
the stock for next ome-~all he néeded to do was to.add: a bit
each of the ingredients and a little water, and to heat up the
mixture. - The seventeen-year term need not be t,;aken too
. literally, but .other friends:who had sometlmes vmted, h;m there‘
knew: thatt the soup was one of the threadss of cont;mmty in the
olch‘pro&ssors life. e §of e
A'second anecdote, which was narﬂated to me hy: axﬂlend
~ Wworking in an imternational .office .in .Geneva. .One ‘ofthese
international orga;msatmm had Iusr; built a new: group iof- apart:
ment houses for its staff : four.or five blocks in a row, six of
seven storeys each; and a number of: apartmentsum each storey.
The ‘entrance to each block was ai* a’ subtertanean lével, . for
residents drove up to their parking areas in. the basement and
took the elevator—even: to ‘the ground fiodr. In the dnecdote -as
telated ‘to me, one of the resident officers réturned from -the
office one day onmly slightly more preoccupied than on- other
. days, parked his icar, picked up his briefcase and newspaper,
- reading it cursorily on his way to the elevator—all perfectly
normal. He did not need to look up from the paper as he
pressed the elevator button : he knew exactly how many paces .
the door would be from his car and how high the elevator
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button was. :He entered the 1ift ; the door closed and the lift

roseland"'stopped; the door opening ‘again p’erfeétly'smoo:hly 5
he got out and ‘turned to ‘one side as he always did, went the
required. numbér of steps without needing to count; pressed
- notheér Button and in response ta a buzz pushed: it -open e

enter. He pﬁt his ‘hat and briefcase in place’ and  went ;and
* sat down, newspaper still ‘in hand. A‘woman, presumably  his

wife, walked up and placed a cup of tea before him. The. tea
had a sligh_tly‘-unfamiliar-tasbe- ;. was- it just indiifexen_tly.'made,

or had the wife decided to try. a new. brand 7. He waited 2

moment for the familiar question : = “How was the day at:the
office 77 The»q‘uéstion came, sure -enough, but it was the: vqice

which start!‘ed'h_im ¢ it was not his.wife’s. T W g

' “You have, of course; -guessed the rest of - the story:: alt
that had happened ‘was ‘that there had been a islightfe'rror-f in
‘pressing the elevator buttori—he’ had landed one-floor above—

or it might hdve been below. ‘Everything else was identical,

including the conversational -ploys. - If - the - woman: had.. not
spokeri=~but you can embéllish the story-in your own way: -

- the point I think has been miade, G el e :
A third ahecdote—an, ificident from: my experience. While - L
teaching in'the’ United Stafes; T was inwvited! to’ address hool -

about a hundred Kilofmetres outin ‘th¢ coutitry :* I

o

that it"was a school for Dropouts. It was inde
ot school for a special kind of -droponts: 3 i nos: ju
happened to have discentinuéd their-studies. fior .on

itd T
another but young  maléontents ‘whi- rejected: not only. schoob .
but “also. their families and their society—they wen ~dropping -
out -of everything. Of couxse, they. stillineedéd. to eat and to. .
clothe themselves, even: if the styles they ‘adopted. were meant .
to underscore their: rejection:of society—+and : they:nesded: to. -

do something, for which ‘they had to:have some - knowledge;

some skill....... So this . very  special - school had been

set up by their very rich. parents in. several hundred acres Of
forest land ;: here they could stay dropped-out in comfort and
freedom. ‘There. were teachers, but they were- merely -made

" available ; there were no hours of teaching ‘or study, no curri-
culum, no class-roomms or rather there were rooms but no classes,

wnd there was an auditorium which was used like a sort of
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commumt} “centre ‘where the ‘students’ sometimes sprawled
and played music from tapes and smoked marijuana. A
student could summon a teacher to provide specific instruction
on something ‘the student wanted to know : he was not
obliged to- pay attention beyond the duration of his_ interest
or fancy. But let-me not-go on with the, desc.rlptlon let me
alss spare you details of my. lecture experience. I had been
India because some of them were
planning to visit. thete, and it was hoped that what I told them
might. rouse the., . interest .in some fuither knowledge 1 do
- ot know if 1 i, did; but they were suﬁaently interested for me
.40 be ablc to. ask some uncomfortable -questions. Who “was
paying to_provide them the 1uxury of droppmg out of socxety
and_into their- wonderiiul sylvan’ surroundings ? ‘Were they
~aware :that they were - spendmg dazl;v the equlvalent of 'the
average Indian’s. ‘earning in two years? That what I was
- refernng; to was the statistical average, which meant that many.._
- Indians earned less in two years than these drop-outs ﬁpent in
Coaday?. . .
.-, Many of you will recall tha_t“_‘Borls Pasternak awarded
zhe Nobel Pnze, ﬁrst acoepted it and was then’ Obhged w0
refuse it In his letter: of refusal heé said somethmg to~ the
- effect that “the soc1ety to Wthh 1 belong does not approve”
~of my accepting it. Those may not be the exact. words, but
the phrase “the society to which I belong” were certamly there.
 In the light of my anecdotes, T would like you to focus your '
- ‘attention on this idea of ‘the society to which one belongs’
‘What exactly is meant by belongmg to .a society ? Did the
retired’ professor, or the international bureaucrat, belong to
society ? .- The school Kids were self-declared. drop~outs “hut
~what about these very emlnent ‘and respectable citizens ?

I think that this is a crucial quesuon which confronts us
when we contemplate man in a technological society. And the
~ answer is becoming less and less definite, more and more fuzzy

~and- bh__lrred at the edges, as technology advances, But as we
search, '_ we "betome  aWware ‘of several' undeclared  results of
téchnological advance; both in the realm. of fact and of concept.
"' "The' idea "of ‘belonging, 'in ‘a teb:hnol‘ogically: advarnced
soc1ety, produces umformzty Tt makes for" soc1a1 efficiency if -
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-all persons are alike in all respects ; technology can then pro-
vide for them everything that -it decides they need or should
need—or will get. ;
Technology produces anonymity. Becomlng ahkc,v men
find it more and more difficult to know who they are.. -
~ Technology also produces an extreme loss of privacy, which
_is perhaps more lethal than uniformity or anonymity. ‘But
perhaps T need to explain : I can do no better than recall
another experience. S Rl
I was in Japan, watching a TV news coverage of a mine
disaster. - The spoken part was in Japanese, but the visual
c‘ocumentauon was through to the point of ruthlessness I saw
that, as the bodies of those killed were brought up the shaft

one by one, there was an anxious scramble of wives and families

to identify the body. The unfortunate ones clung’ to° the
bodies. and many broke down : the camera recorded’ and
moved on to the next body, the next widow., Piesently one
young woman first reached out to look and, then, quickly turned
away, not wishing her grief to be seen ; tottered a few steps ‘up
a slope and fell to the ground, sobbmg out her husband’
name.  The camera shifted to the man with the mike : he had
fallen to the ground too, and was slowly crawling toWardé. her,
pushing, the mike closer and closer without her notlcmg, %6
that he, could record her angulsh in the raw for the mil‘lions
of viewers tuned on .the prog;ramme He wa,s dxgc;eet ang
unobtrusive after a fashlon—but I was revqltf;d. b'ir ‘%ﬁ‘sf Pl
sion of pnvacy I ama’ _wrlter a,nd I have been a new&‘man
too, but, I consider this unethlcal amd v1olatory m t eXtreme
And yet this is the norm in todays med:la ]purnahsm ‘there
is no privacy of joy or sorrow or even con;ugal mtlmacy, no
prlvate moment at all.

FROM ‘THE HUMAN BETWEEN’ TO “THE OTHERS
OTHER’

As a consequence of this threefold erosion of personality
in a technological society, -man fifids it increasingly difficult to
regard -himself as T. - Orwell coined the very apt:word
‘unperson’ but for a more limited phenomenon : in techno-
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logical society man is not the unperson but the other person’s
_other “person. He is ‘the other’s other’ rather than himself.
We all recall Sartre’s famous phrase, “Hell is other people” ;
in a technological society all men are other people. Everyoné,
as the other’s other, is in a hell of his own. ‘

The question will, therefore, bear repeating : what do we
meati ‘when Wwe''talk of ‘belonging 1o society’? A sense of
bélonging trecessarily involves 'an awareness Of relationship ;
between” those’ 'who “art merely ‘the others’ others’ there can be
no such awareness. Perhaps ‘thid i¢ the reason for am interro-
gative phrase we hedt so*oftdn in the west today : “How do
you ‘téldte 77 The questitin ‘is considered complete in itself,
ahid $o°it is; the question is:mot about relating to this or that
bt -abiout the absolute’ possibility. of relating at all. -

- i eechniblogically less advanced society relationship begins

‘fi'éfn'ihfdr:xéy’. Thete i’s"'the'"ré'l"a»‘t’ionship of security ‘of which
thie mothér be regarded  as a’symbol; the welatiotiship of
authority répresented by the father ;- then' e’ relatignship of
equality and brotherhood, of belonging—of society, of which
the family i the first -symbol. or unit. With technological
adtvanité the third element of beloriging, the family, gradually
- geases ‘to exist; the first two—the sense of security and the sense
of authority—are also threatened and gradually eroded, for
mother and father are also as. inexorably unpersoned as the less
specifically- differentiated’ individual. And yet the techno-
logical society we are turning inte is an advanced society not
only in material terms : it is also intellectually very advanced.
As a consequence, with the disappearance of the real bases for
belonging, of security and of authority, we have found alter-
natives based on pure abstraction : we have a conceptual
relationship with. Mankind which provides a conceptual source
of security and authority, a conceptual sense of belonging to
society. - These concepts are not rooted in our experience :
indeed our ‘experience is entirely negative to them. Experience
_and‘emotional life are then sought to be replaced by a sort of
intellectual living, ‘not to say a conceptual existensz Man is
a standarized nonentity among other nonentitieS; he is con-
fronted by a faceless Machine, efficient, alone, un-belonging, "
coldly hostile, inherently violent.: sw B
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There is a Japanese word for ‘man’ whlch means ‘human
between - It-is a-highly suggestwe term, a statement not only
of ‘the }apanese ‘but the human . predicament:: Man is com-
pletely relativized, with no ground of his. own : he is just a
relationship—the human: betwéen. What ha,pp(,ns when, there
is no relatlonshlp left 2 ‘With the between-ness gone, can the
humanness survive 2 It.is thus that a technologlcal society is
intrinsieally. a’ violent. . soclety “the. ever—-present threat to
identity results in-a permanent state of f«;ar and prov1des &
breeding ground for more violence. '
‘" “We have not yet attdined the status of_ a technologlcai
souety, we ate. heéaded in that direction. - If the: plcture I
have invoked is a frlghtenmg one, it is matural to ask : 'can
we change our course—or even turn back 2.1 do not know
.the answer. It does seem to me that choices were made a
few decades "ago. which committed . us xrredeemably to - our
road “Withdrawal - would ‘afford. us only “the luxury' of -
becoming' ‘drop-outs’—a luxury. for whlch; someone else would
have td pay. the: price. o
b0 168 also ‘natural to ask if the Machin@ 'ifs' iﬁ'fact So
hostlle and - founded on ‘violence, ;why does;; th1s hestlhty not
‘show 7 Or; converaely, how: is w"
no -evidehce of ' resistance ? Of "¢ ,there 1is plentlful
cv1dence of both ! 1f 1L is scattered an,d ' __Qut clear chrectwn

Resistance - lacks focus. «Seco, 7 i

are standardizéd. The orgamsed pressuré g)f med:la refults! in
channelisation " of dlssent non~conf0rmity can -only: express"
itself in recognised ways There ave patterns—mdc,ed convens
tions of non- conformlty norms to be’ observed and approxi-
mated to, images to be lived’ up to. "‘One must ‘conform  to -
certain patterns of 20n- conformlty, assent- to certam modes to
expressing ‘dissent. -And’ ‘the miedia will readly ‘make them-
selves available for such expression, ' provide ‘publicity, even
2 certam Kkind and’ degree  of sympathy—but only for such
expressxon THere is thus no ‘brotherhood of dissent, only
certain, ron‘”ormltles of dxssent»—an arrangement which provides:
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a’ safety-vall'x‘fe'fbr ’the mOre. efficient working'*of_ a technolo-
glcal socxety ’ : - :
One should add that such dassent is- also conceptual it
is based, on a’bstracuons and not. on experiential values. There
s normatlve force at. work not a body of expenenual values
but ‘a set ot abstract concepts ‘suited also _.to. technological
nrgamsanon Wxth jthe 1mpovenshed personahltles which
‘such _organisation perrmts ws, .being’ governed by abstractions,
. "sustamed b‘y the power of the media, can be dangerous to us,
: erablp to 1mmedlate and total emotional B
i own. real emouons, ‘_e\:perlences and

: experlence, that is at the root of {ear‘whlch in

' fcan only live in abstractions-as the. Others Other 3+ if “Hell
is oph : peoplev, At only means. that. the normative function
_ n ited .t . Hell Tt s ‘Hell which dec1des -what
‘ we shall do or even desire’ to do., “They won’t. like it* Whe
"ls this. they 7.- We~ cannot  hame him .ot describe . hlm, for
“he has no face or-form ; he is the invisible. structure through
which technol@gwal socxety wxelds its. power and exercises
‘ comml ‘ . : - o

AN ‘EFFICIENT' SOCIETY

ThlS is not a h&ppy picture of man i a technologlcal
society. Human society in - the techno’logically advanced
 ¢ountries i noL 4 “happy society. It is an efficient soclety.
* Happiness is not techhically - déterminable ; efficiency is. "~ Some
efficient societies have called themisélves ‘free’, ” others’ have '
called themselves equal’ in one, as in the other, man continues
“to be the alien, the un-person, a desiccated, unbelonging yet
conforming - orphan, living an efficient but meamngless life ;
mcreasmg efficie ;mﬂatlng‘ his ego and stuntmg his conscious-
“hess. The Togic of efficiency is the ground of all technologlcal
advance,” the founidation: of technologxcal sociéty.” '

“turn is the  root of violence.. Ahenated un-bélonging man
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But an examination of this social efficiency can be reveahng
Lfﬁcxency is the advantage of output over input : as the output
for a given input increases the efficiency rating goes. up.
Translating this into social terms, technology - persuades us
that as its efficiency increases, society also improves. But apart
from the consideration that where society is concerned there
are many intangibles involved which cannot be mechanically
measured, is not even the output—mput ratio presented before
us dlsmgenuous in the extreme? For it should be obvious
that where social change is concerned there are vast concealed
mputs which technology is not interested in accounting for.
It is only through the concealment of these extremely valuable
inputs that technological societies are able to sustain the
argument of efficiency. The cost in terms of the human perso-
. nality is not reckoned at all. The man-hours put in are
7accounted for, but not the fact that the more precious input
is man himself, man in the row, and that on this mput there
is no return at aI} 1 recall 3 story I read some years ago : the
_narrator is ‘a ement’ facLory worker's w1d0W whose ‘hushand
has - fallen -inté the rock-grmdmg machme and ‘been ¢rushed
together w1th the stone that he was pohrmg in for gnnding

The w1dow, in fact, is not the narrator;'theé story 'takes the
form: of a Tetter she addresses to her dead husband. “She ‘tells
how she imagines that he has become a part of the streng‘fh‘
of the cement with which the giant- '(:’Ity {p'/btmg budlt ; how
she sees him holding together these vast edifices," mﬁ'@ the
material for which he has been ground to dust, to nothmg
This is the concealed input in a technological society together.

I ‘have said already that we. have not vet veached the last
step of the ladder, but that we seem to-have chosen the climb.
Must we- all, ‘everyone the Qthers’ Other, wait for the Devil's
assessment of our storyin Shakespeare’s’ words ' “A tale told by
an idiot, sagmfymg, nothmg" ? o :

1I. MAN THE DEVOURER

"The second theme I should like to dwell upon in treatihg
of‘man. in technological society may convemently be titled
‘MAN THE DEVOURER’.. The image is not new ; nor I am
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going to present any new facts or figures. The novelty, if any,
is in certain j-uxtapositioris. Even these are somewhat r-andom.
It is pot only mot my intention to marshal facts and figures
like a statistician, I should also like to take full a_dVantagé of
~of the writer’s prerogétive to use the imagination literally
to create images. Some of the random figures I quote may be
inaccurate, being based on magazine Surveys; but I think you
will agree that that does not vitiate my main argument.

POLLUTION

Delhi’s thermal power stations throw up anything from
two to twelve tons of ash into the air every day. We are told
that the major part of the ash settles in four to seven days, but
only the major part, and during. this pefiod a fresh outpour of
ash continues. We are all familiar with the consequences sO
far -as the atmosphere. of Delhi is concerned. But not all of
us may connect this with the fact that dust storms are now a
frequent occurrence even in the interior of the Himalayas where
they were: unkpown a few decades ago; the ‘dust’ contains a
high percentage of ash and considerable quantities of chemicals.

- One of-the chemical ingredients of ash is-s-ulphurdioxid-e
—-I -need not Hst all the others.  Scientists estimate that the
sulphur-dioxide in the atmosphere may take upto fifteen .jz_éarsv
10 be absorbed through processes of natural decay: During

every day of those fifteen years, of course, fresh‘sulphur-dioxid;é o

and other polutants will continue tg- be thrown +nto. the -air
ceaselessly. - And “Delhi’s- thermal pow_zar--.statians pomp,r;ise-_ ﬁinly- '
one contributing, ynit ; _there are thousands more functioning
throughout the world. e et s " .

And this is the only one kind -of pollution. There .ate
many 'Qi:.hers.v There - is - the ever-growing - plastic; indﬁéﬁry.
Plastic waste is practically indestructible. It can be discarded ’
and dumped anywhere; it is not. déstroyed or- reabsorbed
through any natural process—unless,- of course, under that head
we can include natural catastrophe, powerful enough to destroy
not only man but all life-upon earth. There are more imme--
diately dangerous chemical wastes, almost ‘as indestructible and
eavpable;of;producing térrible deforming - disease. These are
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being poured mto nvers and streams, channelled mto waste.
lands or burzed deep under the’ surface of the earth. The -
process contmues with the w’lste “from “the most- dangerou&
source of all the newly developmg radio-active industries. Fot
the time bemg the ‘waste 1s being stored in containers buried
underground : there is also talk of digging a hole deep into
the ocean hed and pumpmg ‘the waste down into it. But how
long can this process of sweeping uncomfortable matenal under -
the carpet continue, while technological man is, with ceaseless
industry, inexorably burying himself under the debns produced
by his industrial advance 7 To put it.in terse, if strong,
Ianguage, man s burylng himself under hni own shit.

DENU DATIOl\

. We could shlft focus. an,d consxder another st of ]uxta

positions. One Oak tree—-—Ban; in the language of Western
Hlmaiaya, .stores two .tons, of mmsture " This means that wi i
every pak tree.cut down thq forest_earth is depr ved o ;
tons. of retainable moistyre. OFf course, you can :
timber and show an economic profit from your square of forest T
Rut with the Hlmalayan forests seen as a whole the consequences

of the heartless denudqtlon ‘of vast mountam ‘sides:”
easxly understood.  Scientists have estimated that’
rate of deforestation the entiré- Himalayasu- abc
snow would become an arid’ desete:in. 3’@146 yea
industry in burying himself under ‘i own shit s’ ‘Being'; matched
by his diligence in makmg vast. ‘areas unmhabltable S

From figures quoted three or four yeax;s ago, it ‘seems that-
one famous American newspaper’s daily newsprmt consumptlon
is equlvaIent to the wood - ‘pulp of 600° acrés “of’ forest. - The
wood used, for pulpmg is inferior wood ‘even so; “trees for ‘this -
take anythmg from four o’ ﬁfleen yeats to be'fit’ for feﬂmg“'* :
600 acres of forest per d'ay ‘ot one newspaper—’wh'ich witk ;
four to fifteen years to grow "it does ‘not need compltcated;”
mathematlcs o’ work out the'period of destructxon of our er i
forest wealth. And one- coul‘d add the consequences.‘“ f the
use of pestlci'des and defohants for the supposed control of
insects as also for purposes of war Scxentlsts have made us







