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-

Collaborating with Creation: the Individual Challenge

Dr. Mario Cuomo

Presentation

On Thursday, December 5, 1996, CIAPA
celebrated its second annual presenta-
tion of the Doris Z. Stone chair, inaugu-
rated in 1995 in memory of its
honorary president for the promotion of
humanist values. On this opportunity
the chair was held by Dr. Mario Cuomo,
a former governor of the State of New
York and a prominent figure in the poli-
tical and intellectual spheres of the
United States.

This special edition of CIAPAs Working
Documents, containing the full extent of
Dr. Cuomo’s lecture, aims to fulfill the
Chair’s ideals as well as the Center’s
academic  objetives. Its goal is to
achieve a broader dissemination of the
lecture’s content and provide the means
for further analysis of the concepts
presented.

The Doris Z. Stone lecture constitutes an
event of great importance for CIAPA.
By exalting the ideals that defined the
work of this illustrious anthropologist it
symbolizes the very work of the
Institution, dedicated to original investi-
gation, the discussion of ideas and the
dissemination of knowledge.  The
lecture thus constitutes the culmination
of our yearly cycle of activities with the
contribution of speakers who through
their accomplishments and wisdom may
enrich the humanities and our culture.

This presentation secks to enlarge the
reach of the lecture and at the same time
further the understanding of contempo-
rary and universal problems.



Doris 2. Stone Lecture
Collaborating with Creation: the individual Challenge

Introduction

As we celebrate today our second annual session of
the Doris Z. Stone chair in the humanities, the Center
for Political and Administrative Research and
Training again pays tribute to the memory of that
great intellectual and humanist who was benefactress
and honorary president of our Institution. Dr. Stone’s
academic work, her publications and conferences
remain pioneer accomplishments in the field of the
archaeology and anthropology of the Central
American people. Thanks to Mrs. Stone’s labors, we
acquired a clearer vision of our historic and cultural
roots and of our own identity as well.

But beyond her contributions to the scientific endea-
vor, Mrs. Stone was always distinguished by her ethi-
cal integrity, her humility, her simplicity and her
sense of altruism. In this age of ours, overflowing
with science and materialism, but ever more lacking
in probity, the memory of a person such as Dr. Stone
acquires a particularly significant dimension. We all
remember this exceptional woman for her love of life,
her unabashed faith in the perfectibility of the human
being, her sense of solidarity with her brethren, and
above all, for her humility. These personal traits and
her life remain silent and loving lessons of profound
strength and deep impression.

It is because of this that the personal example of this
humanist will remain forever as a source of inspira-
tion not only for those of us fortunate to have met her,
but also for generations to come. Indeed, the lecture
organized by CIAPA to honor her memory has as its
main purpose the promotion of humanist values. Last
year, in our inaugural session which also served to
celebrate our twenticth anniversary, we had as our
keynote speaker professor Elic Wiesel, an holocaust
survivor, untiring fighter for human rights and Nobel
Peace Prize of 1986. On this second occasion we are
honored to have as our special guest the three times
governor of the state of New York Dr. Mario Cuomo
who will speak on the subject “Collaborating in
creation: the individual challenge.”

The son of Italian immigrants who came to be one of
the most distinguished figures of the Democrat party

Dr. Mario Cuomo

and in general, of the political and intellectual universe
of the United States, Dr. Cuomo has cultivated the best
values along a brilliant career in politics, academia and
the professional exercise of the law. Of Mr. Cuomo’s
tenure as governor of New York from 1982 to 1994 we
may point out his accomplishments in the creation of
new jobs, the promotion of private enterprise, the
expansion of commerce and the investment in infra-
structure. He also pioneered efforts in the social
spheres with respect to the difficult agenda of drug
addiction, juvenile crime, AIDS and the housing
deficit. And, coherent with his most profound
humanitarian convictions, he promoted religious
tolerance and respect for the rights of minorities in one
of the states with the greatest ethnic and spiritual
diversity of the entire American Union.

In this sense there is a topic of particular actuality that
Dr. Cuomo has analyzed thoroughly which is that of
the dimensions and reach of the government’s role in a
democratic society. Of course it is a polemic topic
which will probably never be discussed entirely.
Governor Cuomo refers to the subject in one of his
books by quoting president Lincoln who said that
government has the responsibility to do for the people
what they cannot do as well or will not do at all by
themselves. This principle has been a north star in the
ideas and the political undertakings of Dr. Cuomo, who
in the already mentioned book states that the thoughts
and actions of president Lincoln were the combination
of the integral logic of a great lawyer with the gene-
rous heart of a great humanist. Mario Cuomo is also a
lawyer and a great humanist who has transcended the
traditional molds of political parties and intellectual
circles in his country to become the voice of the
American people’s conscience. An influential Catholic
thinker, Dr. Cuomo is also an extraordinary communi-
cator as a prolific writer, an acclaimed speaker, a
prominent figure in the media and above all, the most
celebrated political orator in the United States.

Dr. Cuomo’s visit honors our institution and Costa
Rica, and his presence in this forum corresponds to the
invaluable spiritual legacy of Dr. Doris Stone. Ladies
and Gentlemen, it is my privilege to invite governor
Cuomo to take the floor.
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Dr. Mario Cuomo

Mr. Foreign Minister, Mr. President, Dr. Daremblum,
Dr. Stone, ladies and gentlemen:

Thank you very much for the invitation to be with you
this evening. It is a very great privilege to visit your
country and to address this distinguished assembly. 1|
was pleased to learn this event honors the memory and
the many accomplishments of Dr. Doris Stone. I did,
as<you heard, have the very good fortune of meeting
that extraordinary social scientist, humanitarian and
scholar of anthropology and other things several years
ago.

It didn’t happen quite the way it was described to you.
It wasn’t that this lovely woman said “you don’t look as
good on television” What she actually said was
“you're not as funny looking in person as you are in
television” And when I described that lady to an au-
dience I said that that kind of thing had been said to me
before, but never by an anthropologist!

I’m not surprised that she developed such a strong
bond with this country. I must tell you that everything
| know about Costa Rica and Costa Ricans -and |
worked with many of them, had them in my adminis-
tration- but everything I know from those people about
this place and from the reputation of Costa Rica,
describes the charm, the warmth and the elegant civi-
lity of your beautiful and very successful nation. So it
is truly an honor for me to be here with you.

[ want to thank Dr. Daremblum for the introduction. I
would like to add something immediately: I heard that
long, almost tedious recitation of all my accomplish-
ments as governor, [ wish he had been there for the last
election...but he left out one portion. We did a lot of
things in twelve years, but we also balanced the budget
twelve years in a row. It’s a little bit more difficult to
do some of those things when you have to balance the
budget, as we are discovering everywhere around the
world. [ want to thank Dr. Daremblum, however,
again, for an introduction that at least got my name
right and that didn’t hurt me in any way. Now that may
sound peculiarly negative to you but that’s only
because you haven’t heard the true story of my first
introduction as governor of the state of New York to the
president of the United States, Ronald Reagan, and this
actually happened:

In 1983 I had just been elected my first term as gover-
nor. The senior senator of New York state, senator
Patrick Moynihan, .the elegant, eloquent Patrick
Moynihan, came to me and said “does President
Reagan know you?” Isaid “not so that [ could say we
were intimate, I’ve met the president.” He said “well,
he ought to know you, you are now governor of the
state of New York, that’s Theodore Roosevelt,
Franklin Roosevelt, that’s Grover Cleveland, that’s
Rockefeller, that’s Harriman.” [ said “I know, they
gave me a list; | memorized the names of all the
governors...” He said “are you going to the party at
the White House?” 1 said, “I am.” There was a party,
by the President, at the White House, for newly
clected officials and I was one of them. He said “I
will see that you are properly introduced.” And this
is exactly what happened: we were there in a place
called the Blue Room in the White House and at one
point on the far side of the room the President
appeared to be relatively at ease and Moynihan came
up to me and said “this is the propitious moment.”
Now, again, you have to know Moynihan to know
that’s exactly the way he would put it. And he
escorted me across the floor up to president Reagan
and said: “Mr. President, I would like to introduce to
you...” and before he could get my name out of his
mouth President Reagan cocked his head the way he
would, gave that smile that melts all resistance and
said “Oh you don’t have to introduce us, I know Lee
lacoca well!” And for one terrible moment there
came surging up from the most profound recesses of
my psyche the inevitable response to such a comment
from the President and it got to the very tip of my
tongue but prudence bit it and spat it out. | was going
to say “I know Mr. President to some people we all
look alike” but I did not say that.

And we don’t all look alike we Italian-Americans,
and we don’t all look alike in this room either today.
But we do have a great deal in common. We are
Americans, you and I, sharing the hemisphere. And
together we are in the process of trying to develop the
newer half of the only world we know. We share an
awareness of the progress we have made and we
know, too, our failures and we know them well.
Those of us here today also share the very great pri-
vilege of having been educated. And most of us here
have, 1 would guess, the additional privilege of being
sufficiently comfortable in our own lives, to be able
to spend some time dealing with ideas, even philo-
sophical ideas, even profound philosophical ideas
like the oldest questions, about the purpose of the
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human enterprise. Why? Why? The world, the nation,
New York? I confess to you that there were times when
I felt 1 did not spend enough time doing that for a long
while, for those twelve years as governor, I was so busy
trying to serve as chief executive officer of a state with
eighteen million people, the tenth largest economy in
the world, a fifty billion dollar budget, and all the
exigencies and urgencies those things create that |
neglected often to step back and to consider what the
ultimate objective of our governance must be. You're
so busy putting down the riot at the correctional insti-
tution, meeting the deadline &n the budget, making the
proper appointment to the highest court, fighting the
fight over keeping alive the welfare program, you get
caught up in the day-to-day activities and necessities,
and you lose your way. But then every once in a while
my eye would catch the small framed card I had hang-
ing amidst the diplomas and pictures on my office wall
with the simple words that | had printed on it just to
remind myself, and they said very simply “EVERY
JOURNEY MUST HAVE A DESTINATION”. And I
would ask myself again the questions that we repeat
today: “what is our destination as a state? What are we
trying to do in New York? What are we trying to cre-
ate? What is New York’s destination, the United
States’, Costa Rica’s, the Western Hemisphere’s? What
is the world’s destination? Where is it going? Where
would you like it to go?” However elusive, these ques-
tions are worth our probing, because unless we answer
them in some form, no matter how crudely, we risk
traveling in circles, or even going backward.

Now ['m not wise enough or foolish enough ta. think
that I have found answers that have eluded the brighter
minds around me including the minds in this room
tonight, or to believe that there are simple generaliza-
tions that have talismanic powers in resolving the com-
plicated problems facing people and nations in their
search for progress. But I would like to offer you tes-
timony to one basic principle that | believe must be a
guiding star for whatever specific course we decide to
chart, in New York, in the United States, in the United
Nations, in Costa Rica. Whatever specific course we
decide to chart needs to take into account the location
of this one guiding star. It’s a simple principle that |
have thought to be not only clear but generally accep-
ted at least in my own country. A new challenge,
recent challenges to this principle have convinced me 1
should take every opportunity 1 am given to restate it,
to reaffirm it, if only for my own reassurance. And this
1s a very good opportunity to do it and so [ will.

Dr. Mario Cuomo

Let me tell you about it. Let me tell you about it in the
context of my experience in the United States of
America, which is I believe an instruction on this prin-
ciple. For a full lifetime I have experienced the spec-
tacular adventure called the United States of America.
I know it is the refuge and hope of millions of immi-
grants like my mother and father who came from rural
Italy, Salerno, “provincia di Salerno”, uneducated, vir-
tually penniless, with no formal skills, my father was a
ditch-digger. He made the “fossi”, he made trenches in
the ground for sewer pipe. It was all he could do. They
came armed only with a fierce ambition for their fa-
mily and a willingness to work like beasts of burden to
achieve it. I know the United States is the engine of
opportunity which allowed them and their children to
live what we called “the American dream”, achieving a
comfortable middle-class way of life, and even posi-
tions of considerable influence in one generation. And
I came to know the unusual history of the United States
as a useful instruction to the rest of the world, the
unique collection of seekers, strugglers, rich resources,
promising geography and raw luck that would one day
become the most powerful democracy in world history
was from the very beginning stamped with three dis-
tinctive ideals. These were the ideas that formed the
impetus for the United States of America: Liberty,
freedom of the individual, that is why they broke away
from the British King; Opportunity, the chance for
anybody, even my mother and father, to make it on
their own merits, to earn their own bread and to do it
with dignity; and Responsibility, personal responsibi-
lity. Liberty, opportunity responsibility. These ideas
were inscribed more or less explicitly in even the earli-
est instruments of our birth as a nation, the Declaration
of Independence and the Constitution, both written in
the last decade of the eighteenth century. To those who
would live by its law this new nation would promise the
chance to earn one’s own livelihood, and offered more
freedom of thought, word and action than in any other
well ordered society in the world at that time. No one
ever had imagined that you could put together a nation
this way. The dredges, failures, uneducated, illiterate
people who in some cases were rejected by their own
countries, all put together in the most diverse popula-
tion ever assembled at that time, and with a degree of
freedom never before risked by any society. And the
best thing is, everyone in the world at that time said “it
can’t be done and it won’t be done, it can’t succeed it’s
not intelligent. Who will make the decisions? You
have no king, you have no royalty, you have no tradi-
tion, you have no inherited power. And youre not
equipped to make the hard judgments to begin a new
world.” They did...
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One other thing should be noted, however. All three of
these values, liberty, opportunity and responsibility
resonate with all of us, I am sure, but they all empha-
size the individual. Nothing in our first defining do-
cuments, not the Declaration of Independence, not the
Constitution, created or said they would create any-
thing like a national family that was committed to
mutuality and the sharing of benefits and burdens and
frankly, the founding fathers of my country probably
never expected it. There is no word written in those
first documents about taking care of the poor people as
anation. There is nothing said about if God visits upon
you a disabled child for reasons you don’t understand,
and there is no hope for you anywhere else, this
government will help you, there is nothing like that in
those documents. The new Americans were to be inde-
pendent individuals. As a matter of fact before the
Constitution, and | think Costa Rica had something
similar in its history, but before the Constitution the
thirteen original states that were then separate and
eventually became the United States, had tried to come
together under a compact called the Articles of
Confederation, but this attempt at association did so
little to cement them together that it failed miscrably.
It did nothing but leave them there as individual states
in effect and confederate them very, very loosely. The
impulse to be independent remained so strong that that
effort at unity ended in fragmentation, and the second
attempt was the Constitution and the Bill of Rights that
still serve as the United States’ ten commandments.
And this arrangement was different from the Articles
because it strove at least to introduce a degree of inter-
connectedness between and among the states, requir-
ing for example that commerce between the states
should be unfettered. But still, but still, only in the
most general terms did it talk about what the people
could expect their government to do to promote the
common welfare. It required only that the citizenry
live by the laws, seck opportunity within a free market
system, pay taxes for their common defense and then
enjoy freedom as individuals. The rest was apparently
to be left to the people to do for themselves. And in the
beginning that’s what happened.

In the earliest days the United States was made up of
individuals, families and villages. There was poverty,
there was illness, there was disability, there were unex-
pected disasters, but they were all dealt with basically
by the individual, or the family if he or she was privi-
leged to be part of a family, or the village collectively
providing some of the help that the family couldn’t.
But that was it. Beyond the village the national

government remained aloof. And that was true for
the first century of the United States of America’s
development. And in that century the United States
expanded. Waves of immigrants came from Holland
and England, then Ireland and Germany, then the
Mediterranean and the rest of Europe and then Asia,
and many of them were like my parents, others were
more fortunate, they came with skills that could make
them immediately productive. They filled in the vast
open spaces between the two great oceans and the
territory between Canada and the beginning of Latin
America. And none of these first immigrants, none
of them, could count on any real help from the
government of the great land of the free if they were
unlucky enough to be poor, or to get sick or to have a
child that was disabled or to grow too old to care for
themselves. Indeed for a good part of the nineteenth
century they could not even look forward to a public
education. That’s how individualistic they were.
They were the rugged individuals who made the
United States of America. All of these problems for
more than one hundred years left to them, their
family or the village.

And then at the end of the nineteenth century came
industrialization. Machines, technologies, motors,
factories, automobiles, new roads everywhere, huge
new concentrations of people sprang up. People
piled upon people in multistoried buildings for the
first time, a new density that they had never wit-
nessed before. Thousands of villages were virtually
abandoned while others became frantic, frenetic,
crowded, noisy, polluted cities with sections reserved
for the rich and massive aggregations of poor people
crawling over one another in the streets of what we
called the “ghettoes.” The world was suddenly more
complicated, especially economically. There were
more and more rich but there were also more and
more poor. There were new social problems and new
diseases ignited by the new density. Hordes of fami-
lies were shattered by the desperate need to move to
wherever the work was. The complicated new
economy created great new wealth and technological
advancement. Eventually, however, by the late nine-
teen twenties it also created a catastrophic, world-
wide economic depression.

That’s when my mother and father came. That’s when
I was born. Millions were being denied even the
chance to work. Denied bread. Denied a roof over
their head. And there was no village, often even no
family, to care for them. If the United States had
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been a great experiment by 1929 it was about to fail.
And that’s where the world said “I told you so... you
got lucky in 1865...you survived the Civil War but |
told you so...you can’t do it with that ravel... you
can’t do it that way...” Many Americans believed
that. They believed the great miracle of America had
finally collapsed and next would come the revolution.
And the revolution came. But it was a different kind
of revolution. It wasn’t violent, unlike the one against
the British king, and it wasn’t the fruit of new tech-
nology like the industrial revolution. It was a peace-
ful, benign, political, judicial, administrative revolu-
tion. It was lead by a great man named Franklin
Roosevelt who said in effect “our national govern-
ment is failing its people. We must build a grand, new
village and call it America.” And we did. A bright
new national village of INTERDEPENDENT INDI-
VIDUALS. The unemployed would no longer go
without bread, there would be unemployment insur-
ance paid for by whom, the people who had bread,
and more than enough for themselves and their fami-
lies. Workers’ compensation for those injured on the
job, restrictions against child labor, limits on the
hours of work, new laws guaranteeing a minimum
wage, pensions for the elderly and disabled, all of
them sprang up almost overnight. And at the local
level there sprang up perhaps the best of all our
governmental efforts: public schools, even up through
university education. In later years during the mid
nineteen sixties, and it wasn’t until the mid nineteen
sixties, our national village added public hospitals
and individual health care for the poor and the elder-
ly known now as Medicarc and Medicaid. These
good uses of government in recognition of the inter-
connectedness and interdependence of the people in
this exciting new experiment in democracy, this idea
of national government as the village, the logical
cxtension of the idea of family saved the United
States from the Great Depression. It helped the
United States to win the second World War, and in the
decades immediately afterward it helped the nation
become the greatest economy, the greatest military
power and the greatest engine of opportunity in world
history. These are not minor accomplishments to
claim for any government anywhere, nobody feels it
more profoundly than I do.

Ten generations of people have made it there, people
like my mother and father who probably couldn’t have
made it in the place that they came from, have lived
wonderful lives in this successful national village.
Recently however, especially beginning in the late

Dr. Mario Cuomo

1980’ it has become popular in my country not only to
criticize the basic proposition of government as a use-
ful vehicle for dealing with our interdependence but to
propose a radical return to the so called “rugged indi-
vidualism.” It has become fashionable to suggest that
government programs like aid to families with depen-
dent children, the core of our public welfare system,
were actually causing the problems that they were
designed to alleviate. That is to say, significant num-
bers of people have come to believe that the bandage is
responsible for the wound. And this program is only
one. What is being proposed is really a radical aban-
donment of basic commitments in health care, educa-
tion, environmental legislation, even infrastructure.
How do you build the roads and bridges in a place like
the United States of America, I dare say Costa Rica?
Do it as individuals? How do you build the roads and
bridges? Let the rugged individuals do it? Let the pri-
vate corporations do it? Put an assessment on the pri-
vate corporations. You build the roads and bridges
through the people coming together collectively to do
for them things, the things that they could not do at all
or not as well individually. A Republican taught us
how to do it in the United States of America, his name
was Eisenhower. He was a great General and a great
Republican, and thought of as a conservative. He had
helped us win the second World War. He became
president of the United States of America and he said
“you need INFRASTRUCTURE. You need a highway
system to tie these states together, to tie the Atlantic to
the Pacific, to tic Canada to Mexico. And you can’t
afford to do it. And so the national government should
do it. And don’t call me a socialist. I am intelligent,
am pragmatic, [ am a pragmatic-progressive. Forget
the labels. Your common sense should instruct you that
this is a good kind of national government.” We are
retrcating from that in the United States of America.
Now you did not even hear that word mentioned in the
last campaign for president notwithstanding that there
has been a dramatic deterioration in our road system,
and no economic development can succeed without a
strong infrastructure.

Now of course, to keep the perspective clear here, of
course, criticism of government programs is constant
and justified. Of course, the governmental programs
have not always been perfectly implemented: what is
perfectly implemented? Business? The free enterprise
system? Do the great corporations work perfectly? If
so, why do you have bankruptcy laws? Why do you
have to have a special law that says “and when you do
foul up and loose everything else I will see to it that
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violent. We are the most gun-ridden people in the
world. We are the most drug-infested people in the
world, and the most imprisoned people in the world. 1
built sixty one thousand prison cells in twelve years at
an average cost of one hundred and twenty thousand
dollars a cell, and they are jammed and overflowing.
That was not a choice. It’s because the laws that we
found when | got there were for example, if you're
convicted of a drug crime, although you’re not vio-
lent, if you're convicted of a drug crime you must do
three years in jail. Now most of the people who are
convicted of drug crimes that are not violent are
themselves addicts. You put them in jail for three
years they remain addicts, except that now they get
brutalized, sodomized, and worse than they were
when they went in. We are the most imprisoned peo-
ple in the world and are not making much progress
with our drug problem. While many of us live in
almost obscene luxury forty million of our people are
sorely disadvantaged, sixteen million of them chil-
dren. The gap between the holders of wealth and the
workers who make the wealth has grown to perhaps
the greatest in the industrialized world. Sixty to
cighty percent of our workers are low and moderate
skilled. Why don’t we have sixty to eighty percent of
our workers high skilled? What stands in our way?
We are the richest nation the world has ever seen. We
can pay for the best education the world has ever
delivered. Why don’t we? Why is it that other people
give two hundred and forty days, two hundred and
twenty days, two hundred and ten days, we give a hun-
dred and eighty and say it’s too much? Why is it that
the Japanese and the Asian children come to my state
and win scholarships to a school of excellence that |
built at a cost of a hundred and twenty seven million
dollars, defeating our own students in math and
science so that fifty two percent of the student body
of Styvesson High School, maybe the greatest in the
world, greatest school of excellence in the world, a
public school, no tuition, fifty two percent are Asian?
How do you explain that? *“Well you're poor
you're struggling...” We're not poor, we're rich!
Fantastically rich! There’s wealth that I can barely
imagine in my own state. There are Jaguars, parked
next to Porsches, parked next to BMWs, owned by
people who own condominia that they pay two
million dollars for and use one month a year.

We need to do a lot of things. We need to improve
education, expand health care, we have forty three
million people without health care. That’s very, very
expensive. If you have forty three million people
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without health care, no health care insurance, no
Medicaid, no Medicare, no private insurance, when
they fall on the street with an acute illness you have to
put them in the hospital, you’re not gonna leave them
to die. And somebody has to pay for that. And because
they are acute, they’re the most expensive of all
patients. [f they had health care they would be visiting
doctors, there would be preventive care, they would
not have that acute illness. It would be cheaper to
cover them than not cover them. It’s very expensive to
have forty three million, and when we tried changing
the law a few years ago we had thirty seven million.
That’s a problem. We need to do something about
infrastructure. We need to improve our working con-
ditions, this gap between the top and the middle is get-
ting so great it’s gonna be a real problem. You can’t
survive in the United States of America with the top
one percent doing very well and more than ninety per-
cent sinking, that’s what’s happening now. We're still
richer than anybody else, I'm not comparing us to
Costa Rica or anybody clse. We’re still richer. But
that’s just because we're lucky! That’s because we have
the natural resources, we have the geography. That’s
because we inherited this fantastically abundant place.
We haven’t begun to use it the way we should. And the
question is, how do you use it? Do you use it by going
back to the eighteenth century, the nineteenth century,
laissez faire, everybody an individual, just get out of
the way? Forget about public education. Those who
can afford private education should have it. You're on
your own, forget about public health care. You’re on
your own, forget about a special training program to
develop that skill because sixty to cighty percent of
you are only low or moderate skill, if you can pay for
the education then you can get the skill. Is that the way
to do it? I don’t think so.

To make progress in my country we two hundred and
sixty million Americans must remember we’re all part
of the American experiment, tied to one another in
needs and opportunities. And we are at our best only
when we acknowledge that interdependence and act on
it by sharing strengths. Now, is it different in the lar-
ger world, beyond the United States of America? Let
me conclude with this: no I don’t think it is.

What should be THE WORLD’S political direction
and destination? Should it be toward greater indepen-
dence of nations from one another? Should we limit
our cooperation to the bare essentials like, trying to
climinate the nuclear threat, avoid gross environmental
contamination? Of course we should do those things.

Elhl'lh 8



Elhl'lh 9

Should we limit ourselves to that? Or should the world
move toward greater cooperation than that?
Complicated as the world has become it seems clear to
me that the inevitable direction must be as indicated by
the history of the United States, toward cooperation
and not away from it.

Globally we are all moving into the same neighbor-
hood. Already images and words span the globe
almost instantaneously. Whispers in Tokyo or Bonn
can be heard and felt on Wall Street. The fax and the
phone bring the rest of the world next door.
Technology makes it possible to destroy much of civi-
lization in minutes. The destruction of rain forests
affects rainfall far, far beyond the forest. Byproducts
of material progress threaten to turn the planet into a
cosmic hothouse. All interconnected, all interdepen-
dent, no man is an island. No woman ecither. No state,
no nation, no continent, no hemisphere, and perhaps
even no planet is an island. The world must deal with
this new truth by acknowledging our interdependence
and accommodating it, and that’s not easy, because
there is a competing truth: the benefits of association
tug perpetually against the strong impulse towards
independence.

The great, great French Jesuit, paleontologist, scientist,
theologian who wrote The Divine Miliew and The
Phenomenon of Man, Teilhard de Chardin, reminded
us that all matter, all matter, even brute matter, has a
tendency to disorganize and revert to its primitive
chaotic state, so the creative force had no choice but to
enter into the battle with disintegration from the
moment it began creating. This whole theory, more
and more popular, is that that’s what the creative force
was. That’s what the creative force is. Process of inte-
grating, moving up the ladder. From the great explo-
sion to fluids, to vegetation, to animals, to animals
erect, to animals with brain, to animals capable of

reflecting. And that’s the division. And now we're
growing up more complicated, integrating the things of
the world. The creative force continues and so does the
tension.

The instinct for freedom finally caused the disintegra-
tion of the former Soviet Union. While at the same
time the desire for strength through consolidation ini-
tiated de coalescence of the European Community.
Two tensions at work. You see it in the United States.
In its dealings with the United Nations, the United
States 1s a case in point. We were the principal agents
in the establishment of the United Nations, and we
know we need the United Nations well and strong to do

a variety of things. To keep world peace: a lot easier
with the United Nations. To feed the hungry, provide
relief in disasters, secure environmental protection
and economic development. Yet we refuse to pay our
dues! And we quarrel over who should be secretary
general. Even as the rest of the world appears more
or less unanimous in criticizing us. The work of the
UN is idled by this. There are even voices raised now
in my country, audibly if not overwhelmingly sum-
moning us to retreat to the solitary grandness of an
carlier time. You doubt it? I debated a candidate for
the presidency of the United States on the Republican
side in the last election, last Friday night who is still
saying “what we ought to do in the United States of
America is forget about the rest of the world, we
don’t need them.” Think of it: sixteen? Maybe four-
teen. Maybe thirteen. Maybe twelve. The implicit
first principle of the United Nations is to acknowl-
edge that “every journey must have a destination.”
And to say that the destination of our global journey
is a world freer, more secure, more whole than the
onc we know today. To reach that goal we must deal
more cffectively together, sharing strengths to
achieve greater strength together. [ believe it is clear
that we cannot leave the earth’s progress to the sepa-
rate efforts of the hundreds of separate nations strewn
like so many villages around the face of the globe.
And [ believe that if we persist in our efforts then our
attempts at cooperation in the United States, in the
United Nations, in all the other efforts to create an
intelligent global synergy, will over time, perhaps in
fits and starts, develop into a higher intelligence than
the one that has evolved so far. Gradually, perhaps
imperceptibly, through the insistence of those who
seek progress, interactions and connections will
accumulate, agreements to protect the environment
against our own desecrations, liberalizing commer-
cial exchanges, educating ourselves in our diffe-
rences to pave the way to understanding, culturally,

wpiritually and intellectually, the mightiest nations

lending their resources to the ones in need, the others
accepting the challenge to raise their standards for
progress in fulfillment of their own destinies, all of
this woven together in a fabric of mutuality.

As we suffer through the often agonizing pains of
growth our evolution will be uneven. Occasionally a
link will break, we’ll move away from one another, -
sometimes even in hostility. But however slowly, if
we accept our interconnectedness and interdepen-
dence, if we work to accommodate it we will struggle
up inexorably toward the light. Inevitably, a greater
mass of firm common ground will begin to fill under
us. We will come to understand that it is wrong and
impractical for the great accumulations of wealth and
power in some parts of the planet to ignore the terri-

Doris Z. Stone Lecture



ble suffering and immense human potential of so
many other parts of the planet. That it is wrong and
impractical for any one nation or handful of nations to
expect to preserve our common cnvironment through
our own efforts or edicts alone. That it is wrong and
impractical not to strengthen the less developed parts
of the world so the already developed will have the
markets and resources they need to grow,

In the end I believe we must come to sce that saying
that this is an exercise in compassion instead of
common sense is a false distinction. Because in help-
ing one another we almost always help ourselves. It’s
a lesson that must be learned a hundred times by a
hundred countries including my own. That for us to
come together is both the right thing to do and the
right way to do it. 1 do not think it is a coincidence
that in my United States of America which we like to
think of as a Judeo-Christian society, Judeo-Christian,
not Christian-Judeo because the Judaic part of it was
first, it is not a coincidence it seems to me that that
whole tradition teaches in religious terms this practi-
cal truth. When the first Jew looked up and asked the
Hebrew God “what is your instruction to me?” it
came back in two parts. First “TZEDAKA. Everyone
1s your brother and sister and you must treat them as
50.” Tzedaka, not charity, Tzedaka. In rightcousness,
in justice everyone is your brother and sister. “And
your mission in life is TIKUN OLAM you ought to
repair the universe. Me Lord? I can barely keep my
family alive. Do what you can with your family, first.
Do what you can with your village. Do everything
you can to make as much of the universe as you can
touch better. 1 will understand the reach of your arm.
I will know when you can’t touch a part of the uni-
verse. But to the extent that you can be effective
make everything better”” And when the Christian
asked what did God respond? In the person of the
individual that we believe gave us our faith, “love one
another as you love yourself for the love of Me and |
am truth.” God created the world but did not finish it
God left the world to you to create, and you must do
it together.

That was more than a theological injunction. That
was more than a rough beginning of religion. That
was the quintessential intelligence that the world
needs. We are all in this together. Teilhard, this may
be my favorite, gave us a statement that [ want to con-
clude with. He referred to the eventual consumma-
tion, the growing up of the whole universe by integra-
tion toward what he calls “the PLEROMA.” The
pleroma is nothing more than civility advanced to its
ultimate form, to pure intelligence, where there would
be no racial squabbles and there would be no silly
contests as to who gets the middle of the bread and
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who gets the end. When all is understanding. That he
believes that’s where the universe is going, that’s
Nirvana, that’s heaven, that’s the ultimate consumma-
tion. And Teilhard sums it all up by saying “the day
will come when after harnessing the ether, and the

winds, and the tides, and gravitation we shall harness

for God and ourselves, the energies of love. And on
that day for the second time in the history of the world,
we will have discovered fire.” To which I can only say
AMEN.

Thank you for listening.
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