“Think small” is the message of both

these books on the future. Gabor, who
has a genius for slogans, proposes these:
“Excellence instead of quantitative

. Possession instead of consump-
tion.” We must aim at “a mature society,
stable in numbers and in material pro-
duction, in ecological equilibrium with
the resources of the Earth.” Dubos
would endorse this statement of purpose
but says of Gabor’s earlier book, Invent-

the Future: “The futures we invent
are viable only if they are compatible
with the constraints imposed by the evo-
lutionary past.” The two writers’ differ-
ing views of the means necessary to
attain a desirable human future p
ably stem from their different scientif
disciplines as much as from persona ity
differences, though both range far
side their jalizations—Dubos with

a more traditional and humane way.
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behave,” Dubos deplores it, insist-
t because man has free will, “the
future is likely to be very different
any of the predictable futures.” It is
ically reassuring to note that Dubos’s
ideal future community would be quite
like the French village where he grew
up, while Gabor, a Hungarian long resi-
dent in England, considers “the English
gentleman as not a bad model for the
citizen of the mature society.”

“social inventions”
ware.” Nevertheless 3
scribing a fantastic piece
hardware for tea ng
his own Disneyland-version thereof, Du-
bos wants aware of the past in

0 i ra F— ; —

p / \% 4



