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Abstract

| am really tired of listening to the childlike nvaty of American
“singularity pollyannists.” | don’t deny the prob#d truth of what
they say when they focus on the positive thingsntiagd come from
accelerating future technologies (the “singularitgs Americans
call it) in the coming decades, but | sneer incregly at the
narrowness and myopia of their thinking. Their dhile blindness
to the possible extremely negative possibilities kesa me
increasingly impatient. It's almost like a religic them. They
WANT to believe in all the wonderful benefits ofturfe
technologies, so their minds blot out the possiithat “all
(technological) roads lead to the artilect” (arifal intellect,
massively intelligent machine) and hence the stidkadihood of
the worst war occurring that humanity has ever knowver the
Issue of species dominance. Do these pollyanmidislielieve that
all of humanity is simply going to accept passives tumanity is
to be superseded by the artilects/cyborgs withdigla? Do they?
I’'m looking forward to when China’s intellectualetgfreedom of
speech so that 1.4 million of them can devote thé&ilects to the
domination of the dominant Z1century debate on “species
dominance” and bring their old world maturity tq ihstead of the
gullible naivety coming from the new world. Thisasexpresses
my frustration with the current American dominanoé the
“species dominance debate” and hopes that Chinad take over



that role in the next decade or two, by riddingfitAmerica’s lack
of sophistication and historical sense. This issu&0 important
to be sidetracked by “new world hicks” or as theskhch say (and
| speak French) “petits cons americains.”

1. Introduction

It is undeniable that future decades will give uganies in
technology. Moore’s Law (which states that the namiof
transistors that one can cram onto a chip keepslidguevery
year) has been valid now for nearly 50 years, doavs no sign of
stopping. As soon as one technology exhausts gsilpibties, a
new one takes over. This has happened again and d¢& result
is the annual doubling speed of the internet; magsipowerful
computers capable of simulating the full operatodrthe human
brain; etc. Soon we will have paper thin, wall sigéevisions in
vivid 3D, bringing us (as | say myself in severssa&ys and a book)
all the world’s media, creating a world languagecudturally
homogenized global culture and a global governmehénce no
more wars, no arms trade, no ignorance, no povaityyvery
optimistic and rosy, yes?

The American futurist pundits who talk about thé&sags paint a
very rosy picture, in their typical new world fagshj making all
things sound wonderful and to be looked forwardiit glee.

The old world cultures, on the other hand, are mash sanguine.
| was recently in Paris, giving an invited talk ggecies dominance
and the likelihood of a species dominance war,vaasl very happy
to be met with what | felt to be a much more badéaheiew of the
future. The old world cultures have a much longdtucal history
and hence can balance the positive with the negatince reality
seems to be a real mixture of both. Old world celusuch as
Europe and China have had major wars on theitaeles within
living memory, so don’t look on the future with teame level of



childlike gullibility as do Americans. White Amedaas have not
had amajor war on their territory ever (unless you call th& U
Civil War in the 1860s as major (i.e. about 600,¢@(d, and
spread over only about half a dozen states.) Toagsénse of
proportion, the “Taiping Rebellion” was going ontlaé same time
in China, which killed 20 million. That wasraajor war. So were
WW1 (20 million killed) and WW2 (50-100 million Kéd)
confined largely to the Eurasian continent.

2. The “Multi” Viewpoint

When | listen to American singularity/futurist putsq | feel like a
ping pong ball bouncing back and forth between tia@&row
confines of two walls in the minds of these punditéind their
thinking so narrow, so naive, so gullible, so iderthat I'm
becoming increasingly sneering and becoming evaemocal in
expressing my frustration and growing contempt.

To explain why, | need to explain a bit about myltoultured
background, because it is highly relevant to mywgiel am a
“multi” i.e. a multicultured person. | have lived i7 countries
(Australia, England, Holland, Belgium, Japan, ArmoayiChina). |
obviously see the world very differently from a “nad i.e. a
mono cultured person. As a multi, | look down onno®. | see
them as unsophisticated, just as “city slickersbklodown on
“country bumpkins” and for the same reason. Coubtynpkins
are unsophisticated and limited in their life exgeces and so are
‘monos.”

Monos are typically so ignorant of their lack of ltaultured
sophistication that they don’'t even know they aneaphisticated
until told so by the multis. To the multis, mona® dlimited as
individuals by the limitations of the one cultureat programs
them” whereas multis “benefit from the superiostief several



cultures that program them.” Typically, when mulasd monos
confront each other, the narrow horizons of the msobore and
frustrate the multis. If a multi complains abou¢ fimitations and
inferiorities of the culture of the mono, then theno will only see
a complaining multi and not have a clue what theltims
complaining about. The mono does not have the more
sophisticated multicultured basis of comparisorthef multi who
can compare the inferior aspects of the culturéhefmono with
the superiorities of the other culture(s) that mmati has lived in.
Such a multicultured basis for comparison lies idetshe life
experience of the mono.

| have written a whole book (my second) aboutlali,tcalled (not
surprisingly) “Multis and Monos : What the Multicuted Can
Teach the Monocultured : Towards the Creation Gf@bal State”
It is selling very poorly in the US, because comspato Europe,
Americans are much more mono. They have to makeuahm
greater effort to leave their huge country beca\iserica’s states
(with all their monotonous Main Streets, in a afflismall towns,
and their chain stores that are the same from toasiast) are the
size of Europe’s countries. Europeans can hop éir ttars and
drive for a few hours and be in another countryhwat different
language and mentality. Americans can’t do thatropean TV is
not national any more and typically has the telemisof many
other European countries in their TV cables. Thismuch less the
case in the US.

American television is largely under corporate colhtand makes
its money from advertising. The 1Q Bell curve emsuthat the
majority of US TV viewers are of average intelligensituated in
the peak of the Bell curve, and hence are calleshKprs.” The
morons and intellectuals are such a tiny minorftthe general US
population, that corporate controlled US televisignores them.
These TV corporations are always competing wittheatber for
viewers, and need to cut costs. One way to doighis reduce the



number of foreign correspondents, by concentratiag/s items
onto local (i.e. American) issues. The result &t tAmericans are
poorly informed about how other countries think deadl. In this
sense Americans are ignorant and gullible whenomes to
multicultural thinking.

America’s “peakered” media is so dumbed down, ftampoint of

view of America’s intellectuals, that they simplgrdt watch it. It

insults their intelligence, but the result then asmuch less
sophisticated and informed American intelligentian say in
Europe, where the media is controlled partly by eyoments
which pitch the intellectual level of its televisigprograms at not
only the “peakers” but also to the “subs” and te teages.” The
result is that European intellectuals know hugelyrenabout the
world than their American equivalents.

Unfortunately, for the world, because of America'gellectual

dominance, its intellectual leadership is greatifetior to what it

could have been, if the US were a far more soaitsd culture,
which unfortunately it is not. The US is not readlycountry. It is
more a continent, in fact (roughly speaking) theosel largest
country (in land mass) in the world (a positionrsidawith Canada
and China, which are both slightly bigger). OnlysBia is a lot
bigger than the US. The US has the third largepulation in the

world, at over 310 million. Only the giants of Chiand India are
(a lot) larger. The US is also blessed with hugkinah resources,
and was colonized by the (democratic) British.d$ hherefore one
of the highest standards of living (in purchasirayvpr terms) in
the world, and hence education is highly valued.

If one defines “sages” as the top 1% of the poputan 1Q terms,

who have PhDs, have ideas, and write books abeut,tthen such
people are probably 1 in a 1000. The US therefas &bout
300,000 such sages. China has (potentially) 1.4iomilbf them

(more on that later.)



It is therefore not surprising, that the US curyetominates the
world intellectual scene, because of its sheer mumland the
current historical reality. The Z0century was America’s and the
21% will be China’s but the transition is yet to bedea

From my own perspective, it is frustrating to saeehsa “parvenu”
unsophisticated culture as the US become the darnigkbal
intellectual power, an attitude certainly sharedloy French, who
are probably the most sophisticated people on tarep in my
view. The Americans bring their lack of sophistioat and
gullibility to the global intellectual market placand create a lot of
frustration (and some admiration as well of courske Americans
do after all, dominate the Nobel and Abel Prizes)ttie more
sophisticated sages of other cultures.

But, from a multi's point of view, this current Amean

intellectual dominance is a historical aberratiemd will not last. It
will be replaced by a far older, far larger cultusgth a history that
goes back 5000 years. I'm speaking of China, my togic.

3. China, the Rising Dominant Intellectual Global Paver

| really am impatient to see China rise. | woukelit to take over
the role from the US as the intellectual leaderthe “species
dominance debate” that will so dominate the histofythe 2f
century. But the US will remain the dominant ineetual power
for several more decades at least. China hasd lebrk to do to
take over that prestigious role, but the cards saaeked in its
favor.

For a start, the Chinese are smarter on averag¢éhth@dmericans.
According to many world wide 1Q measurement studids
average IQ of Chinese (and Koreans, and Japanesd) 5,



whereas in the US it is only 100. If you shift i Bell curve up 5
points, that has quite a significant impact onrtbhenber of genii in
that smarter population (assuming the same populaize.) But
China has over 4 times the population of the USitmdconomic
growth has been averaging about 10% for the padedades
(compared to America’s average of only 3% overstdime period.)
Thus it is obvious that the US may be currentlyairsuperior
position but China has a greatly superimomentumand will
probably overtake the US in a few decades on alhto

It will be the largest economy in gross nationaddurct within a
mere few years (by 2016 in purchasing power teiagys the IMF).
The eastern coastal cities of China, such as SkenZhanghai,
Beijing, Guangzhou, etc will be reaching purchagmogver parity
with the US in a decade or so and then will sweagt phe US.
Their greater salaries will then attract the besirnts in the world
to come to China, and hence enhance China’s grovapgtation
all the more.

The US has benefitted enormously from its supesaaries over
the past half century. In today’s science PhD @mpgr in the US,
most of these super bright students are NOT Ameesicahey are
Asians, who will return to Asia with their knowleglgleaving
Americans in their obese self complacency, unélghit really hits
the fan, which is starting to happen now. The itaws of global
Intellectual dominance from the US to China willgmanful for the
US. It has become accustomed to being number ohighws a
difficult psychological crown to have to give uptht is inevitable
that it will happen. A massive brain drain to Chinam all over
the world | expect to take place in the 2020s (af@hina
democratizes.)

China was the dominant culture world wide for a lgho
millennium, from about the time of the fall of tiRoman Empire,
to the rise of the European renaissance. It isah pity that the



Chinese did not discover science and that theyetuinward on
themselves (to defend themselves from the invaMMiggols, in

the 1% century.) If they had continued their overseada#ons

(with ships 5 times the length of Columbus’s “Saltaria”) world

history might have been very different, and mosthef planet now
would be speaking Chinese, the world language.

Today’s China however is a shit hole. | say thisaag country
multi, who has lived nearly 6 years full time ini@&. It has a LOT
of work to do, to overtake the US and return toois “natural”

place as the dominant culture, a position it desgngiven its
enormous potential, but one it certainly does N@§aive at the
moment. | have written quite a few essays about rireny

inferiorities of China that will need to be “fixediefore China can
hold its head high on the world stage. At the mame&minese
leaders are welcomed for their cheque books, beitdaspised
behind their backs, for being members of the getateminal

organization in history.

| have written of the 70+ million of its own citiase that have been
killed by the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), mostider Mao,
the greatest tyrant in history, who has killed mpeople than
Stalin or Hitler, yet his face is still on Chinaisoney. China still
has “laogai” (slave labor camps for political pngos), over 1000
of them today, with somewhere between half to twtian such
prisoners. These are not the symbols of a glololliiyinant nation.
They are the symbols of a backward, inferior, Bbie nation, that
the world despises, so if China is to take its pidé place as the
intellectually dominant global power, it will firstave to “clean up
its act.”

It will have to democratize (one of the last magountries to do
so, and a national disgrace that is it so slowtanting.) 90% of
people who live outside China live in democracidsvarious
shades. The CCP is on its last legs. It has todown some



100,000 (one hundred thousand) political demonstratper year,
and their number keeps growing year by year. Iis #&an a
decade, 100 million Chinese tourists will be tréagl overseas to
democratic countries and will inevitably be infleed by the
democratic freedoms they see taken for grantedarenivilized,

more law based countries and push for reform atehd@hina will

pass the economic “democracy threshold” of $60000$8per
person per year within a decade, when the risimtyglle, educated
class, insist of the rule of law (to protect thgiowing property)
and the right to vote out incompetent leaders.

| predict China will democratize within a decadefdre 2020.
That will be a momentous event, one of the greaséshe 2f'
century, because it means that a fifth of humamitl obtain
freedom of speech, an essential ingredient if Chisages are to
feel their full intellectual muscle. Once China dmmatizes, the
Impact on world politics will be immense and exugti The threat
of a major war between the US and China then wekrdase
significantly, because the US will then respectr@hfar more,
rather than hating China’s leaders for being suchoratal
contemptible dictatorship.

The major (now democratic) nations can then buib temaining
(little) dictatorships into becoming democracies,tisat the world
can become entirely democratic, and hence far npeaceful,
because democratic nations are far less likelyadagwar with
each other because their voting populations wontit tolerate a
war mongering leader who wants to go to war agaiast
democratically elected leadership in another cqufvhich didn’t
stop the US in Chile in the 1970s by the way) butlee whole its
true.

Once China democratizes, which hopefully is beiteniped for
(behind closed doors) within the CCP, so that gn®oth, without
needing a civil war to topple the planet's mostpiesd regime,



then the Chinese people can be exposed to therrfaitenal
community” or the “democratic union” of nations,pesially by
having free access to the internet and satelli®viggon, and to
books, etc. All these freedoms that are taken fantgd in the
democratic union are denied to China’s citizengnetoday. As |
say, today’s China is a shit hole.

Once China’s sages have free access to the iddhs @forld and
are free to express their own ideas, then one cqece a
steamroller of intellectual creativity to power ufi. will be
overwhelming for little countries. Imagine the ieetual impact
of 1.4 million Chinese sages, from one culture. U$and Europe
will be “blown away.”

Perhaps | should mention briefly at this point ¢sin’m talking

about large numbers of sages) the potential ofalnghich has a
population of 1.2 billion, just a little under Clis. | do not see
India becoming much of a player on the global Ietglal stage,
since it has one MAJOR handicap. Indians are durhbke. global

IQ scores | was mentioning above reflect negatioalyndia.

To summarize briefly the global I1Q distribution ket dumbest
people in the world are the Australian aboriginethwan average
IQ of 60. To them, counting is “one, two, many.” Xtlare the

African blacks, at 70 (which to whites and Asiass‘lorderline

mentally retarded.”) Next is a great swath of huityan the native

Americans, the north African Arabs, Middle Eastespeand

Indians, all at 85. At 100 are the Europeans, anssins, and at
105 are the north eastern Asians, the brightegelgroup in the
world.

With a huge average |Q gap 20 pointsbetween the Chinese and
the Indians, you can forget about the Indians éaoming a
challenger to China for leadership in the globatliectual arena,
and in case you're thinking economic growth wilise India’s



average 1Q, let me state that IQ has one of thiedsitperitabilities
at about 60% to 80%.

4. Democratic China’s Sophisticating Global Inflience

Let us assume | am right about China democratizipgabout
2020. By 2030, assuming | am still alive, | expextsee China
pulling away from the US in all intellectual fieldMost of the
world’s best brains will already have migrated tor@ and a very
powerful “black hole” effect will have establish#delf, sucking in
the best brains to China, and hence creating an kewger, more
attractive intellectual black hole.

Once China becomes the most powerful, most creattedectual
center on the planet, due partly to its own largght population,
and partly to its top salaries that have attradted planets best
brains, then China can bring its old world menyalgnd judgment
to the biggest question of the 2kentury, namely “Should
humanity build artilects?” i.e. “Should human bangmply give
up their current status as the planet’'s dominagtisg?”

| think a lot of people will simply not tolerateisrand when the IQ
gap between human intelligence and machine inezlbig is about
to close, these people (whom | call “Terrans”) walb to war
against those people who want to build artilectstifi@al
intellects, massively intelligent machines) whom label
“Cosmists” and against those people who want to atitectual
components to themselves to become artilects byenments,
whom | call “Cyborgists.”

Such a war which may take place around middle te R
century, using Z1century weapons, would be the most passionate
in history, because the stake this time is whethemanity
survives, so the scale of the mass killing in antitdct War”



would not be in the millions, as in 2@entury wars, but in the
billions, “gigadeath.”

This is such a huge issue, that we need the basisnin the planet
to be dealing with it — sage, sophisticated, [aniti minds, not
monocultured, naive, gullible, new world Americangho
currently dominate the species dominance debate.

| am impatient to see China flex its intellectualsuoles and rally
its sages to the huge task at hand. | want toreesages of the old
world blow away the silliness of the new world pitedvho have
no sense of history, who are blind to the negadides of human
nature, who haven't a clue how to balance the aptimwith the
pessimistic views of humanity’s future. | am tirefl America’s
“singularity pollyannists” and want to see themsfied down a
very big Chinese toilet, and be replaced by thesad the world,
dominated by those living in the “New China”, a ibaed,
democratic China, with its 1.4 million sages, itsed sense of
history, its wisdom, and its vision. | despise tpdaChina, but
have great hopes for its future in the coming fewaidles. That's
why | live in China. | can tolerate living in Chitsd'dark decade”
of the 2010s hoping to see its blossoming in th2020and 2030s,
if I'm still alive.



