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' s Suppose that.

Preliminary doubts. .

A terrorist with his machine gun runs through the landscape: he is
running towards the future. A futulogist watches.his terminal to see how
the terrorist runs along a probability curve: he is approaching ‘the present.
The terrorist jumps out from the landscape gnd/or the terminal upon the fut-
urologist's desk and he shoots him dead. He says: "I had to kill him, he
stood in my way toards the future, and this having-to-shoot-him is my free-.
dom". The futurologist, could he but speak, would say: "I have reckoned :
.with this all along, it was a calculated risk which I had to run during my
Computations, and this is my freedom", And this knot of absurd contrgdic-
tions is called "the dialectics of freedom". ‘

The terrorist and the futurologist have two different views of the fut
ure. The terrorist sees it as a crowd of promises and menacés which sUTrToOuUnt
him, anéd into which he must advance, if the promisses are to become real, &nc
if the menaces are to be avoided. The futurologist sees it as a swarm of-vif
tualities which approaches him, coming in from an empty horiéon. This diffe-
rence of viezs is due to a difference in attitudes: the terrorist stands witl
in the crowd, he is "committed", whilé the futurologist stands on his tiﬁ
toes, in order to see a bit farther. Thus the terrorist fadés an urgent
future, while the futurologist faces an hypothetical future. This book will
try to stand on tip toes: it will consist of a series of suppositions. But'
it will be quite unlike the futurologist's attitude, for the follbwing reaso

.The'fuutologist sees virtualities which become denser as they approzah
the present, .and which are seen to be strewn more loosely as the eye approacl
es the empty horizon. Now this is a well-known situation: very like the dis-
tribution of iron filings around a magnet. One might attempt a field theory
of the future, (something like a theory of the magnetic field), but unfortu-
nately one cannot do it. To stand on tip toes is to stand within the field,
it does not provide theoretical distance, (the terrorist may still kill one).
As long as no metaphysical crane is invented, all theorles concerning the ﬁr
ture are to be distrusted. Furthermore, the comparlson with the magnetlc
field is not a very good one. Virtualities become realities as they enter- 
the present, and they may turn around, disappegr from the,field, and thus
become 1mp0551bllit1es, while iron filings are incapable of such ontologlcal
sommersaultis. The hypothetlcal future looks more like a congress of ghpsts,@
than like a magnétic field: some virtualities materielize, others disappqth
into thin air, while most of them collide and fuse the one withuthe.other.v'
How is one to get hold of those spectres? ' ’ C

By supposing that virtualities grow more probable as they approach
the present., Proximity may be measured. It permits probability curves to ©
‘be calculated. Those curves may be shown on terminals, they may be shwon to,
converge, to diverge, to cross, to bundle, gqnd they may be extrapolated, THQ
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result will be a scenario of a hypothetical future. The scengrio may-
be progressively improved, (rendered more probable), by introducing
ever more virtualities, and by measuring ever more exactly the degree
of probability of each. To be sure: there will always be some ﬁargine
of error, but the margin Will grow ever moXxe Narrow, and it may itsélf-'
be calculated moxe or less exactly. .

However, it gives one the kreeps, if one considers "prox1m1ty"
as a measure- .of the future. It implies that I stand at the center of ,
the future, and that I am less and less concerned with virtualities which
stand near my horizon. But I am not alone, others are here with me.. Each
other stands at the center of his own future, and those futures overlap,-
and they do so the more the nearer an other one stands from me. There-
fore T am concerned whith virtualities which stand near the center of
somebody else's future, although they may stand near my Own horizon. The
category "proximity" can be accepted only if it includes the proximity
of other people, what used to be called "love of one's neighbor". Can
such a cetegory be calculated? '

It can, if one constructs a future common to everybody. But this
will have two consequences: the empty horizon, (death), disappears from
vision, and it will become impossible for me to recognize myself and my

nekghbor within such a gray and colorless future. This is the reason wh)
this book will not assume the futurologlst‘s attitude: it will try to suj
pose a future which does not exclude death from vision, and which permits
me to recognize myself and those who are near me.

§till: this book w111 stand closer to the futurologlst than to the
terrorlst because it will stand on tip toes. Con31der the fascination’
of tip toe dancing, of suppositions: it makes the terrorist jump out
from suppositions onto the desk, like Escher s lizards which kreep on
the desk from drawing paper. It is not that a virtuality turns real,
but that a supposed, fictional virtuality becomes real. You may Say, of
course, that there is nothing mysterious about this transflguratlon. fIt
only megns that an hypothesés is proven right, that a verisimiltude”is: .
is verified, and is not this the purpose of all suppositions? Yes, but”
this does not render the thing less mysterious: how cgn a fiction become
real? Is it not as if Dmitri)j Karamazov was to jump from his book unto’ %

your,desk and kill you? What is implied here is the gray gzone betzwen i

fiction and reélity, between art and science., He who supposes, he who
stands on tip toes, inhabits that gray gzone. He is a kind of Pygmalion&
he tries to make love to his statue, This is what this book will be |

attempting: it will inhabit the slippery zone between art and sc1ence. 3
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