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Preamble1 
 
Any look back in the past, in search of some synthesis ideas (including 

comparative ideas), is a-priori burdened by the risk of partiality, of involuntary 
sophism. (One cannot know the past in full perspective, as history has only 
recorded certain facts/aspects, and viewed them from certain angles.) And it is 
preferable to keep in mind this corollary, however seductive those ideas may be. 
 

1. Cultural progress in upsurge 
 
Looking back at the intellectual evolution of human society from the 

beginning until today, we can say that the most substantial progress has taken 
place in the last two centuries. This progress was synchronous with (but also 
motivated by) a significant evolution in the material field (industrialization, raising 
of the standard of living) and in the social sphere (democratization, political 
emancipation, the expansion of humanism etc).  

 
1 In this essay, the author syntheses ideas present in other personal works: Mircea Băduț, Întoarcerea perenă 

(București: Editura Europress Group, 2020); Mircea Băduț, DonQuijotisme AntropoLexice (București: Editura 

Europress Group, 2017; Mircea Băduț, Alte inteligenţe (Tmișoara: Biblioteca Nova, 2016); Mircea Băduț, „Prin 

sinapsele moralei”, Dilema veche, nr. 588, 2015; Mircea Băduț, „Din cutia Pandorei: prezumţia de mediocritate”, 

Dilema veche, nr. 450, 2012. 
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By summarizing as many directions of the human intellect manifestations as 
possible – in order to diminish the risk mentioned in the preamble – we can admit 
that in the last centuries crossed by mankind, each generation has assimilated the 
knowledge of the previous generation and brought its own contribution. In other 
words, each generation brought something in the positive sense of cultural 
evolution. Each generation knew more and had a stronger, freer and more 
articulate thinking than previous generations.  

By imagining a graph of the cultural evolution of humanity (and by estimating 
it mentally) we will be surprised by the sudden growth of these two centuries. But 
at the same time, we will admit that human society has managed to assimilate that 
progress with some balance. (There are also reverses, like that concerning the 
natural resources, but they still appear to us to be controllable.) On the whole, we 
can be somewhat satisfied that our civilization has acquired that cultural revolution 
without bruises. (And we keep in mind the duration of that ramp in that imagined 
graph.) 

 

2. Appeasement in the cultural progress? 
 

But, somehow paradoxically, in the recent years – years in which technological 
progress in the field of information and telecommunications (essential 
components of knowledge) has grown unprecedentedly (and we imagine an 
almost vertical ramp in a graph similar to the one previously mentioned, with its 
abscissa graded in centuries) – one can observe some appeasement in the 
intellectual evolution of the society, considered in extenso. (In addition, as in a 
positive feed-back loop, the world of recent years has increasingly insisted on the 
right to comfort, to commodities. We have here a trivial question, which 
anthropologists know much about: as easier living resources are obtain, the less 
energetic/inventive the populations become.) 

Probably, in the daily social exercise, each of us observes aspects revealing a 
temper in the intellectual evolution of the society, such as: expressions/tendencies 
of shallowness; diminution/deterioration of the lexicon; accents of the interest for 
consumption into the detriment of creativity; prevalence of the criterion of 
comfort; preponderance of the small ideals/objectives; thickening of the 
eloquence-competence confusion; the predominance of kitsch; excesses of 
spiritual sublimation; deprofessionalization tendencies; thickening the incidence 
of "wheel reinvention"; denial of some essential truths (such as evolutionism, 
sphericity of the planet); crediting conspiracy ideas; etc. But, being individual 
observations, they are not easy to objectify by summation (by gathering in 
statistical means). However, by extending the scale a bit, a minimal summary, in 
the perspective of a synthetic analysis, would still be possible, both by following 
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public information flows (radio, web/internet, television) and from the individual 
social interaction (when it is sufficiently intense stochastic). And probably one of 
the most painful observations will be that which indicates a certain reinvention of 
mediocrity, a thickening of the discourse legitimizing mediocrity, stagnation; 
which mean that the generations would become more interested in horizontal 
development than vertical development. With enough individual justification, at 
the psycho-social level: "It is not necessary to assimilate what my predecessors 
knew/did, but only to have access to that information, if necessary." Or: "I must not 
fight on other fronts than those that bring me immediate satisfaction." 
 

3. Romanian peculiarities 
 
The appeasement of the intellectual evolution is evident in today's Romanian 

society, but – by the chance of recent history – here it is due, first of all, to the chaos 
caused by the rupture that the society has experienced by changing the political 
regime after the events of December 1989.  

Beyond the natural deflation that followed an oppressive/closed regime and 
beyond the economic crisis inherent in the withdrawal of state control, that 
rupture had devastating effects on education, that is, precisely in the sphere of 
formation of the next generations. Therefore, the lack of interest for education, for 
school, is not due to the imperfection of the education system (the perfection of 
the content being an erroneous ideal), but to an unweighted assimilation of 
freedom. 

Freedom includes an inherent risk of questioning/denying anything, no matter 
how it is in the society. Today, any student, and any parent, may contemptuously 
ask: "Why do I need this subject/topic!? It is of no good in the real life! (Or:) It does 
not help me become what I planned for myself!" A smatterer reaction, an echo of 
sufficiency. As if – paraphrasing the image in the famous Asterix animated movie 
– the spear-thrower athlete should do no other training than spear-throwing. It 
seems that freedom – when grafted onto the underdeveloped body – is not 
necessarily beneficial to the body. Nowadays, students and teachers often find 
that the other does not matter, that they can despise. A facet of freedom that we 
have so far ignored, and which does not appear to be easily curable. 

In its turn, the idea of a professional career is compromised by impatience 
(impatience coming from the illusion of freedom, which tells us that things would 
also be possible without effort/tenacity) and the loss of confidence in classical 
values (idem, nothing is perennial/valuable). So, from a psycho-social perspective, 
we can conclude that the dismal state of current education in Romania is due to 
the lack of experience in managing freedom. Or, rather, the cause is the lack of 
self-censorship in assimilating freedom. And we note, not at all optional, that in 
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traditional societies freedom is naturally balanced by a lot of rules, written and 
unwritten. Because rights and freedoms involve both obligations and constraints, 
alike. 

But, by geospatially broadening the perspective, we will notice that the 
"Romanian event" is just a coincidence of history, an addition to the general 
tendency, a tendency on which we return immediately. 
 

4. Speculating on the causes 
 
We can admit that this last-manifested vein of progress – computerization and 

telecommunications – is the most important expression of the phenomenon of 
globalization. (As I once wrote, globalization has the precursor in the campaigns of 
Alexander Macedon or Genghis-Han, and concrete roots in the inventions of 
Gutenberg and Marconi, but its true corpus is the Internet.) In recent years, Homo 
Sapiens's world suddenly expanded. He often enjoyed the wealth of 
information/opportunities, and sometimes started to exploit them. (And we may 
thus note that recent migrations – from Eastern Europe, from the Arab areas, from 
Asia – are essentially due to globalization.) But the sudden opening of the world 
brings Homo Sapiens also anguish. On the one hand – that is, the most significant 
part – cultural differences are potential sources of conflict and of prejudice to social 
and economic balances. On the other hand – in the long run – the cultural 
uniformity, unavoidable in perspective, can undermine the creativity. 

But there is an even more important aspect here from the perspective of this 
essay. Globalization brings to the people a significant increase in freedom. And so, 
as individuals observe that they can "manifest" more freely – therefore even more 
effortlessly –, the reflex of self-improvement (an essential reflex for the 
intellectual development) diminishes. Thus, the society tends to develop rather 
horizontally than vertically. Quantitative outperforms qualitative. 

Beyond the possible discussion regarding markers and metrics that can 
highlight (or even measure) this dystopian-revealed appeasement of the 
intellectual evolution, we can speculate a little more in detail on the causes, as well 
as a philosophical-anthropological challenge. And eventually we will consider 
aspects such as the following. 

• Loss of self-criticism. The attenuation of the self-evaluation reflex (at the 
individual level but also at the social level) may have, in its turn, a series of 
explanations/reasons: self-satisfaction for the cultural level reached; satisfaction 
for comfort; the impression of omnipotence*; the unbalanced exercise of power; 
strengthening the idea of personal truth (which favors absolute judgments); the 
consideration/feeling of sufficiency; the social indifference; the outermost 
tolerance (unweighted political correctness), etc. 
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• Saturation in knowledge: the amount of information made accessible by 
information and telecommunications means exceeds the assimilation capacity of 
the human individuals (the hypothesis seems plausible: the capacity of people to 
memorize/process information is however limited, since, from a biological 
perspective, man has not evolved significantly in the last hundreds/thousands of 
years); and with the mention that such saturation manifests itself as a 
defense/conservation reflex, through various, infinite and inexplicable individual 
psychic phenomena (cloying, introversion, depression, chronic fatigue) but with a 
summative effect in the collective mind of society. 

• We can see an effect (and an indicator) of the society's superficiality in the 
increasing frequency of using 'black-box' concepts in daily discourse. (The 
psychosocial revealing function is realized by observing the diminution of the 
reflex to find out what is in those 'black boxes'.) In a similar way, the lexicon was 
diminished also by the excessive recourse to superlatives (meaning the loss of the 
nuances/gradations in the expression). 

• A decrease in motivation, of the reason for intellectual evolution, by 
weakening some traditional values. (As I said earlier, globalization itself can induce 
a certain wear and tear of values.) In contrast, we remember the effervescence 
animated in the 20th century by the idea of conquering the cosmic space, 
expressed both in the field of science and in art. 

And this last aspect – regarding the undermining of traditional values 
(accentuated also by the small but often spiritual scattering, visible in society but 
also in the broader world) – will test the preservation instinct of the civilization 
itself: the survival of the human breed will require either (1) the re-imposition of 
classical values, either (2) the assertion of new values which have potential of 
foundation, or – most probably and naturally – (3) the emergence of a conciliatory 
mix of values, old and new, vigorous enough to be able to carry us on, despite the 
challenges ahead. 
 

5. Omnipotence* and capping 
 

For most of us, and for a significant part of our active life, the universe is 
physically concentrated in those 5-6 inches of the mobile-phone screen. Yes, 
despite its extremely small size, the smartphone facilitates access to almost all 
information of the human civilization, and it is capable of doing a virtually 
unlimited number of things. Which naturally induces the sense of omnipotence in 
the mind of the owner. From now on, Home Sapiens believes that everything is 
accessible to them, that everything is feasible. There are no more dilemmas, no 
challenges, no more tips to conquer. And I said 'Homo Sapiens' because the 
number of smartphones is getting close to the number of the world's population: 
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it is therefore a mass phenomenon, which concerns not a social class/category but 
the species itself. (Therefore, besides the pitfall of freedom, we have also the trap 
of power. And who can resist the temptation of power? Who would want to feel 
humble and modest?) 

We have another paradox here, but one that supports the 
assumption/reasoning of this essay: five decades ago, neither NASA had 
computers as powerful as the one each of us have today in our pocket/purse. But 
let's assume, for the sake of argument, that there were then 10 computers in the 
world with processing power similar to the smartphone! And that today we have a 
billion smartphones in the world! Of course, applying the already-imminent 
mathematical report, the question 'are we today 100 million times smarter than half 
a century ago?' has a certain sophistry. However, beyond the logical game to which 
we turned the attention of the reader, we are revealed a corollary that can function 
as an axiom: increasing the function (intelligence, in this case) through 
outsourcing does not develop the body. 
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