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Human Complexity  
 
Governance subordinate to concentrated wealth is a problem, especially in a 
crowded world where increasing population faces declining job possibilities, and 
new jobs threaten climate. How do we rethink the system with complexity insights? 
If we include real humans in their fullness in our models of complex systems we 
will find ourselves drawn toward maximizing quality of life rather than maximizing 
around mechanical categories such as GDP. These are two very different projects 
with profound implications for governance.  
 
Philip Mirawski in His book Machine Dreams historicizes the tendency of the 
mechanically minded to integrate the world economy into a single computer.  
 
Joseph Tainter in The Collapse of Complex Societies suggests that the elites own 
the infrastructure and facing collapse are inclined to take out cash and cut costs 
rather than improve.  
 
Henri Bergson said that as species grow in complexity they grow in freedom. 
Human beings dream, fall in love, invent governments and cultures. To reduce 
them to market consumerism and administrative government is likely to rub human 
nature too far the wrong way.  
 
People in revolt can be seen as a threat to society. But they can also be seen as 
an incredible resource. Imagine funding every revolt into a think-tank to actually 
deal with the problem leading to demonstrations. 
 
The view that we can have experts at the top, democracy at the bottom and 
experiments that we've the two together in between is attractive. Can we do better? 
How would we implement such a model?  
 
How to understand human beings? Archaeology and anthropology are better than 
sociology. Literature is better than the social sciences. If we are really interested in 
human beings we would go travel and read more literature. If we are interested in 
administrative efficiency we will continue to look at humans as points inside of 
computers.  
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The real challenge is integrating human beings back into nature. This means 
dealing with plants and animals, dirt and organic matter and with the aesthetics of 
scenery, agriculture and gardens. Increasingly more children have never put their 
hand in soil.  
 
We are moving toward a world described as Neo feudalism, corporate feudalism, 
authoritarian, fascist, caste based. Can the internet and decentralization amount to 
a real alternative?   
 
We need to deal simultaneously with population, climate, robots, income 
distribution without jobs, and wealth concentration.  
 
Are we to be parties to the mechanization of humanity, or its humanization?  
 


