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Humans
Negotiating the Extremes

Brilliant — Stupid
Logical — Irrational
Loving — Hateful
Sophisticated — Vulgar
Wise — Foolish
Meticulous — Haphazard
Kind — Abusive
Skillful — Inept
Intelligent — Idiotic
Accomplished — Incompetent
Insightful — Oblivious
Forthright — Devious
Clever — Naive
Contemplative — Reactive
Attractive — Repulsive
Cooperative — Adversarial
Profound — Simplistic
Industrious — Lazy
Polite — Rude
Egalitarian — Partisan
Agreeable — Petulant
Careful — Reckless
Principled — Unscrupulous
Aware — Ignorant
Friendly — Hostile
Strong — Weak
Honest — Deceitful
Courageous — Cowardly
Elated — Depressed
Respectful — Arrogant
Orderly — Chaotic
Just — Biased
Empathetic — Indifferent
Creative — Mundane
Stable — Erratic
Generous — Greedy
Hopeful — Pessimistic
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Commentary

For the most part, the social ethics and religious/spiritual morality of nearly all
cultures support the positive, left side attributes in the above dynamic array. On
the other hand, many negative, right side attributes arise when survival at either
the personal or individual group level is under threat. It seems that the
communal interests of society are in a fundamental contest with the self-
protective instincts of survival, and our language reflects this underlying tension.
Our challenge is to find the appropriate balance within these defining dynamic
oppositions as they apply at all scales to the full array of personal, social and
ecological relations.

Under stress and threat at any scale, we humans are inclined toward the
negative extremes. In “better” times, we can locate the middle ground and
demonstrate much greater flexibility. The conservative perspective is ME
oriented and finds uncertainty/danger/threat in nearly any situation; it therefore
trends toward the survival right side in the oppositional arrays. The liberal
perspective is WE oriented and generally sees opportunities to improve the
current situation; it trends toward the communal left side in the dynamic arrays.
The results of elections in democratic societies depend in large measure on
which of these two perspective projects the “message” that promotes and
captures the prevailing “mood” of the populace. Mood is mostly an emotional
issue; Policy is mostly an intellectual issue. Policy rarely wins!



