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1 WHAT IS INFORMATION? 
 

1.1 IntroducƟon 

History is not just the memorising (kantastham cheyadam / కంఠసšం Ĩేయడం) dizzy details of 

dates, places and events about when, where and what happened. 
History is the study of change. 

 

Of course, it is important to know what changed and how things changed. 

Along with that, we need to know why things changed. 

 

Such and understanding of history will help us understand what is happening today, in our 
present-day society. 

 

At the same Ɵme, History is not determinisƟc (niyaƟvadam / ǵయǳĺాదం). 

There is no set formula that says that “if this happens, then that” or “aŌer this, that” 

History is determined by the choices (empikalu / ఎంĳికల¡) that people make. 

 

SomeƟmes these choices are learned and informed; someƟmes not. 

At other Ɵmes they are subconscious, determined by factors and forces (karakalu mariyu 
shaktulu / ĥారĥాల¡ మĸ�య� శక¡Š ల¡) we may not even be aware of. 

SomeƟmes by tragic mistakes that come from our choices. 

 

1.2 DefiniƟon 

Fundamental concepts (pradhamika bhaavanalu / ǷƔా థǽక ĵ�వనల¡) are tricky to define. 

InformaƟon (samacharam / సమ�Ĩ�రం) is the most basic building block of Reality 

(vastavikatha / ĺాసŠȇకత). 

We will focus on the definiƟon and role of InformaƟon in the past and future development 
of Human socieƟes – i.e. History. 

In everyday usage, InformaƟon is associated with human-made symbols like spoken or 
wriƩen words. 
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In 1918, in a trench (kaluva / ĥాల¡వ) on a baƩlefield, BriƟsh soldiers were fighƟng for 

their lives. 

40 kms away, BriƟsh arƟllery guns were shooƟng long-range cannon (phirangi thopu 
/ ĴిరంĦ�) to help them. 

The enemy German soldiers were between the BriƟsh arƟllery guns and BriƟsh 
soldiers trapped in a trench. 

But the cannon balls were landing on their 
own soldiers who were trapped in the 
trench. 

A pigeon called Cher Ami flew 40 kms to give 
a message Ɵed to its leg. 

The message was to tell the BriƟsh arƟllery 
that they had their GPS coordinates wrong.  

The message asked them to shorten their 
range by about 25 feet to land on the enemy 
German soldiers who were slaughtering the 
BriƟsh trapped in that trench. 

The pigeon did not know what InformaƟon it 
was carrying. 

The coded wriƟng on the piece of paper Ɵed to its leg was the InformaƟon. 

 

For Astronomers (Khagola SastraveƩalu / ఖĦĆళ ĻాసŠ ŬĺÂతŠల¡) the shape and movement of 

galaxies is crucial InformaƟon to plan and execute space flights. 

Astrologers (JyooƟshkulu / జćŪǳష§Őల¡), on the other hand, “read” the same stars to make 

future predicƟons. 

 

A sailor sees a seagull and knows that land is nearby; the seagull is the InformaƟon. 

 

Any object can be InformaƟon – or not. That is the difficulty. 

 

The BriƟsh invaded the OƩoman Empire in 1917; they were stopped at Gaza. 

Pro-BriƟsh Gazan Jews set up a code-named NILI using window shuƩers. 

Opening and closing the shuƩers gave the BriƟsh ships vital messages. 

Even then, for more than one year, the BriƟsh could not land. 

So, when is a shuƩer just a shuƩer and when is it InformaƟon? 

 

NILI also used carrier pigeons to send messages to the BriƟsh ships on the sea. 
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One of the pigeons, by mistake, landed on the house of an OƩoman officer.  

The officer found the coded message but could not understand it. 

But he knew that spies were using carrier pigeons to send vital InformaƟon to the 
BriƟsh. 

In this case, the pigeon itself was crucial InformaƟon. 
(NILI agents quickly killed all their pigeons and ate them) 

 

So, when is a pigeon a pigeon and when is it InformaƟon? 

 When a homing pigeon carries a piece of pager on its leg = Pigeon 

 When the OƩoman officer sees the carrier pigeon = InformaƟon 

 When the sailor sees the seagull = InformaƟon 

 When BriƟsh ships see window shuƩers = InformaƟon 

 

1.3 The Naïve View of InformaƟon 

The naïve (amayakamaina / అమ�యకĶ¸Ûన) view of InformaƟon argues that the main role of 

InformaƟon is to seek Truth (satyaniki anveshana / సతŪం ĥąసం అĲÂŵషణ) and represent 

Reality (Vaastavam suchistayi / ĺాసŠవం సూǩȎాŠ ķ) 

The naïve view says that there is a Reality “out there” and InformaƟon helps us learn about 
Reality. 

Does InformaƟon represent Reality (vastavikathanu suchistayi / ĺాసŠȇకతను సూǩȎాŠ ķ)? 

Most InformaƟon in Human society does not represent anything. 

 

1.4 What is Truth? 

“Truth” is understood as something that accurately represents certain aspects (konni 
amsaalu / ĥóǵŤ అంĻాల¡) of Reality. 

The idea is that there exists only one single Reality; a universal Reality (saarvatrika 
vastavikatha / ȎారŵǳƔక ĺాసŠȇకత). 

Therefore, the search for Truth is supposed to be a single, universal project. 

But different people, naƟons, cultures, have completely different beliefs and feelings. 

 

Each of them have their own ideology/religion that promotes its own parƟcular universal 
Reality. 

Anyone who rejects that parƟcular universalism (saarvatrikavadam / ȎారŵǳƔకĺాదం) rejects 

Truth. 
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However, there cannot be contradictory Reality (paraspara viruddhamaina vastavikatha / 
పరసťర ȇర దţĶ̧Ûన ĺాసŠȇకత). 

 

What we understand is that Truth and Reality are two different things. 

However truthful our InformaƟon is, it can never represent Reality in all aspects. 

 

Let us once again look at the NILI window shuƩers and pigeons. 

If a message says there are 10,000 OƩoman soldiers waiƟng to aƩack any ship that 
lands in Gaza, is that Reality? 

Does it tell the BriƟsh that 500 are experienced soldiers and 9,500 are young boys 
who received only one week of training? 

Does it even tell the Truth?  

What if there are 20,000 soldiers and the NILI agents did not know that? 

 

1.5 ObjecƟve Level of Reality 

This does not mean that there are many RealiƟes; there is only one. 

But it is complex (sanklishtamaina / సంĥ�ųషśĶ̧Ûన). 

Let us try to understand. 

Reality includes an ObjecƟve Level (vastunista sthaayi / వసుŠ ǵషŜ  Ȏాš ķ) with objecƟve facts 

that do not depend on people’s beliefs. 

 

The Earth is round and it rotates around the Sun. 

This is a fact. 

Many cultures and beliefs did not agree, but that doesn’t maƩer. 

The Earth is sƟll round and it rotates around the Sun, whether they believe or not. 

 

If there is a huge Asteroid that is coming at great speed towards the Earth, it does 
not maƩer whether we see it or believe it or not. 

The Reality that it is happening right now is an ObjecƟve fact. 

 

Many beliefs and cultures can say that COVID-19 is god’s curse or punishment and 
say that prayer and sacrifice will overcome it. 

But the objecƟve fact is that it is caused by the SARS-CoV-1 virus. 

 



5 
 

1.6 SubjecƟve Level of Reality 

We have, just now, seen that Reality is complex (sanklishtamaina / సంĥ�ųషśĶ̧Ûన). 

This is because Reality also includes a SubjecƟve Level (aatmaasraya sthaayi / ఆĮ�ũశƘయ 

Ȏాš ķ) with subjecƟve facts like beliefs and feelings of different people. 

Here too, there are facts (vastavalu / ĺాసŠĺాల¡) and errors. 

 

The Zionist Israelis believe that God gave them authority to live in PalesƟne, ignoring 
the exisƟng populaƟon there. 

The BriƟsh recognized this SubjecƟve Reality and, on 2 November 1917, made that 
an internaƟonal Reality through the Balfour DeclaraƟon. 

 

The PalesƟnians see this as illegal.  

That is also a SubjecƟve Reality. 

 

Now we have two subjecƟve realiƟes about the same Fact – the same piece of land on 
planet earth called PalesƟne and/or Israel. 

 

1.7 Accurate DepicƟon of Reality  

But all Israeli Jews are not Zionists. 

Every single Jew in Israel does not believe that it is “all right” to kick out the naƟve 
PalesƟnians. 

In fact, a large number of ChrisƟans in America and Europe are Zionists. 

A thousand years back, the Catholic Church believed in the “promised land” and aƩacked 
Muslims in the middle east for 300 long years – the crusade wars. 

 

Not all people belonging to a parƟcular religion believe that the Sun rotates around the 
Earth. 

Therefore, in order to accurately represent Reality, should we understand Truth on a one-to-
one scale (okaƟki-okaƟ nishpaƫ / ఒకట�ĥ�-ఒకట� ǵషťǳŠ )? 

 

Let me tell you a story told by Jorge Luis Borges in 1945 “On ExacƟtude in Science” to show 
how silly and ludicrous this is (asambaddhamaina mariyu hasyaspadamaina / అసంబదţĶ̧Ûన 

మĸ�య� ȏȎాŪసťదĶ̧Ûన): 

 



6 
 

“An ancient empire was obsessed with producing an accurate map of its territory. 

So, it commissioned a map on a one-to-one scale.  

The enƟre empire was covered with a map of the empire, showing every street, gully, 
house, stone and tree… 

So much resources were wasted on this ambiƟous project and the empire collapsed. 

Very soon, the map also began to disintegrate.” 

 

Borges’ story ends with this line:  

“In the western Deserts, 
taƩered fragments 
(chirigipoyina mukkalu / 
ǩĸ�Ħ�Ƿč ķన మ�కŐల¡) of 

the map are sƟll to be 
found, sheltering an 
occasional beast or 
beggar.” 

 

A one-to-one map may look like the ulƟmate representaƟon of reality. 

 

The point is that even the most truthful accounts of reality can never represent it in full. 

Instead, Truth is something that brings our aƩenƟon to certain aspects of Reality, while 
ignoring other aspects (ithara amsalanu vismarinchadam / ఇతర అంĻాలను ȇసũĸ�ంచడం). 

No account of Reality is 100% accurate. 

 

1.8 What does InformaƟon do? 

The naïve view (amayakapu drukpatham / అమ�యకప­ దృకťథం) sees InformaƟon as an 

aƩempt to represent Reality. 

It knows that this cannot be. 

So, it dismisses the mistakes as “misinformaƟon” or “disinformaƟon”. 

 MisinformaƟon is an honest mistake (tappudu samacharam / తప­ťడ¦ సమ�Ĩ�రం) 

 DisinformaƟon is a deliberate lie (dushpracharam / దుషƍɗĨ�రం) 

The naïve view believes that the soluƟon to this problem is more InformaƟon. 

 

In 1927, the US Supreme Court famously said, “the remedy to false speech is more 
speech that, in the long term, free discussion will surely expose falsehoods.” 
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According to the naïve view, Astronomers find “real informaƟon” from the stars. 

Astrologers imagine to read the stars in constellaƟons are arrive at “misinformaƟon” or 
“disinformaƟon”. 

If people were given more and more InformaƟon on the universe, surely, they will abandon 
Astrology. 

 

But the fact is that this does not happen. 

Millions of people sƟll check the stars before making important decisions. 

In 2021, the Astrology market was valued at US$ 12.8 billion (₹ 1.22 lakh crore)! 

We may not believe in astrology, but it connects lovers and even enƟre empires. 

 

What these examples show is that errors, lies, fantasies and ficƟon are all InformaƟon 
(tappulu, abaddhalu, kalpanalu mariyu kalpita gaadhalu / తప­ťల¡, అబİ�ţ ల¡, కలťనల¡ 

మĸ�య� కȃťత Ħాథల¡). 

 

InformaƟon has no link to Truth. 

InformaƟon presents aspects of truth to the people. 

Based on this, people make choices. 

 

1.9 InformaƟon Connects 

What InformaƟon does is to create new RealiƟes. 

The main role of InformaƟon is therefore to connect. 

It connects different points of views into a network. 

InformaƟon does not necessarily inform us about things. 

It puts things in Order (Krama / కƘమ). 

 

Take the example of Music. 

Most tunes and melodies do not represent anything (praaƟnidhyam vahinchavu / ǷƔా ǳǵధŪం 

వľ�ంచవ­). 

It makes no sense to ask if they are true or false. 

People can create a lot of bad music; but not fake (nakili / నĥ�Ȅ) music. 

Nevertheless, music connects large numbers of people, synchronizing emoƟons and 
movement: 
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Soldiers march in formaƟon 

Fans sway in Mexican waves 

Clubbers dance together 

Churchgoers clap in rhythm 

  

SomeƟme, a truthful representaƟon of Reality can connect Humans: 

In July 1969, 600 million people sat in front of their TV sets to watch Neil Armstrong 
and Buzz Aldrin walk on the moon. They felt awe, pride and brotherliness. 

 

SomeƟmes, false representaƟon of Reality can also connect: 

Millions watch a conspiracy theory on YouTube and claim that the moon landing 
never happened; it was trick photography produced in Hollywood. 

 

SomeƟmes, networks can be connected without represenƟng Reality – neither accurate nor 
false (khacchitamainadi kadu, asatyamainadi kaadu / ఖǩŖతĶ¸Ûనİ� ĥాదు, అసతŪĶ̧Ûనİ� ĥాదు): 

SƟrring music connects thousands of Humans (udvegabharitamaina sangeetham / 
ఉİేŵగభĸ�తĶ¸Ûన సంĦ�తం). 

 

1.10 InformaƟon in Human History 

Seeing InformaƟon as a social nexus (samajika anusandhanam / Ȏామ�ǭక అనుసంı�నం) 

helps us understand many aspects of Human history. 

History is not so much about what changed and how things changed; this is, of course, 
important. 

History is about why things changed. 

Such and understanding of history will help us understand what is happening today, in our 
society. 

 

It explains the historical success of Astrology and the Bible. 

If the main job of InformaƟon is to accurately represent Reality, it will be hard to explain the 
popularity of the Bible. 

The Bible makes so many serious mistakes in its descripƟon of Human affairs and natural 
processes: 

i. CreaƟonism (srusƟvadam / సృļిśĺాదం). 

ii. Claims that all Human groups descend from a single family in the Middle East 4,000 
years ago. 
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In fact, the ancestors of the San people lived in Africa for hundreds of thousands of 
years. 

Ancestors (purvikulu / ప®ĸ�ŵక¡ల¡) of the Aborigines seƩled Australia more than 

50,000 years ago. 
iii. The Bible shows epidemics (mahammarulu / మహమ�ũర ల¡) as punishment for 

Human sins and can be stopped by prayers and rituals (prarthanalu mariyu aacharala 
dwara / ǷƔా రšనల¡ మĸ�య� ఆĨ�ĸాల İ�ŵĸా). 

Though the Bible does a poor job in represenƟng the Reality of Human origins, migraƟon 
and epidemics, it is very effecƟve in connecƟng billions of people and creaƟng the Jewish 
and ChrisƟan religions. 

Just like a single cell cannot do anything, a network of cells creates organs like eyes (to see), 
ears (to hear) lungs (to breathe), heart (to circulate blood), alimentary canal (to digest food), 
etc. 

So too, a religious network can do things that an individual Human cannot. 

SomeƟmes, InformaƟon represents Reality; someƟmes it does not. 

But it always connects (kaani adi ellapudu anusandhan-istundi / ĥాǶ అİ� ఎలųప­ťడూ 

అనుసంı�ǵసుŠ ంİ�). 

 

So, the wrong quesƟons to ask are, “How well does it represent Reality? Is it true or false?” 

Instead, our correct quesƟons should be: 

“How well does it connect people?  

What new network does it create?” 

 

The naïve view believes that Homo sapiens succeeded in conquering the world because we 
are talented at turning InformaƟon into an accurate map of reality. 

Instead, the secret of our success is that we are talented at using InformaƟon to connect lots 
of individuals. 

Unfortunately, this goes hand in hand in believing in lies, errors and fantasies (abaddhalu, 
porapatlu mariyu kalpanalu / అబİ�ţ ల¡, Ƿû రǷాట�ų  మĸ�య� కలťనల¡). 
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2 STORIES: UNLIMITED CONNECTIONS 
 

Homo sapiens means “the wise man”. 

Homo sapiens do not rule the world because we are so wise (gnani / జ�Ś ǵ). 

We rule because we are the only animals that can cooperate flexibly in large numbers 
(soukarya-vantanga sahakarincha-galaru / ȎĝకరŪవంతంĦా సహకĸ�ంచగలర ). 

2.1 Human-to-Human Bonds 

There is a limit to the number of animals that can group together. 

Unlike animals, there is no upper limit to the number of Homo sapiens who can cooperate 
with one another.  

 

Some animals, like Ants and Bees, group in very large numbers. 

But they only perform insƟncƟve (saha-jatamga / సహజ�తంĦా), repeƟƟve and pre-

determined tasks. 

None of them can establish empires (samrajyalu / Ȏామ�ƕ జ�Ūల¡), religions or trading (vaanijya 

/ ĺాణ�జŪ) networks. 

 

This is strange because Humans cannot form long-term inƟmate bonds (antarangika 
bandhalu / అంతరంĦ�క బంı�ల¡) with more than a few hundred individuals. 

Humans need to know each other; whether to trust or not to trust. 

If Human networks were connected only by personal Human-to-Human bonds, our bonds 
would also remain very small. 

Like chimpanzee communiƟes that are normally 20-60 (on rare occasions, 150-200) 
individuals who know each other and trust each other. 

 

Ancient Human species like Homo Neanderthals were just like that. 

Different Bands rarely cooperated (aruduga sahakarincharu / అర దుĦా సహకĸ�ంĨ�ర ). 

 

2.2 Human-Stories-Human Chains 

About 70,000 years ago, Homo sapiens Bands began to cooperate with one another. 

EvoluƟonary changes (parinama-paramaina marpulu / పĸ�ణ�మపరĶ¸Ûన మ�ర ťల¡) in brain 

structure and speech ability gave Sapiens the ability to tell and believe ficƟonal stories 
(kalpita kathalu; kādambari / కȃťత కథల¡; ĥాదంబĸ�). 
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And also, be deeply moved by them (gadhanga chalinch-ipoyaaru / ĦాఢంĦా చȃంǩǷč య�ర ). 

Human-to-Human chains slowly changed to Human-Stories-Human chains. 

In order to cooperate, Homo sapiens no longer need to know each other personally. 

They just had to know the same story. 

 

A story thereby served like a central connector (kendra anusandhanika / ĥÃందƔ అనుసంı�ǵక) 

with an unlimited number of outlets into which an unlimited number of people could plug 
into. 

 1.4 billion members of the Catholic Church are connected by the Bible. 

 1 billion non-Catholics by the sae Bible. 

 2 billion Muslims connected by the Qur’an. 

 1.4 billion ciƟzens of China are connected by stories of communist ideology and 
Chinese naƟonalism. 

 7-8 billion members of the global trade network are connected by stories about 
currencies, corporaƟons and brands. 

 CharismaƟc leaders have millions of followers. 

 

This was not possible through flesh-and-blood Human-to-Human contact. 

It could happen only through Human-Stories-Human chains. 

It is the Story that everyone believes in and put their faith and hopes in (viswasam mariyu 
aashalu / ȇĻాŵసం మĸ�య� ఆశల¡). 

 

2.3 Brands 

Let us look at present day leaders and social media influencers. 

The social media accounts are run by a team of experts and every single image and word is 
professionally crated to manufacture a Brand. 

 

Branding campaigns may be disinformaƟon (dushpracharam / దుషƍɗĨ�రం). 

DisinformaƟon is easier to believe than scienƟfic informaƟon due to unashamed claims to be 
certain and infallible (nischayam-aina mariyu dosharahitam-aina / ǵశŖయĶ¸Ûన మĸ�య� 

İోషరľ�తĶ¸Ûన). 

 

A “Brand” is a specific type of story. 

To brand a product means to tell a story about that product, which may have liƩle to do with 
the product’s actual qualiƟes. 
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Nevertheless, consumers learn to associate with that brand. 

 

Coca-Cola is associated with fun, happiness and youth. 
In reality, it is tooth decay, obesity and plasƟc waste. 

A corrupt billionaire can be branded as champion of the poor. 

An idiot can be branded as a genius. 

A guru who sexually abuses his followers as a Saint. 

 

In all these cases, people think they connect to the person. 

But actually, they connect to the story told about the person (aa vyakthi gurinchi / ఆ వŪĥ�Š 

గ�ĸ�ంǩ). 

 

Let us look at the Jesus story: 

AŌer 2,000 years of storytelling, he has been encased in a thick cocoon of stories 
(manda-paƟ kohsam / మందǷాట� ĥąశం) that it is impossible to understand the real, 

historical person. 

Our guess (maa anchanaa / మ� అంచĲ�) is that the real Jesus was a typical Jewish 

preacher (bodhakudu / బď ధక¡డ¦) who built a small following, gave sermons 

(prasangaalu / పƔసంĦాల¡) and gave comfort to the sick. 

He was executed as a common criminal – a fraud who quesƟoned and challenged the 
dominant Jewish religion. 

Many years aŌer his death, the story was that he was the cosmic god who created 
the universe (viswa devudu / ȇశŵ İేవ­డ¦). 

 

2.4 Familial Bonds 

Most of the really big stories like the Bible, Ramayana, Qur’an, etc. are a result of emoƟonal 
projecƟons (bhavo-dvega prakshe-panalu / ĵ�ĺĕİేŵగ పƔǘÃపణల¡) and wishful thinking 

(aasaavaadam / ఆĻాĺాదం). 

Stories like the one about Jesus and Rama are a way of stretching biological bonds (jeeva-
sambandha bandhaalanu saaga-diyadam / Ǯవసంబంధ బంı�లను Ȏాగİ�యడం). 

The writers of the Bible did not want to deceive or cheat anyone. 

They simply projected their own hopes and feelings on the figure of Jesus (vaari swantha 
aashalu mariyu bhavalu / ĺాĸ� సŵంత ఆశల¡ మĸ�య� ĵ�ĺాల¡). 

Just like many of us project our feelings on our parents, lovers, children and leaders. 
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Family is the strongest bond known to Humans. 

Stories (kādambari / ĥాదంబĸ�) build trust between strangers by making these strangers re-

imagine each other as family: 
“Brothers/Sisters in Christ”, “Children of God”, “Bhai, bhai”, etc. 

 

2.5 Pool of Family Memories 

They create a pool of shared family memories of things that supposedly happened 
thousands of years ago (kutumba gnapakala / క¡ట�ంబ జ�Ś పĥాల). 

They get together and “remember” all these memories; they create, re-enact arƟficial 
memories: 

 ChrisƟans: The Last Supper & Crucifixion on the cross (siluva veyadam / Ľలి¡వ 

ĺÂయడం) 

 Jewish Passover: The forced Exile from Egypt led by Moses. 

 Muslim Muharram: The suffering and defeat at Karbala. 

 Hindus: One crore and one stories. 

 

Telling the stories to one another is not enough.  

Each person must personally witness (swayamgaa kallaaraa chuudatam / సŵయంĦా కĹ�ų ĸా 

చూడటం) and personally suffer (swayamgaa anubha-vinchadam / సŵయంĦా అనుభȇంచడం). 

They don’t imagine it (vaaru danini oohinchu-koru / ĺార  İ�ǵǵ ఊľ�ంచుĥąర ). 

They remember it (vaaru danini gurtu-chesukuntaru / ĺార  İ�ǵǵ గ�ర Š Ĩేసుక¡ంట�ర ). 

This is what makes them know that they were together, thousands of years ago, as a single 
family. 

 

Every year Jewish families sit together on the eve of Passover to eat and recollect 
about “their” exodus from Egypt.  

They are supposed not only to tell the story of how the descendants of Jacob 
escaped slavery in Egypt. 

They must “remember” how they personally suffered at the hands of the EgypƟans. 

How they personally saw the Red Sea part (renduga vidipovadam / ĸ²ండ¦Ħా 

ȇĬ�Ƿč వడం). 

How they personally received the Ten Commandments from Jehovah at Mount Sinai. 
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If anyone objects that this is ficƟon, and that they didn’t personally come out of Egypt, 
Jewish sages have a ready answer.  

They claim that the souls (aatmalu / ఆతũల¡) of all Jews throughout history were created by 

Jehovah long before they were born. 

All these souls were present at Mount Sinai. 

So, every year, in the most important celebraƟon of the Jewish calendar, millions of Jews put 
on a show that they “remember” things that they did not witness and that, in all probability, 
never ever happened. 

 

2.6 IntersubjecƟve EnƟƟes 

We spoke about ObjecƟve Reality (vastugata vastavikatha / వసుŠ గత ĺాసŠȇకత) and 

SubjecƟve Reality (aatmaasraya vastavikatha / ఆĮ�ũశƘయ ĺాసŠȇకత). 

Now let us look at enƟrely new realiƟes that stories create – IntersubjecƟve RealiƟes (antar-
vyakƟgata vasthavikatha / అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతల¡). 

These are the most important realiƟes that shaped the history of Homo sapiens. 

 

Before Homo sapiens learnt to tell stories, the universe had only two levels of Reality. 

Stories added a third level (sthaayi). 

 ObjecƟve Reality are stones, mountains and asteroids – thing that exist whether we 
know of them or not. 

 SubjecƟve Reality are things like pain, pleasure and love that are not “out there”, but 
they are “in here” ("akkada" kadu, "ikkada" / "అకŐడ" ĥాదు, "ఇకŐడ"). 

SubjecƟve realiƟes exist in our awareness of them (maa avagahana / మ� అవĦాహన). 

There is no such thing as an unfelt ache. 

 

Some powerful stories are able to create a third level of Reality. 

 IntersubjecƟve Reality: Whereas subjecƟve things exist in a single mind (manassu / 
మనసుŸ), IntersubjecƟve things like laws, gods, naƟons, corporaƟons, currencies, etc. 

exist in the nexus (anusandhanam / అనుసంı�నం లÌİ� సంబంధం) between large 

numbers of minds. 

 

They exist in stories people tell one another. 

The exchange of InformaƟon creates these things (samachara marpidi veeƟni srusƟstundi / 
సమ�Ĩ�ర మ�ĸ�ťĬ� Ȉట�ǵ సృļిśసుŠ ంİ�). 
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The InformaƟon Humans exchange about IntersubjecƟve things does not represent anything 
that already existed before the exchange of InformaƟon. 

The exchange of InformaƟon created these things. 

 

Let us look at this a liƩle closer: 

 When I tell you I am in pain, telling you about it does not create the pain. 
If I stop talking about the pain, it does not make the pain go away. 

 When I tell you I saw an asteroid, this does not create the asteroid. 
The asteroid exists whether people talk about it or not. 

 But when lots of people tell one another stories about laws or gods or currencies, 
this is what creates these laws and gods and currencies. 
If people stop talking about them, they disappear. 

 

IntersubjecƟve things exist in the exchange of InformaƟon. 

 

The calories in a pizza does not depend on what we believe.  

It is an ObjecƟve Reality that it has between 1,500 to 2,500 calories. 

The financial value of pizzas depends enƟrely and only on our beliefs. 

In 2010, Laszlo Hanyecz bought 2 pizzas for 10,000 bitcoins. 
This was the very first commercial transacƟon using bitcoins. 

In 2021 a single bitcoin was valued at US$ 69,000. 
So, his 2 pizzas were worth US$ 690 million in 2021. 

 

While the ObjecƟve Reality of the pizza remained the same for 11 years, its financial 
value changed dramaƟcally. 

Because bitcoin is an IntersubjecƟve Reality ((antar-vyakƟgata vasthavikatha / 
అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతల¡). 

 

Do ghosts and spirits and monsters really exist? 

Some people believe that they do. 

Others dismiss the idea as a fantasy or a joke. 

Many aƩempts have been made to resolve this argument once and for all, using 
scienƟfic methods like solar scans and DNA surveys. 
It was scienƟfically proven that there are no Monsters. 

But many people conƟnue to believe that they do exist. 

The ObjecƟve Reality does not change their IntersubjecƟve belief. 
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Many people and governments refuse to believe that Israel is a country. 

29 countries refuse to recognise Israel. 

Even today, India, Brazil and China say that both, Israel and PalesƟne exist as separate 
countries. 

USA and Cameroon recognize only Israel and say that PalesƟne does not exist as a 
country. 

 

Did the United States of America come into existence only on 4 July 1776? 

Or when countries like UK and France finally recognized USA? 

Between 1776 and 1783, some people like George Washington believed that USA 
existed. 
People like King George III violently rejected this idea and called it a colony of Great 
Britain. 

 

Disagreements on the existence of countries cannot be solved through objecƟve, scienƟfic 
tests. 

Because countries are not an ObjecƟve Reality. 

They are IntersubjecƟve realiƟes that exist only if enough people agree that these countries 
exist. 

 

Of all the different types of Stories, those that create IntersubjecƟve RealiƟes (antar-
vyakƟgata vasthavikathalu / అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతల¡) are the most important for the 

development of large-scale Human networks. 

 

CreaƟng fake (nakili / నĥ�Ȅ) family memories is helpful. 

No religion or empire managed to survive for long without a strong belief in the existence of 
a god, a naƟon, a law, or a currency – i.e. IntersubjecƟve RealiƟes. 

In order to create the ChrisƟan Church or Islam, it was not enough to remember the Last 
Supper and Karbala. 

It needed to make people believe that Jesus was son of god and Mohammed was a 
messenger of god. 

 

IntersubjecƟve things like laws, gods and currencies are extremely powerful within a 
parƟcular InformaƟon Network. 

UƩerly useless and meaningless outside it. 

Imagine the fate of a billionaire on a deserted island or forest, with a suitcase full of 
banknotes… 
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2.7 The Power of Stories 

Story-based networks, and not wisdom (gnanam / జ�Ś నం), made Homo sapiens the most 

powerful of all animals. 

Whether it is through fake memories, ficƟonal family relaƟonships, or creaƟng 
IntersubjecƟve realiƟes, stories produce large-scale Human networks. 

When large numbers of people cooperate, they achieve big things (okari-kokaru 
sahakarinchu-kovadam / ఒకĸ�ĥóకర  సహకĸ�ంచుĥąవడం). 

 

Early Humans lived in small isolated Bands that cooperated with one another only rarely and 
weakly. 

AŌer that, Bands were connected by stories about things like ancestors (poorvikulu / 
ప®ĸ�ŵక¡ల¡), totem animals (chihnam jantuvulu / ǩహŤం జంత§వ­ల¡) and guardian spirits 

(samrakshaka aatmalu / సంరǖక ఆతũల¡). 

Bands that shared the same stores and IntersubjecƟve realiƟes (antar-vyakƟgata 
vasthavikatha / అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతల¡) became a Tribe (tega / Įెగ). 

 

Each Tribe was a network connecƟng hundreds or even thousands of individuals. 

This had many advantages: 

 ProtecƟon against enemies (other Tribes) and larger animals. 

 Allowed migraƟon out of their footprint (normal habitat) during droughts and 
calamiƟes (vipaƩulu / ȇపత§Š ల¡). 

 Sharing informaƟon to find flint (silica) and make tools, using herbs (mulikalu / 
మ¢ȃకల¡) to heal wounds. 

 Sharing innovaƟon like the use of needles to sew clothes 

 Etc. 
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3 POPULISM 
 

3.1 Populist View on InformaƟon 

Populists view (prajaa-karsha-kavadam / పƔజ�కరŷకĺాదం) on InformaƟon says that all 

InformaƟon is only for Power – i.e. in order to exploit and oppress others and get material 
benefits. 
Populism views all InformaƟon as weapons used by the elite to confuse and control the 
populaƟon (gandara-golaaniki gur-icheyadam mariyu niyan-trinchadam / గందరĦĆĹ�ǵĥ� 

గ�ĸ�Ĩేయడం మĸ�య� ǵయంǳƔంచడం). 

 

According to this world view, Power is the only Reality (adhikarame ekaika vasthavi-kata / 
అı�ĥారĶÉ ఏĥ²Óక ĺాసŠȇకత) and all social interacƟons are power struggles because Humans are 

only interested in power. 

Talk about Truth and JusƟce is nothing more than a smoke screen (poga tera / Ƿû గ Įెర) to 

gain power. 

They ask, “Whose Facts and whose Truth are you referring to?” (“evari vasthavalu, evari 
satyam? / ఎవĸ� ĺాసŠĺాల¡, ఎవĸ� సతŪం?”) 

 

QAnon are far-right conspiracy theories (kutra siddantalu / క¡టƔ Ľిİ�ţ ంĮ�ల¡) and a 

movement used by Donald Trump using the populist view of InformaƟon. 

It claims that a global cabal of Satan-worshipping elites operates a child sex-
trafficking ring and that U.S. President Donald Trump is secretly fighƟng them. 

 

But I want to comment on a less silly and more serious aspect – Marxism. 

 

3.2 Marxist View on InformaƟon 

Ironically (vichitram-emitante / ȇǩతƔĶÉǽటంటÎ), Marxists also share the populist view on 

InformaƟon (prajaa-karshaka druk-patham / పƔజ�కరŷక దృకťథం). 

Marxists view stories as just a smoke screen for power relaƟons and material interests 
(bhauƟka prayojanalu / ĵĞǳక పƔȂజĲ�ల¡). 

The power of stories is oŌen missed or denied by materialist interpretaƟons of history 
(charitraku bhauƟka-vada vyaakya-nalu / చĸ�తƔక¡ ĵĞǳకĺాద ĺాŪఖ�ŪĲ�ల¡). 
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They say that people are always moƟvated by material interests (bhauƟka prayojanalu / 
ĵĞǳక పƔȂజĲ�ల¡). 

There is no room for religious, naƟonalist or liberal ideals. 

This is true in the recent case of Venezuela. 

Donald Trump’s taking control of Venezuela’s petroleum is an example of solely 
gaining economic benefit. 

No Western ChrisƟan soldiers were asked to aƩack a Western ChrisƟan naƟon. 

“OperaƟon Absolute Resolve” was a simple, cowardly, 2 hours 28 minutes long 
kidnapping operaƟon of just one person – President Madura. 

Immediately aŌer, a deal was struck with Madura’s successor/subordinate, Delcy 
Rodriquez. 

 

The above example jusƟfies the populist view on informaƟon. 

All the propaganda, true or false, was only to take control of Venezuala’s oil reserves. 

But this Marxist view is only partly true; it is incomplete (asam-urna / అసంప®రş). 

 

3.3 Material Interest plus IntersubjecƟve Aspects 

Material interests certainly played a role in the Crusade Wars (1095 to 1291 AD), World Wars 
I & II, Iraq-Kuwait war (1990-91), the Iraq War (2003 to 2011), US/Israel-Iran war (2026), and 
most other human conflicts. 

But that does not mean that religious, naƟonal, and liberal ideals (udara-vada bhavalu / 
ఉİ�రĺాద ĵ�ĺాల¡) did not play any role. 

 

The crusaders did not know anything about petroleum in the middle east. 

Then why did millions of soldiers go on 8 or 9 campaigns to the holy land? 

Why did they slaughter and get slaughtered for 300 long years? 

What other reason was there other than a fanaƟcal hatred for Muslims? (aƟ teevram-aina 
dvesham / అǳ ǴవƔĶ¸Ûన İేŵషం) 

What we today call Islamophobia. 

 

Moreover, materialist interests alone cannot explain the idenƟƟes of rival camps. 

If it is only economic interests, why are they trying to conquer oil fields in the Middle East 
and not Norway? 

Why not more “OperaƟon Absolute Resolves”? 

Like, for example, their Greenland acquisiƟon plan? 
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Recall how, in Tribal socieƟes, a guarantee of good aŌerlife (para-lokam / పరలĐకం) was given 

to those who went to hunt dangerous mammoths and Ɵgers? 

These stories gave them the courage to go out in the face of almost certain death. 

The same is true in all wars. 

 

Let us accept that it is greed and material interests that make the rulers (under the 
direcƟons of rich capitalists) aƩack another country and take their natural resources. 

But what does the ordinary soldier get out of it? 

Surely, she/he did not go out to fight a war where she/he could get killed, believing that 
she/he would get richer. 

 

Hitler used the IntersubjecƟve realƟes of naƟonhood and Lebensraum or “living 
space” (bhujaalu kadilincha-daniki tagina sthalam / భ�జ�ల¡ కİ�ȃంచĬ�ǵĥ� తĦ�న సšలం). 

The Iraq war was certainly for USA and Europe to get a firm grip on middle east 
petroleum. 

But it was the need to abolish the “Axis of Evil” (dushta kootami / దుషś క¥టǽ) that 

President Bush talked about that gave passion and energy to soldiers from the 
ChrisƟan West.  

Israel and USA used the IntersubjecƟve Reality of religion – Islamophobia – to 
moƟvate Jewish and ChrisƟan soldiers. 

 

In fact, all relaƟons between large-scale human groups (bhaari sthaayi maanava samuhalu / 
ĵ�ĸ� Ȏాš ķ మ�నవ సమ¢ȏల¡) are shaped by stories. 

Because the idenƟƟes of the rival groups [naƟonaliƟes (paura-satvam / Ƿĝరసతŵం), religions, 

race, caste] are themselves defined by stories. 
There are no objecƟve definiƟons (vastu-nista nirva-chanaalu / వసుŠ ǵషŜ  ǵరŵచĲ�ల¡) for who 

is BriƟsh, American, Norwegian, Iraqi, or Irani. 

All these idenƟƟes are shaped by naƟonal and religious myths (mata-param-aina 
puraanaalu / మతపరĶ¸Ûన ప­ĸాణ�ల¡). 

They are not independent of stories (kathalaku ateetam kaadu / కథలక¡ అǴతం ĥాదు). 

NaƟonal and liberal ideals (desam mariyu udara-vada aadarsalu / İేశం మĸ�య� ఉİ�రĺాద 

ఆదĸాŶల¡) did play a role in World Wars, war on Iraq and the latest on Gaza and Iran. 
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3.4 Tragic Mistakes made by Harmful Stories 

Contrary to Marxist thinking, large-scale idenƟƟes and interests in history are always 
IntersubjecƟve; they are never only objecƟve (eppudu lakshyam matrame kaadu / ఎప­ťడూ 

లǖŪం మ�తƔĶÉ ĥాదు). 

We cannot reduce our understanding of history to only objecƟve reasons. 

 

Nazism is an example of how objecƟve and IntersubjecƟve realiƟes together shape history: 

 

Bankruptcy and humiliaƟon aŌer their defeat in World War I (material interests) 
made millions of Germans support Hitler. 

Hitler would never have come to power if not for the economic crisis of the early 
1930s – that is an ObjecƟve Reality. 

But he would never have conƟnued to be in power if millions of Germans did not 
believe in the Nazi story – that is an IntersubjecƟve Reality (antar-vyakƟgata 
vasthavikatha / అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతల¡). 

 

Granted, it was a mistake; but right or wrong, this IntersubjecƟve Reality played a big role in 
keeping the 3rd Reich funcƟoning. 

 

12 years of Nazi rule did not make their material interest any beƩer. 

AŌer that, Germans adopted liberal democracy and there was lasƟng improvement 
in their lives. 

 

History is not shaped by determinisƟc (niyaƟvadam / ǵయǳĺాదం) power relaƟons, but by 

tragic mistakes that come from believing mesmerizing (mantramu-gdhulanu chese / 
మంతƔమ�గ�ţ లను ĨేĽÐ) but harmful stories. 

 

3.5 “The Noble Lie” to Maintain Order 

Stories play a central role in the power of our species. 

The naïve view says that InformaƟon leads to Truth and knowing the Truth helps people gain 
power and wisdom. 

This is not true. 

In history, power comes only parƟally (paaksi-kanga / Ƿాǘ�కంĦా) from knowing the Truth. 

It also comes from the ability to maintain social Order among a large number of people 
(samajika krama-badhathanu kapada-taniki / Ȏామ�ǭక కƘమబదţతను ĥాǷాడట�ǵĥ�). 
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Only then can big achievements be made. 

 

We obviously need accurate knowledge of physics to make the atom bomb.  

But you also need millions of people to mine uranium ore, build nuclear reactors, provide 
food for workers, miners and scienƟsts, etc. 

You need to make millions of people cooperate. 

Order is needed (krama-badhata avasaram / కƘమబదţత అవసరం). 

 

Even in the Stone Age, hunters needed Truth – facts about mammoths and lions and deer.  

But they also needed both, cowards and brave people, to go out and hunt.  

They had to cast a spell (mantram veyadam / మంతƔం ĺÂయడం) to guarantee a good aŌerlife 

(paralokam / పరలĐకం) for dead hunters. 

Otherwise, neither coward nor brave would have gone out. 

 

This is true about today’s wars also. 

Unless the soldier and her/his family know that they will be called Shaheed aŌer they die, 
why should they go to war for the economic interest of the ultra-rich in their country? 
(athyantha dhanika / అతŪంత ధǵక) 

Their salary alone is not a good enough economic moƟvaƟon (aardhika prerana / ఆĸ�šక 

ĳÐƔరణ). 

 

Knowing things alone is not enough. 

Power depends on both, Truth and Order (satyam mariyu krama / సతŪం మĸ�య� కƘమ). 

 

In the business of uniƟng people, FicƟon has two advantages: 

 

1. FicƟon can be made as simple as we like, but Truth is complicated because reality is 
complicated (vasta-vikatha sanklishtam-ainadi / ĺాసŠȇకత సంĥ�ųషśĶ¸Ûనİ�) 

The Truth about naƟons being an IntersubjecƟve enƟty that exists only in our 
collecƟve imaginaƟon (samishƟ ooha / సǽļిś ఊహ) is very difficult to understand. 

It is easier to believe that god made naƟons; the “Promised Land”, “Akhand Bharat”, 
“Motherland”, “Fatherland”, etc. 
 

2. Truth is painful and disturbing (badha-karam-ainadi mariyu kalavara-peƩedi / 
బ�ı�కరĶ̧Ûనİ� మĸ�య� కలవరĳ¿టÎśİ�). 
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If you make it comfortable and flaƩering (soukarya-vantam-aina mariyu chakkagaa 
kani-pinche / ȎĝకరŪవంతĶ̧Ûన మĸ�య� చకŐĦా కǵĳింĨే), it will no longer be the Truth. 

Israelis do not want to know about the suffering they cause on innocent PalesƟnians. 
Indians do not want to know the Truth about what the caste system does to the 
majority of the populaƟon. 

 

In order to maintain Order (kramam / కƘమం), Plato said the NaƟon State has to be based on 

“the Noble Lie”. 

But the choice is not always between telling the truth and lying. 

There is a third opƟon (moodava empika / మ¢డవ ఎంĳిక). 

 

3.6 CreaƟng FicƟon without Lies 

Telling a ficƟƟous story (kādambari / ĥాదంబĸ�) is lying only when you pretend (naƟn-chin-

appudu / నట�ంǩనప­ťడ¦) that the story is a true representaƟon of reality (vastavi-katha 

yokka nijamaina praƟ-bimbam / ĺాసŠȇకత ȁకŐ ǵజĶ¸Ûన పƔǳǹంబం). 

Telling a ficƟonal story is not lying when you avoid the pretence (natananu nivarinchin-
atlayite / నటనను ǵĺాĸ�ంǩనటųķĮే). 

When you openly admit that you are trying to create a new IntersubjecƟve Reality. 

The best examples of this are the US and Indian ConsƟtuƟons. 

 

Our ConsƟtuƟons did not reveal any pre-exisƟng Truth about the world. 

Neither is it a lie. 

The Fathers of our ConsƟtuƟon did not deceive anyone by pretending that it came 
from some heaven, inspired by any god. 

Instead, both our ConsƟtuƟons start with the words, “We the People…” 

 

Our ConsƟtuƟon is exactly like a musical tune that, without claiming to be anything, sƟll 
brings crores of people together in Order. 

 

3.7 Order 

But let us be careful. 

“Order” (Kramam / కƘమం) does not mean Fair or Just (nyayamainadi ledaa samuchitam-

ainadi kadu / Ĳ�ŪయĶ¸Ûనİ� లÌİ� సమ�ǩతĶ¸Ûనİ� ĥాదు). 

Order is needed to make large-scale human networks work. 
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Only then will different groups of people stay in their place, performing ascribed roles 
(aapadhita paatralu / ఆǷాİ�త ǷాతƔల¡). 

Without Order, the network will collapse. 

 

Our ConsƟtuƟons recognized this and admiƩed that it is a legal FicƟon (Nyaya Kalpana / 
Ĳ�Ūయ కలťన) created by Human beings. 

It provided mechanisms to amend and correct and improve. 

The Indian ConsƟtuƟon has been amended 106 Ɵmes; USA 27 Ɵmes. 

 

It did not pretend to be like the Torah (of the Jews), Bible (of ChrisƟans), Qur’an (of Muslims) 
or Vedas (of Hindus). 

It did not claim any divine origin (daivika muulam / İైȇక మ¢లం). 

 

All poliƟcal systems are based on FicƟons. 

Some admit it, and some do not. 

Being truthful about the origins of our social Order makes it easier to make changes and 
improve it. 

Unfortunately, even today, in the 21st century, many poliƟcal systems sƟll claim superhuman 
authority and do not allow open debates, quesƟoning, challenge and change. 

 

3.8 A Complete Model of InformaƟon Networks 

AŌer we understand the role of FicƟon in history, we get a more complete model of 
InformaƟon Networks. 

Contrary to the naïve view, InformaƟon is not the raw material of Truth. 

Human InformaƟon Networks are not geared only to discover the Truth. 

Nor is it just a weapon to get power. 

 

We now understand that in order to survive and flourish, every Human InformaƟon Network 
needs to do two things simultaneously, at the same Ɵme: 

Discover Truth and create Order. 

 

Human InformaƟon Networks have been developing two disƟnct sets of skills: 

 

1. On the one hand, as the naïve view expects, the networks have learned how to 
process InformaƟon to gain a more accurate understanding of medicine, mammals 
and nuclear physics. 
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2. At the same Ɵme, networks have also learned how to use InformaƟon to maintain 
social Order among larger populaƟons by using ficƟons, fantasies, propaganda, ad 
outright lies. 

 

 

INFORMATION POWER

The Populist view of Information  
 

 

 

INFORMATION TRUTH

WISDOM

POWER

The Naive view of Information  
 

 

INFORMATION

TRUTH

ORDER

POWER

WISDOM

A more complete Historic view of Information  
 

 

The history of Human InformaƟon Networks is not a march of progress (abhi-vruddhi disaga 
saage payanam kaadu / అǻవృİ�ţ  İ�శĦా ȎాĦÃ పయనం ĥాదు). 

It is a Ɵghtrope walk (Ɵgapai nadaka / Ǵగĳ¿ౖ నడక) trying to balance Truth with Order. 
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4 DOCUMENTS – THE LIMITATION OF STORIES 
 

Stories were the very first important informaƟon technology developed by Humans. 

They laid the foundaƟon for all large-scale Human cooperaƟon. 

But as an informaƟon technology, Stories have their limitaƟons. 

 

4.1 Poets & PatrioƟsm  

Many naƟons were first conceived (roopon-dincha-badindi / ర¤Ƿû ంİ�ంచబĬ�ంİ�) in the 

imaginaƟon of poets. 

But dreams, songs, and fantasies (kalpanalu / కలťనల¡), however inspiring, are not enough 

to create a funcƟoning naƟon-state. 

 

PatrioƟsm (desabhakƟ / İేశభĥ�Š) is not reciƟng sƟrring poems (hrudayalanu kadilinche 

kavitalu / హృదయ�లను కİ�ȃంĨే కȇతల¡) about the beauty of the motherland. 

Neither is it making hate filled speeches against foreigners and minoriƟes and the “other”. 

Dreams, songs and fantasies can sƟr up a people; but cannot create a funcƟoning naƟon-
state. 

You may remember Indira Gandhi’s famous slogan in 1980, “A Government that works!”. 

 

Nahman Bailik (1890s) published poems about the weakness of European Jews and 
asked them to become more ferocious. 

For that, you need Jewish fighters, an army, taxes to buy guns, etc. 

Theodor Herzl wrote two books – The Jewish State (1896) and The Old New Land 
(1902); translated into Hebrew as Tel Aviv. 

Zionism was born. 

 

Both, poet Bailik and author Herzl conveniently ignored the fact that PalesƟne was 
already occupied. 

Jews living there were only 6% to 9% of the populaƟon of about 6,00,000 people. 

 

PatrioƟsm means paying your taxes so that people enjoy the benefit of a sewage system, 
security, educaƟon, and health care. 

To manage all these services and taxes have to be collected. 

InformaƟon is needed about properƟes, payments, exempƟons, discounts, debts, 
inventories, shipment, budgets, bills, and salaries. 
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4.2 Lists 

This is not the kind of informaƟon that can be turned into a memorable poem (maruvaleni 

kavitha / మర వలÌǵ కȇత) or a capƟvaƟng myth (aakaƩu-kune purana-gaatha / ఆకట�ś క¡ĲÂ 

ప­ĸాణĦాథ). 

Tax records come in the shape of lists. 

Simple item-by-item records, to more complex tables and spreadsheets. 

 

Poets can afford to ignore these boring facts; but tax collectors cannot. 

Lists are important for almost all complex financial insƟtuƟons – corporaƟons, banks, stock 
markets… 

Even a church or a university or a library needs to balance its budget.  

In addiƟon to priests and teachers and poets, they also need accountants. 

 

Lists and Stories are inter alia complementary (pari-purakaram-aina / పĸ�ప®రకరĶ̧Ûన); one 

needs the other. 

 NaƟonal myths (Purāṇaśāstraṁ / ప­ĸాణĻాసŠ Ŭం) make the tax records legal. 

 Tax records allow Stories to get converted into concrete schools and hospitals. 


The dollar, pound sterling, euro and bitcoin come into being by making people believe in 
Stories told by bankers, finance ministers and investment gurus. 

When startups want to aƩract investors, they turn to storytelling. 

And to manage a bank, a budget or a startup, lists are essenƟal. 

 

The big problem with lists is that they are boring. 

We easily remember stories but find it difficult to remember lists. 

 

This is because evoluƟon (parinamam / పĸ�ణ�మం) has adapted the Human brain to be good 

at absorbing, keeping and processing very large quanƟƟes of informaƟon when that 
informaƟon is shaped into a story. 

 

The Ramayana is 24,000 verses and 1,700 pages long but generaƟons of Hindus 
remember and recite it by heart. 

In 1987–88, a seventy-eight-episode version (running to about 2,730 hours) was the 
most watched television series in the world, with more than 650 million viewers. 

During the 2020 COVID-19 lockdown the series was re-aired and again became the 
most watched show in the world. 
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Humans find it easy to follow intricate plots of epic drams, detecƟve thrillers and soap 
operas, remembering each character and how they are related to all the others. 

This is because long-term Human memory is adapted to retaining stories. 

Human minds rely on stories and story architecture as the primary roadmap for 
understanding, making sense of, remembering, and planning our lives. 
 

Lives are like stories because we think in story terms. 

Stories are a highly effecƟve vehicle for communicaƟng factual (and false), emoƟonal and 
unspoken/implied informaƟon (cheppa-badani/suchincha-badina / Ĩెపťబడǵ/సూǩంచబĬ�న). 

Stories can be stored in our brains. 

 

But complex naƟonal taxaƟon and administraƟon systems have required a unique 
nonorganic informaƟon technology in order to funcƟon. 

This technology is the wriƩen Document. 

 

4.3 Documents 

The wriƩen document was invented many Ɵmes in many places. 

Learned Scribes (racha-yithalu / రచķతల¡) wrote them down on clay tablets. 

Just like stories, wriƩen documents did not necessarily represent Reality very accurately. 

But true or false, wriƩen documents created new realiƟes. 

Documents changed the method for creaƟng IntersubjecƟve realiƟes. 

 

In oral cultures (moukhika samskruthulu / మėǣక సంసŐృత§ల¡), IntersubjecƟve realiƟes were 

created by telling a story that many people repeated with their mouths and remembered in 
their brains. 

But brain capacity placed a limit on the kinds of IntersubjecƟve realiƟes that Humans 
created. 

Documents did not represent an objecƟve pracƟcal reality. 

The Reality was the documents themselves. 

 

Consider ownership: 

In oral communiƟes, ownership was an IntersubjecƟve Reality created through the 
words and behaviour of the community members. 

To own a field meant that your neighbours agreed that this field was yours. 
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Ownership was created and maintained by people conƟnuously saying or signalling 
to things to one another.  

This made ownership the affair of a local community. 

 

There was a limit on the ability of a distant central authority to control all land ownership. 

No king, minister or priest could remember who owned each field in hundreds of distant 
villages. 

 

But wait! There is a down side to this also. 

Your neighbours, the community, could also decide to whom you can sell/transfer the land 
to. 

When you die, they could decide that the land goes to your daughter and not your 
son. 

Or that you cannot sell/transfer to someone from a different Band or Tribe. 

 

What is wriƩen on some clay tablet, bamboo strip, piece of paper, or silicon chip that you 
own the field is the new reality. 

If a dog or white ants eat that document, the field is no longer yours. 

Now, the new document itself is the new reality. 

 
 

Ownership is sƟll an IntersubjecƟve Reality created by the exchange of InformaƟon. 

But that InformaƟon now takes the form of a wriƩen document or computer file, instead of 
people talking to each other. 

This allows a central authority like a king, minister or priest (whoever keeps that document), 
take control. 

It also means that you can sell/transfer that field without our neighbour’s permission. 
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In ancient Mesopotamia, a Loan contract could be “killed” when a debt was cleared by 
destroying the clay tablet or breaking its seal. 

The Loan contract did not represent reality; it was the Reality. 

If a dog or white ants eat that document, the Loan “died” and need not be repaid. 

 

The same happens with money. 

If a dog or white ants eat that US$ 100 note, the money ceases to exist. 

From ancient Ɵmes Ɵll today, the wriƟng of documents is most important because these 
pieces of wriƟng have enormous power. 

 

4.4 Retrieval 

Every new informaƟon technology solves some old problems, but creates new ones. 

As people produced more and more documents, finding them turned out to be very difficult. 

How do you find the correct tax record, payment receipt or business contract when you 
need it? 

The problem is called Retrieval (puna-rudharana / ప­నర దţరణ). 

 

The Human brain is very efficient in retrieving informaƟon stored in tens of billions of 
Neurons (brain cells) and trillions of Synapses (connectors). 

The brain archives countless complex stories of our personal life, our naƟonal history, 
religious mythology, etc. 

Healthy people can retrieve any of this informaƟon is less than a second. 

NeuroscienƟsts have studied memory (gnapaka-sakƟ / జ�Ś పకశĥ�Š), but nobody understands 

what memories are or how exactly they are stored and retrieved. 

 

But once Humans have outsourced memories from organic brains (sendriya medallu / 
ĽÐంİ�Ɣయ Ķ̧దళ¨ų ) to inorganic documents (asendreeya patraalu / అĽÐంİ�Ɣయ పĮ�Ɣ ల¡), retrieval 

can no longer depend on biological systems (jeeva vyavasthalu / Ǯవ వŪవసšల¡). 

 

EvoluƟon (parinamam / పĸ�ణ�మం) adapted Humans for finding fruits and mushrooms in a 

forest, but not documents in an archive. 

Because evoluƟon has organized forests according to an organic order (sendriya kramam / 
ĽÐంİ�Ɣయ కƘమం). 

Fruit trees need sunlight; mushrooms feed on dead organic maƩer. 
So fruits grow further up and mushrooms usually grow in the ground. 
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Apples grow on apple trees; figs on fig trees. 

When living in a forest, Humans lean this organic order. 

 

Documents are not organisms (jeevulu / Ǯవ­ల¡) and do not obey any biological laws. 

EvoluƟon did not organize them for us. 

 

Tax reports don’t grow on tax report shelves; they need to be placed there. 

For that, somebody has to come up with the idea of categorizing InformaƟon by shelves. 

 

Bureaucracy (adhikara yantrangam / అı�ĥార యంĮ�Ɣ ంగం) is the way people in large 

organisaƟons solve the retrieval problem and create bigger and more powerful InformaƟon 
Networks. 

But just like mythology, bureaucracy too sacrifices Truth for Order. 

Bureaucracy twists and changes people’s understanding of the world. 

They ignore Human needs and feelings (bhavalu / ĵ�ĺాల¡). 

 

4.5 Bureaucracy and the search for Truth 

The term literally means “rule by wriƟng desk”. 

 

Bureaucracy solves the retrieval problem (puna-rudharana samasya 
/ ప­నర దţరణ సమసŪ) by dividing the world into drawers and 

knowing which document goes into which drawer. 

It doesn’t maƩer whether the document goes into a drawer, a shelf, 
a basket, a jar, or a computer file. 

 

Divide the world into containers and keep the containers separate so that documents don’t 
get mixed up (veruga unchali / ĺÂర Ħా ఉంĨ�ȃ). 

Instead of focusing on understanding the world as it is, bureaucracy is busy imposing a new 
and arƟficial Order on the world (oka kotha mariyu krutrima-maina kramanni vidhin-chadam 
/ ఒక ĥóతŠ  మĸ�య� కృǳƔమĶ¸Ûన కƘమ�ǵŤ ȇı�ంచడం). 

The various drawers are IntersubjecƟve realiƟes that do not look like any objecƟve realiƟes 
in the world. 

 

Then the bureaucrats force the world to fit into these drawers.  

And if the fit is not very good, the bureaucrats push harder. 
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Bureaucrats, scienƟsts and technicians have a compelling need to show things to be 
precisely wrong, rather than approximately right. 

(adhikarulu, sastraveƩalu mariyu sankeƟka nipunulaku vishayalu 'sumaruga sarainavi'ga 
kakunda, 'khacchitamga tappu'ga unnayani chuupimchaalsina balamaina avasaram untundi. 

అı�ĥార ల¡, ĻాసŠ ŬĺÂతŠల¡ మĸ�య� ȎాంĥÃǳక ǵప­ణ�లక¡ ȇషయ�ల¡ 'సుమ�ర Ħా సĸ²Óనȇ'Ħా ĥాక¡ంĬ�, 

'ఖǩŖతంĦా తప­ť'Ħా ఉĲ�Ťయǵ చూĳింĨ�ȃŸన బలĶ¸Ûన అవసరం ఉంట�ంİ�.) 

 

Reducing the messiness of Reality (vastha-vikathaloni gandara-golam / ĺాసŠȇకతలĐǵ 

గందరĦĆళం) into a limited number of fixed drawers helps bureaucrats keep Order, but it 

comes at the expense of Truth. 

Bureaucrats develop a distorted, inaccurate understanding of the world (vakri-karinchina, 
akha-cchitamaina / వĥ�Ƙకĸ�ంǩన, అఖǩŖతĶ¸Ûన). 

 

Bureaucrats pursue narrow goals without bothering about the wider impact of their acƟons. 

 

A bureaucrat entrusted with increasing industrial producƟon ignores environmental 
consideraƟons; he will allow toxic waste to be dumped into a nearby river. 

A bureaucrat entrusted with the environment doesn’t care if his work leads to 
economic ruin for communiƟes. 

 

Ideally, they should be willing to take a holisƟc approach, but that will need the abolishing of 
bureaucraƟc divisions. 

 

UniversiƟes are organized similarly; history is separated from mathemaƟcs. 

This too gives a distorted view of the ObjecƟve Reality. 

 

COVID-19 was a historical, biological and mathemaƟcal event. 

To fully understand COVID-19 all these have to be taken into account but academic 
bureaucracy doesn’t encourage such a holisƟc approach. 

 

EvoluƟon cannot be easily contained in any bureaucraƟc schema (vidhanam / ȇı�నం). 

The whole point of evoluƟon is that species conƟnually change, which means that puƫng 
each species in one unchanging drawer distorts biological reality. 

 

Below are examples of extremely important, lifesaving scienƟfic Facts (objecƟve realiƟes) 
that will be lost with bureaucracy: 
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When Homo erectus ended and Homo sapiens began, were there once two erectus 
parents whose child was the first sapiens? 

Species also keep intermingling, with animals belonging to seemingly separate 
species not only having sex but even birthing ferƟle offspring. 

Most sapiens living today have about 1% to 3% percent Neanderthal DNA, indicaƟng 
that there once was a child whose father was a Neanderthal and whose mother was 
a sapiens (or vice versa). 

So, are sapiens and Neanderthals the same species or different species? 

 
 

Is “species” an ObjecƟve Reality that biologists discover, 
or is it an IntersubjecƟve Reality that biologists impose? 

 

BureaucraƟc division fails to accurately categorize ring 
species, fusion species, and hybrids. 

Grizzly bears and polar bears someƟmes produce pizzly 
bears and grolar bears. 

Lions and Ɵgers produce ligers and Ɵgons. 

These may be very rare, but they teach us about 
evoluƟon. 

 

In a process known as horizontal gene transfer, single-cell organisms rouƟnely 
exchange geneƟc material not only with organisms from related species but also with 
organisms from enƟrely different genera, kingdoms, orders, and even domains. 
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Unlike bacteria, viruses are not single-cell organisms. 

They are not cells at all, and do not possess any cellular machinery of their own. 

Viruses don’t eat or metabolize, and cannot reproduce by themselves. 

They are Ɵny packets of geneƟc code, which are able to penetrate cells, hijack their 
cellular machinery, and instruct them to produce more copies of that alien geneƟc 
code. 

 

ScienƟsts argue endlessly about whether viruses should count as life-forms or 
whether they fall outside the boundary of life. 

But this boundary is not an ObjecƟve Reality; it is an IntersubjecƟve convenƟon. 

 

Of course, IntersubjecƟve convenƟons are themselves a part of reality. 

As we Humans become more powerful, so our IntersubjecƟve beliefs become more 
important for the world outside our informaƟon networks. 

 

4.6 The Invisible Bureaucracy  

In defence of bureaucracy, it should be noted that while it someƟmes sacrifices Truth and 
distorts our understanding of the world, it oŌen does so for the sake of Order. 

Without Order, it would be hard to maintain any large-scale human network. 

 

Can we wait for everybody – doctors and scienƟsts and engineers – to study 
everything?  

If all convenƟonal divisions in the academic world were abolished and all 
departments and faculƟes had to study everything, will that lead to a beƩer health 
care system? 

If a medical doctor had to study all the subjects concerning Humans, she would never 
stop studying and start treaƟng biological diseases of paƟents. 

 

Even Hospitals are bureaucraƟc insƟtuƟons divided into different departments, with 
hierarchies, protocols and lots of forms to fill out. 

They have many bureaucraƟc faults, but manage to cure us of our illnesses. 

 

When we flush our toilet, where does the waste go? 

Into the deep state with intricate web of pipes, pumps and tunnels that run under 
our houses and roads and separates waste from drinking water. 

Someone has to concentrate only on the design, construcƟon and maintenance of 
that deep web without worrying about anything else. 
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Before this happened, when sewage mixed with drinking water, thousands of people died of 
Cholera. 

Frequent outbreaks of the epidemic were blamed on “bad air” 

 

It was Ɵresome bureaucraƟc work by Dr John Snow in 1854 London – collecƟng data, 
categorizing and mapping it that made doctors and engineers understand the 
connecƟon between sewage, drinking water, and death. 

 

Sewage issues are not found in epic poems and mythology (purana gaadhalu / ప­ĸాణ 

Ħాథల¡). 

 

4.7 The Biological Dramas 

Mythology and Bureaucracy are the twin pillars of every large-scale society (janta stambalu / 
జంట సŠంĵ�ల¡). 

 Mythology inspires fascinaƟon (puraanaalu aasakƟni rekeƫs-tayi / ప­ĸాణ�ల¡ ఆసĥ�Šǵ 

ĸÃĥ²ǳŠȎాŠ ķ). 

 Bureaucracy inspires suspicion (adhikara yantrangam anumananni rekeƩ-istundi / 
అı�ĥార యంĮ�Ɣ ంగం అనుమ�Ĳ�ǵŤ ĸÃĥ²ǳŠసుŠ ంİ�). 

Even good and useful bureaucracies like the separaƟon of sewage and drinking water does 
not win the public’s trust. 

The very word “bureaucracy” carries negaƟve meaning. 

The reason for this is because all bureaucracies (good or bad) are difficult for Humans to 
understand. 

 

When the tax collector comes to take a share of your earnings, you don’t know if it 
will go to improve your water system or build a monument for the ruler. 

 

Firstly, it is hard to get proper InformaƟon; then it is difficult to interpret and understand this 
InformaƟon. 

How are students admiƩed to schools? 

How are paƟents treated in hospitals? 

How is garbage collected and disposed? 

 

It takes just a minute to tweet accusaƟons of bias, fraud and corrupƟon in the social media 
(pakshapatam, mosam, avineethi / పǖǷాతం, Ȁసం, అȇǶǳ). 

It will take many weeks of tough work to research and prove or disprove them. 
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Documents, archives, forms, licenses, regulaƟon and procedures changed the way 
informaƟon flows in society and the way power works. 

It is difficult to understand what is happening behind closed doors of offices where our fate 
is decided with the stroke of a pan or the click of a mouse. 

It allows the centre to collect and record a lot of InformaƟon on the people it governs. 

 

Poets and playwrights focused on story lines that are rooted in our biology (jeevasastram / 
ǮవĻాసŠ Ŭం). 

But these biological dramas did not explain the workings of bureaucracy. 

Because the stories they told were scripted by evoluƟon (parinama-kramam dwara roopan-
dincha-badindi / పĸ�ణ�మకƘమం İ�ŵĸా ర¤Ƿû ంİ�ంచబĬ�ంİ�). 

Millions of years before documents and archives came into being. 

 

“Biological dramas” are a poor guide for understanding bureaucracy (jeevasambandhita 
naatakaalu / Ǯవసంబంı�త Ĳ�టĥాల¡). 

Let us take a look at the plot of one of humanity’s most arƟsƟc masterpieces – the 
Ramayana: 

 

The plotline concerns the relaƟonship between prince, Rama, his father Dasharatha 
and his stepmother Kaikeyi. 

Parental care and the fear of losing parental neglect or hosƟlity. 
(ChrisƟanity is based on the fear of losing contact with the mother church and the 
heavenly father) 

Sibling rivalry; “we are Father’s favourite children”. 

RomanƟc triangle; boy meets girl, boy fights over girl. 

Purity and impurity; evoluƟonary struggle to avoid polluƟon. 
PoliƟcians and prophets have learned how to manipulate disgust mechanisms. 

“Who will be Alpha?” 
Us versus Them and Good versus Evil. 

 

Together, these biological dramas form the backbone of almost all Human art and mythology 
(purana gaadhalu / ప­ĸాణ Ħాథల¡). 

Mythology’s dependence of biological dramas has made it difficult for arƟsts to explain the 
mechanisms of bureaucracy. 

 

The Ramayana, just like all other mythology, is set in the context of a large agrarian kingdom. 



38 
 

We have already seen that lists, documents and bureaucracy are vital for agrarian socieƟes 
to funcƟon. 

But the epic poem shows liƩle interest in how such a kingdom registers property, collects 
taxes, archives or pays for wars. 

 

4.8 Human-to-Story-to-Human → Human-to-Documents Chains 

In Tribal socieƟes, without wriƩen documents and bureaucracies, the Human network was 
Human-to-Human and Human-to-Story-to-Human chains. 

Authority always belonged to people who controlled the juncƟons (kuudallu / క¥డళ¨ų ) that 

linked the various chains. 

These juncƟons were the Tribe’s myths (puraanaalu / ప­ĸాణ�ల¡). 

 

Now, in addiƟon to Human-to-Human and Human-to-Story-to-Human chains, socieƟes are 
held together by Human-to-Documents chains. 

It is important to understand that Humans telling stories is sƟll playing a very important role. 

Because, as we have just seen, bureaucracy and mythology are the twin-pillars that jusƟfy 
each other. 
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But what is happening is that documents force Humans to engage with other documents. 

This is the shiŌ in authority. 

Documents become a crucial nexus (anu-sandhanam / అనుసంı�నం) liking many social 

chains. 

 

Experts in the mysterious logic (anthuchikkani tarkam / అంత§ǩకŐǵ తరŐం) of documents 

emerge as the new authority figures – administrators, accountants and lawyers. 

Power comes from understanding how to find your way around the webs and tangles of 
documents (saale-goollu mariyu chikkulu / Ȏాల»గ¢ళ¨ų  మĸ�య� ǩక¡Őల¡). 

The central authority grows and ordinary ciƟzens get weaker. 

Even when bureaucracies serve useful funcƟons, it sƟll increases the gap between rulers and 
the ruled. 

 

Biological dramas gave us a parƟcular understanding of living. 

Our minds understand death by a Ɵger. 

But our minds find it much more difficult to understand death by a document. 

 

4.9 The Miracle Document 

People are leŌ helpless in the face of harmful powers they do not understand. 

People are leŌ with the impression that even harmless bureaucracy is a poisonous plot 
(visha-pooritamaina kurta / ȇషప®ĸ�తĶ¸Ûన క¡టƔ). 

 

The quanƟty of InformaƟon in a network does not guarantee its harmlessness or help find a 
balance between Truth and Order. 

More InformaƟon does not maximise Truth. 

Bureaucracy and Mythology are both needed to maintain Order, and both are ready to 
sacrifice Truth for the sake of Order. 

 

But what happens when an InformaƟon Network believes itself to be uƩerly incapable of 
error? 

The history of Holy Books shows us the limitaƟon of all InformaƟon Networks. 

And it highlights the danger of AI in the 21st century. 
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5 ERRORS: FANTASY OF INFALLIBILITY 
 

5.1 Human Errors 

Humans are not infallible (tappuleni / తప­ťలÌǵ). 

“To err is Human; but to conƟnue in error is diabolical (adi durmargamainadi / అİ� 

దుĸాũరœĶ̧Ûనİ�).” 

 

Bureaucracy too is constantly on the lookout for errors. 

From misplaced documents to inefficient procedures. 

That is why complex bureaucraƟc systems usually contain self-correcƟng mechanisms. 

They set up tedious rules, regulaƟons and procedures to try and avoid errors (visugu 
puƫnche vidhanalu / ȇసుగ� ప­ట�śంĨే ȇı�Ĳ�ల¡). 

This makes them even more difficult for ciƟzens to understand. 

When something seriously goes wrong, commissions of inquiries are set up. 

 

However, if Humans are likely to make errors, how can we trust self-correcƟng mechanisms 
to be free from errors? 

 

In order to escape from this endless loop (ee antuleni chakram nundi tappinchukovadaniki / 
ఈ అంత§లÌǵ చకƘం నుంĬ� తĳిťంచుĥąవĬ�ǵĥ�), Humans daydream and imagine about some 

superhuman mechanism, free from all errors. 

 

In April 2023 Elon Musk announced, “I’m going to start something which I call 
TruthGPT or a maximum truth-seeking AI that tries to understand the nature of the 
universe.” 

 

We have earlier seen that Humans have many realiƟes 

There is no one, single universal Truth (ae okka saarvatrika satyam ledu / ఏ ఒకŐ ȎారŵǳƔక 

సతŪం లÌదు). 

In previous Ɵmes, such fantasies took a different form – Religion. 

 



41 
 

5.2 Religion 

In our personal lives, religion can fulfil many funcƟons like giving comfort, explaining the 
mysteries of life (jeevitha rahasyalu / Ǯȇత రహȎాŪల¡), etc. 

But historically, the most important funcƟon of religion has been to provide superhuman 
legiƟmacy for the social Order (samajika vyavasthaku athindriyamaina chaƩabaddhata / 
Ȏామ�ǭక వŪవసšక¡ అǴంİ�ƔయĶ¸Ûన చటśబదţత). 

Religion is a set of ideas and rules established by an infallible (tappuleni / తప­ťలÌǵ) 

superhuman authority which are supposed to be free from all error: 

 Cannot be quesƟoned (prasninchalemu / పƔȋŤంచలÌమ�) 

 Can never be challenged (Savālu Cēyalēmu / సĺాల¡ ĨేయలÌమ�)) 

 Need not be proved (nirupinchalsina avasaram ledu / ǵర¤ĳింĨ�ȃŸన అవసరం లÌదు) 

 

5.3 Taking Humans out of the Loop 

Every religion exists in the fantasy of connecƟng to a superhuman and fail-proof intelligence. 

Studying the history of religion is highly relevant to present-day debates about AI. 

In the history of religion, a constant problem is how to convince people that a certain dogma 
(siddantham / Ľిİ�ţ ంతం) or unquesƟoned belief did indeed originate from an infallible 

superhuman source. 

Even if we are, in principle, eager to submit to god’s will (devuni chiƩaniki lobadatam / 
İేవ­ǵ ǩĮ�Š ǵĥ� లĐబడటం), how do we know what the gods really want? 

 

Some claim that god appeared in a dream, others that she was visited by an angel, yet 
others that she met a spirit in the forest. 

Each message was different. 

 

How to separate the true command of the gods from the imaginaƟon of fallible (tappulu 
chese avakasam unna / తప­ťల¡ ĨేĽÐ అవĥాశం ఉనŤ) Humans? 

Religion wants to take fallible Humans out of the loop. 

But religion always boiled down to trusƟng this, that, or some other Human. 

 

One soluƟon was to create religious insƟtuƟons (mataparamaina samsthalu / మతపరĶ¸Ûన 

సంసšల¡) that checked divine messengers. 

The idea was that membership to an established religious insƟtuƟon made the messenger 
more trustworthy (nammadagina vyakthi / నమũదĦ�న వŪĥ�Š). 
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As Human socieƟes grew and became more complex than hunter-gatherers who lived in 
Bands and Tribes, priests of these religious insƟtuƟons had to train long and hard for the job 
of represenƟng the gods. 

 

But as long as religious insƟtuƟons were staffed by imperfect Humans (asampurna 
maanavulu / అసంప®రş మ�నవ­ల¡), they too were open to error and corrupƟon. 

 

The key problem of religion was not solved by creaƟng religious insƟtuƟons like temples, 
churches, Ulamas and priestly assemblies. 

Was it possible to somehow bypass the Humans altogether? 

 

5.4 Books 

Holy books like the Bible, Qur’an, Vedas, Tipitaka and Agam Sutras are a technology that 
bypass Human fallibility. 

Judaism, ChrisƟanity, Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism and Jainism are built around these 
technological objects. 

 

To understand this, we first need to understand what makes Books different from other 
kinds of wriƩen texts. 

 

A book is a fixed block of texts (chapters, stories, recipes or messages) that always go 
together and have many idenƟcal copies. 

This makes a book different from oral stories, bureaucraƟc documents, lists, etc. 

If a long document has many copies placed in different places, we would normally call it a 
book. 

The book therefore makes sure that many people in many Ɵmes and many places can access 
the same database. 

 

Books became an important religious technology about 1000 BC. 

Earlier, for tens of thousands of years, the gods spoke to Humans through shamans, priests, 
prophets and other Human messengers. 

Judaism is one of the first religions where the gods speak through this new technology, the 
Book. 

No priest, prophet or Human insƟtuƟon can forget or change the divine words. 

 



43 
 

5.5 Content of Holy Books 

Religions of the book had their own problems. 

 WHO decides what to put into the holy book? 

 The first copy did not come down from heaven. 

 It had to be compiled by Humans. 

 

The faithful decided to solve this problem with a once-and-for-all supreme effort. 

They got together the wisest and most trustworthy Humans who could all agree on the 
contents of the holy book. 

AŌer that, there would be no more Human interference. 

 

Of course there were more problems with this soluƟon: 

Who selects the wisest Humans? 

What if they cannot reach an agreement? 

What if they later change their minds? 

 

5.6 Abrahamic Religions 

Let us see the history of the three Abrahamic religions to understand. Here is the cast of 
characters (paatrala jabita / ǷాతƔల జ�ǹĮ�): 

 

 Jehovah (Allah) = God 
Abraham (Ibrahim) = the Father 

 Moses (Mūsā ibn ʿImrān) = Pharaoh's son (Pharaoh = living God-king of Egypt) 
Born 1996 BC – i.e. 4,000 years back 
Founder of the Jewish religion; Judaism  
Holy Book = Torah or Hebrew Bible  Mishnah  Talmud 

 Jesus (Isa ibn Maryam)  
Son of Joseph, a Carpenter 
Born 0 AD - i.e. 2026 years back 
Founder of ChrisƟan religion  
Holy Book = Old & New Testament Bible  

 Mohammad  
Middle aged merchant from Mecca  
Born 570 AD - i.e. 1,450 years back  
Founder of Islam  
Holy Book = Qur'an 
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5.7 The Making of the Hebrew Bible 

About 3,000 years ago (in about 1000 BC) Jewish prophets, priests and scholars produced a 
huge collecƟon of stories, documents, prophecies (pravachanaalu / పƔవచĲ�ల¡), poems, and 

prayers. 

It took hundreds of years of debates and heated arguments among learned Jewish sages 
(Rabbis) to decide on the contents. 

Even hundreds of years aŌer Jesus’ life, the Jewish Bible was not ready. 

 

AŌer finalisaƟon, most Jews gradually forgot the role of Humans in the messy process of 
compiling their Bible – the Torah (sankalanam cheyadam / సంకలనం Ĩేయడం). 

Learned Rabbis maintained that god had personally handed over the Torah to Moses in 
about 1350 BC. 

Jews now had direct access to god’s exact words which no imperfect Human could erase or 
alter (cheripiveyalemu ledaa marchalemu / Ĩెĸ�ĳిĺÂయలÌమ� లÌİ� మ�రŖలÌమ�). 

 

They started making many copies of the holy book so that every Jewish community, 
everywhere in the world, could have an exact copy (khachithamaina / ఖǩŖతĶ¸Ûన). 

This was supposed to have two effects: 

1. Spreading many copies of the Torah would democraƟse religion and limit the power 
of Human dictators. 
Power would be with the masses. 

2. Having many idenƟcal copies made playing with the text impossible. 

 

5.8 The Problem with Hand-copied Books 

Making the exact same copies of the holy book was important. 

Otherwise, it would not work its magic. 

 

The Rabbis laid down may rules and 
regulaƟons for copying the holy book: 

i. The clerk could not pause or take a 
break at criƟcal moments in the 
copying process. 

ii. When wriƟng the name of god 
(Jehovah), the clerk could not 
respond even if the king greets him. 

iii. Clerks were brainwashed into believing that deleƟng even one leƩer or adding an 
extra leƩer would destroy the enƟre world. 
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In truth, copying errors crept in and the enƟre world was not destroyed. 

No two copies of the ancient Hebrew Bible were idenƟcal. 

 

5.9 InterpreƟng the Books 

Then came a bigger problem – interpretaƟon (ardham chesukovadam / అరšం Ĩేసుĥąవడం) and 

understanding the books. 

What on earth did the words and stories actually mean? 

 

The Hebrew Bible says that Jews should not work on Sabbath (vishranƟ dinam / 
ȇĻƘా ంǳ İ�నం). 

But what was Work? 

Was feeding your goats or watering your flowerpot Work? 

Reading a book was not Work; but tearing a paper was Work. 

 

Cooking a young goat in its own mother’s milk was not allowed. 

Did this apply to chicken, even though hens do not give milk? 

Was it okay to drink milkshake aŌer eaƟng fried chicken? 

 

The biggest problem was that the Hebrew Bible was wriƩen at the Ɵme of shepherds and 
farmers in the hill country of PalesƟne. 

 

What about today’s Jews who sail around the world in the high seas (nadi samudram 
/ నĬ� సమ�దƔం0)? 

Can they steer their ships on Sabbath or crash and sink them every Saturday? 

 

LighƟng a fire was work; how about using electricity on Sabbath? 

How about today’s Jews who live the 40th floor apartment building in New York? 

Can they press the electric buƩon in the elevator? Or should they use the staircase 
on Sabbath? 

 

Centuries later, even today, Rabbis keep arguing on the interpretaƟon of their Hebrew Bible. 

The aƩempt to bypass fallible Humans and Human insƟtuƟons with an infallible technology 
has totally backfired (purƟga Ɵragabadindi / ప®ĸ�ŠĦా ǳరగబĬ�ంİ�). 

Because of the need to interpret the holy book. 
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Finally, aŌer hundreds of years of arguments and debates, the old holy book (Torah) was 
discarded (paraveyabadindi / ǷారĺÂయబĬ�ంİ�). 

A new updated holy book, the Mishnah, was adopted (aamodinchabadindi / 
ఆȀİ�ంచబĬ�ంİ�). 

Once again, the Mishnah could not possibly be created by Humans. 

It too must have been inspired by Jehovah. 

The Rabbis said that it was the Mishnah (and not the Torah) that was handed down to 
Moses. 

 

The same rigmarole conƟnued (anavasaramaina sudirgha prakriya / అనవసరĶ̧Ûన సుİ�రŔ 

పƔĥ�Ƙయ). 

Then came the third Hebrew Bible – the Talmud. 

 

“Trust the infallible book” has become “Trust the Humans who interpret the book”. 

Judaism became an “informaƟon religion”. 

 

Over Ɵme, this has happened to all the major religions. 

Through a process of selecƟon, collaƟon, debate, discussion and interpretaƟon, informaƟon 
doled out (pampini / పంĳిణ�) by religious insƟtuƟons has become the core and essence of 

every religion. 

Personal faith and belief that existed in prehistoric animisƟc religions have been totally 
replaced with the words of learned rabbis, priests or mullahs. 

 

The distance between the learned scholars and trusƟng believers increased. 

It became possible for the interpreters of holy books to metamorphose ideal kings into super 
gods. 

Servile followers (anigimanigi unde anucharudu / అణ�Ħ�మణ�Ħ� ఉంĬే అనుచర డ¦) were 

transformed into virile warriors (paracramavanthudaina yodhudu / పĸాకƘమవంత§Ĭైన 

Ȃధుడ¦), etc. 

They started to curate religions (kotha mathalanu roopondinchadam / ĥóతŠ  మĮ�లను 

ర¤Ƿû ంİ�ంచడం). 

These new forms of older religions better served the institutions as well as rulers in ever 
changing modern times (nirantaram marutunna kaalamlo / ǵరంతరం మ�ర త§నŤ ĥాలంలĐ). 
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5.10 The ChrisƟan Bible 

During all these arguments and debates that changed the original Hebrew Bible from Torah 
to Mishnah and then to Talmud, something else happened. 

 

Some of the arguing Jewish rebels (thirugubatudarulu / ǳర గ�బ�ట�İ�ర ల¡) became 

ChrisƟans when they started believing that Jesus Christ was the ulƟmate authority on 
Jehovah’s words. 

Jesus was a bigger messiah than all the Rabbis and scholars. 

They said that god had been fed up will all the arguments and debates of the Rabbis. 

So, he sent his own son to give the true message of god. 

 

These rebel Jews, who called themselves ChrisƟans, were back again to find out what exactly 
were the words of Jesus. 

It took four centuries aŌer Jesus, for them to agree on and record the actual events that 
occurred in the 33-39 years that Jesus lived (vastavamga jarigina sanghatanalu / ĺాసŠవంĦా 

జĸ�Ħ�న సంఘటనల¡). 

It took four centuries to interpret his messages. 

There were many ChrisƟan Bibles (New Testaments), each giving a slightly different account 
of what happened and what it means. 

It took four centuries to finally adopt just 4 of them. 

The ChrisƟan Bible was finally, officially out in 397 AD, keeping bits and pieces of the Torah, 
Mishnah and Talmud in order to connect to Abraham, the father of everyone. 

 

Most ChrisƟans conveniently forgot that church leaders edited and wrote the infallible word 
of god. 

They believed that these 4 books were actually wriƩen by Mathew, Mark, Luke and John 
who lived at the Ɵme of Jesus (of them, John was illiterate). 

 

5.11 InterpreƟng the ChrisƟan Bible 

As Ɵme passed, the power balance between the holy books and their interpretaƟon turned 
in favour of the religious insƟtuƟon – church/temple/synagogue. 

These religious insƟtuƟons had their own power struggles to decide which interpretaƟon 
was correct. 

 

 At first, it resulted in the Western Catholic Church (Europe) and the Eastern Orthodox 
Church (Russia, Ukraine, Romania, Moldova, Greece, Cyprus and Serbia). 

 Then the Western Catholic (or LaƟn) Church split into Catholic and Protestant. 
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 Then the Protestant Church split into 8-10 major Churches: 
Pentecostal, BapƟst, Anglican, Lutheran, Calvinist, Methodist, AdvenƟst, AnabapƟst 
and Independent. 

 Today, there are about 33,000 to 45,000 Protestant Churches globally; each with a 
different interpretaƟon of their ChrisƟan Bible. 

 Islam is no excepƟon; it split into 15-30 sects (as opposed to the prophecy of 73). 

 

The different churches (religious insƟtuƟons) interpreted the exact word of god in whatever 
way they wanted: 

 

Jesus is supposed to have said that we should love our enemies, turn the other cheek, and 
the meek will inherit the earth. 

The Catholic Church totally disagrees. 

 It interprets these very words to launch violent and vicious crusades and establish 
murderous pracƟces. 

 Burning non-believers or hereƟcs (matha viruddhavadulu / మత ȇర దţĺాదుల¡) was 

an act of love because it stopped other people from adopƟng hereƟcal views and 
saved them from hell. 

 

These were not the views of some crazy priests. 

Kings and Popes led the Crusade wars to conƟnuously slaughter Muslims for 300 long years 
in distant Middle East, where they were not any threat to the ChrisƟan world. 
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6 PRINT REVOLUTION 

6.1 LeƩerpress PrinƟng 

When leƩerpress prinƟng was invented in 15th century Europe the Catholic Church used its 
power to distribute copies of its approved texts and prohibited the prinƟng and spread of 
others. 

Of course, the church couldn’t control and prevent the odd freethinkers (swecha 
aalochanaa-parulu / ĽÐŵĨ�ŗ ఆలĐచĲ�పర ల¡). 

But they did not have the technology to spread their ideas. 

They were prevented from prinƟng and distribuƟng their ideas. 

 In 1050 AD, the library in Exeter cathedral had just 5 books. 

 In the 13th century the library in Oxford University had just a few books kept in a steel 
box. 

 In 1424 the library of Cambridge University had a total of 122 books. 

 

6.2 Echo Chamber 

The church locked society into an echo chamber (prathi-dhvani gadi / పƔǳధŵǵ గİ�): 

What the church said and taught were found in books; and what was in the books is what 
the church taught and spoke. 

Most of the populaƟon were illiterate and didn’t read the few books. 

But they were awed (vismayam chendaru / ȇసũయం Ĩెంİ�ర ) by what was supposed to be 

there in these precious (amuulyam-aina / అమ¢లŪĶ̧Ûన) church-approved texts. 

 

That is how the belief in a supposedly infallible superhuman technology like the ChrisƟan 
Bible led to the rise of an extremely powerful, but fallible, Human insƟtuƟon like the 
Catholic Church. 

 

Medieval Europeans were cocooned (goodu kaƩu-kunnaaru / గ¢డ¦ కట�ś క¡Ĳ�Ťర ) inside that 

informaƟon sphere. 

Their daily acƟviƟes, thoughts and emoƟons (aalochanalu mariyu bhavo-dvegalu / 
ఆలĐచనల¡ మĸ�య� ĵ�ĺĕİేŵĦాల¡) were shaped by texts about texts about texts… 

 

The aƩempt to bypass Human fallibility by giving authority to an infallible text never 
succeeded. 
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Some people thought this was due to some special fault with the Jewish Rabbis and Catholic 
Church. 

Protestants repeated the experiment again and again (33,000 to 45,000 Ɵmes) – and always 
got the same results. 

 

If infallible texts merely result in fallible and oppressive churches, then how to deal with the 
problem of Human error? 

The naïve view says that if all restricƟons (niban-dhanalu / ǵబంధనల¡) on the free flow of 

informaƟon are removed, error will be exposed and replaced by Truth. 

 

6.3 Print RevoluƟon 

One of the most celebrated Ɵmes in the history of informaƟon networks was the European 
print revoluƟon in the mid-15th century. 

It made it possible to possible to mass-produce texts quickly, cheaply and secretly. 

 In 46 years between 1454 and 1500, more than 12 million volumes were printed in 
Europe. 

 Compare that with the previous 1,000 years when only 11 million volumes were 
hand copied. 

 

The print broke the absolute control that the 
Catholic Church had over the European informaƟon 
network. 

Some say that the free exchange of informaƟon led 
to the scienƟfic revoluƟon. 

There is a grain of truth in this. 

Without print, it would have been much harder for 
Copernicus, Galileo and others to develop their ideas 
to prove that planets revolve around the sun. 

 

But print was not the root cause of the scienƟfic 
revoluƟon. 

The only thing a prinƟng press did was to faithfully 
reproduce texts. 

The machine had no ability to come up with any new ideas. 

 

In fact, print allowed the rapid spread not only of scienƟfic facts, but also religious fantasies, 
false news and conspiracy theories. 
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6.4 Witch Hunts 

The worst among them was the conspiracy of satanic witches with led to the witch-hunt 
craze in early modern Europe. 

 

Belief in magic and in Witches (mantra-gaƩelu / మంతƔగĮెŠల¡) has been there at all Ɵmes in 

Human socieƟes in all conƟnents. 

Stupid people believe in it even today. 

And many pretend to pracƟce it to fool these stupid people even in this day and age. 
 

Different socieƟes imagined Witches and related to them in different ways. 

 Some believed that witches controlled the spirits, talked to the dead and predicted 
the future (bhavishyaƩunu anchanaa vesaru / భȇషŪత§Š ను అంచĲ� ĺÂĻార ). 

 Others imagined that witches stole caƩle and found hidden treasure. 

 Others thought they caused disease to crops and also made love poƟons. 

 One community thought they entered houses at night, performed all the household 
chores and stole milk. 

 

Some thought Witches were mostly female; others imagined them to be male. 

Some cultures were terrified of Witches; others tolerated and even honoured them 
(sahincha-baddaru mariyu gouravincha-baddaru / సľ�ంచబĬ�ŝ ర  మĸ�య� ĦĖరȇంచబĬ�ŝ ర ). 

Most importantly, no society, anywhere in the world, gave the quesƟon of Witches any 
importance. 

Even the Catholic Church ignored their supposed existence, calling witchcraŌ an imagined 
illusion, a supersƟƟon (kalpita bhrama, muuda-nammakam / కȃťత భƔమ, మ¢ఢనమũకం). 

 

This changed in the 1420s and 1430s when churchmen and scholars took bits and pieces of 
ChrisƟan religion and local folklore (jaana-pada gaadhalu / జ�నపద Ħాథల¡) and put them 

together into a new theory of witchcraŌ. 

Previously, even when Witches were feared, they were considered a strictly local problem – 
isolated criminals who used magic to commit theŌ and murder. 

But these new scholars argued that Witches were a bigger threat to society and there was a 
global conspiracy led by Satan (the devil) to destroy the ChrisƟan religion and destroy the 
social Order of Humans (prapancha-vyapta kurta maanavula samajika vyavasthanu 
naasanam cheya-daaniki / పƔపంచĺాŪపŠ  క¡టƔ మ�నవ­ల Ȏామ�ǭక వŪవసšను Ĳ�శనం ĨేయĬ�ǵĥ�). 
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A book called The Hammer of the Witches became a detailed do-it-yourself guidebook to 
expose and kill Witches (mantra-gaƩelanu bayata-peƫ champa-daniki / మంతƔగĮెŠలను 

బయటĳ¿ట�ś చంపĬ�ǵĥ�). 

The prinƟng of thousands of copies of this book led to one of the greatest horrors (bhaya-
naka drushyalu / భయ�నక దృĻాŪల¡) in European history. 

 

I will not go into the details of the witch-hunt, but will list some of the consequences: 

 200 supposed male and female witches were publicly burnt on huge fires om the 
Valais region in France between 1428 and 1436. 

 Local church officials, including the Bishop of Brixen who condemned this were 
themselves called agents of Satan and killed in a horrible manner. 

 WitchcraŌ was sexualised (laingika konamlo chuupa-badindi / ల»ౖంĦ�క ĥąణంలĐ 

చూపబĬ�ంİ�) as having its origin in lust (kaama-vaancha / ĥామĺాంఛ). 

 Witches were accused of stealing men’s penises, storing them in bird’s nests high in 
trees, and make men believe they were castrated (vrusha-nalanu thola-ginchina / 
వృషణ�లను ĮúలĦ�ంǩన). 

 Witches were accused of causing children’s deaths. 

 In the whole of France, 3,00,000 Witches were murdered. 
 And 1.8 million in the whole of Europe. 
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People denounced one another for witchcraŌ on flimsy evidence (balaheenamaina 
sakshyam / బలľ�నĶ̧Ûన ȎాǖŪం) to take revenge for personal insults and for economic and 

poliƟcal gain. 

 

All these were meƟculously (nisi-tanga / ǵȋతంĦా) recorded in printed books and pamphlets 

(karapatralu / కరపĮ�Ɣ ల¡). 

There was so much data on witches and witchcraŌ that a lot of otherwise sensible people 
said, “It must be true”. 

With the producƟon of more and more informaƟon, it became harder to dismiss all that 
informaƟon as pure fantasy, “If everybody said so, it must be true”. 

 

We cannot conclude that the invenƟon of print caused the European witch-hunt craze. 

But the distribuƟon of tens of thousands of books and pamphlets on the subject did spread 
the idea. 

It fuelled mass hysteria (samuhika un-madam / Ȏామ¢ľ�క ఉĲ�ũదం). 

 

We have already seen that Humans are suscepƟble (gura-yay / గ�రķÊŪ) to adopƟng fake 

memories. 

A whole lot of people actually dreamed about summoning devils (deyyaanni pilavadam / 
İెయ�ŪǵŤ ĳిలవడం), have sex with Satan, and pracƟcing WitchcraŌ. 

They actually voluntarily confessed (swachan-danga oppu-kunnaru / సŵచŗందంĦా 

ఒప­ťక¡Ĳ�Ťర ) “to clean humanity” and were tortured and killed! 

 

Witches were not an ObjecƟve Reality. 

The witch-hunts were fuelled by an expanding ocean of informaƟon that created a new 
IntersubjecƟve Reality. 

(vistaris-tunna samachara sagaram oka kotha antar-vyakƟgata vasta-vikathanu srusƟn-
chindi / ȇసŠĸ�సుŠ నŤ సమ�Ĩ�ర Ȏాగరం ఒక ĥóతŠ  అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత ĺాసŠȇకతను సృļిśంǩంİ�). 

 

Witch-hunts were a catastrophe caused by the spread of toxic informaƟon; a problem 
created by informaƟon and made worse by more informaƟon. 

What really got the scienƟfic revoluƟon going was neither the prinƟng press nor a 
completely free market of informaƟon. 
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7 THE SCIENTIFIC REVOLUTION 

7.1 The Discovery of Ignorance 

Unregulated informaƟon does not necessarily lead people to idenƟfy and correct their 
errors. 

For Truth to win, it is necessary to establish (amar-chadam / అమరŖడం) curaƟon insƟtuƟons 

that have the power to collect, manage, and care for informaƟon within a network, and Ɵlt 
the balance in favour of facts. 

 

Insofar as the Catholic Church is concerned, its curaƟon power is used to quash any criƟcism 
of itself, labelling all alternaƟve views as erroneous. 

 

For the scienƟfic revoluƟon, scienƟsts had to trust informaƟon published by colleagues in 
distant lands. 

ScienƟfic journals used the print technology in a completely different manner. 

When a scienƟfic paper was submiƩed, the editors did not ask, “How many people will pay 
to read this?”, but “What proof is there that this is true?”. 

 

A scienƟfic insƟtuƟon (including its publicaƟons) gained authority because it had strong self-
correcƟng mechanisms that exposed and corrected errors of the insƟtuƟon itself. 

It searched for people who would find errors with earlier claims and publicaƟons. 

 

The scienƟfic revoluƟon was launched by the discovery of ignorance (agnanam / అజ�Ś నం). 

ScienƟsts stopped assuming that Truth was only in the holy books, prophets, saints or 
geniuses. 

Science rejected the fantasy of infallibility (tappulu cheyani-varamane bhrama / తప­ťల¡ 

ĨేయǵĺారమĲÂ భƔమ) and began to construct an informaƟon network that takes error to be 

inescapable (tappu anivaryam kaavadam / తప­ť అǵĺారŪం ĥావడం). 

Infallibility is an illusion (oka bhrama / ఒక భƔమ. 

 

Everyone accepts that Copernicus, Darwin, Einstein, Aryabhata were geniuses (medhavulu / 
ĶÉı�వ­ల¡). 

But none of them are considered faultless (lopam leni / లĐపం లÌǵ). 
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Science is a team effort, relying on insƟtuƟonal collaboraƟon (samastha-gata sahakaram / 
సంȎాš గత సహĥారం) rather than individual scienƟsts. 

ScienƟfic insƟtuƟons are different from religious insƟtuƟons because they reward 
scepƟcism, quesƟoning and innovaƟon. 

They are totally different from conspiracy theories because they reward self-scepƟcism, 
quesƟoning and innovaƟon (samsaya-vadam, prashnin-chadam mariyu aavish-karana / 
సంశయĺాదం, పƔȋŤంచడం మĸ�య� ఆȇషŐరణ). 

(vaaru sandehavadanni, prasninchadanni mariyu aavishkarananu prothsahistaru / ĺార  

సంİేహĺాİ�ǵŤ, పƔȋŤంచĬ�ǵŤ మĸ�య� ఆȇషŐరణను Ƿč Ɣ తŸľ�ȎాŠ ర ). 

 
 

7.2 Self-CorrecƟng Mechanisms 

As an informaƟon technology, a self-correcƟng mechanism (swayam-savara-natmaka 
yantrangam / సŵయం-సవరణ�తũక యంĮ�Ɣ ంగం) is the complete opposite of the holy book. 

 

A teacher correcƟng a student’s essay in not a self-correcƟng mechanism; the 
student is not correcƟng her own essay. 

A judge sending a criminal to jail is not a self-correcƟng mechanism; the criminal is 
not exposing his own crime. 

When Allies defeated the Nazi regime, this was not a self-correcƟng mechanism; 
Germany would not have de-nazified all by itself. 

 

But when a scienƟfic journal publishes a paper correcƟng a mistake that appeared in an 
earlier paper, that is an example of an insƟtuƟon self-correcƟng its own errors. 

 

Self-correcƟng mechanism are abundant in Nature (adhikanga unnayi / అı�కంĦా ఉĲ�Ťķ). 



56 
 

Children learn to walk by falling and learning from their mistakes; they try to do 
something slightly different and quickly master it. 
Parents do help with advice, but if a child relies totally on external corrects or keeps 
excusing mistakes, she will find it very difficult to walk. 

 

Our blood pressure, temperature, sugar levels and numerous metabolic parameters 
self-correct when we run, sleep, etc. to keep within certain boundaries. 
If this stops, we could die. 

 

InsƟtuƟons also die without self-correcƟng mechanisms (antarinchi-potayi / 
అంతĸ�ంǩǷč Į�ķ). 

Unlike individuals who someƟmes get depressed (kungi-povadam / క¡ంĦ�Ƿč వడం) and give up, 

insƟtuƟon acƟvely seeks its own errors and corrects them. 

All insƟtuƟons that manage to stay more than a handful of years possess such mechanisms. 

But insƟtuƟons differ greatly in the strength and viability (balam mariyu aacharana-
sadhyata / బలం మĸ�య� ఆచరణȎాధŪత) of their self-correcƟng mechanisms. 

 

The most celebrated moments (chirasma-raniya ghaƩalu / ǩరసũరణ�య ఘట�ś ల¡) in the 

history of science are precisely those moments when previously accepted wisdom is 
overturned and new theories are born. 

ScienƟfic instrucƟons are willing to admit to admit their insƟtuƟonal responsibility for major 
mistakes and crimes. 

 They themselves expose earlier racism and sexism (jaathi vivaksha mariyu linga 
vivaksha / జ�ǳ ȇవǖ మĸ�య� ȃంగ ȇవǖ) in their own journals. 

 They accept that completely false biological, anthropological and historical theories 
(tappudu jeeva-sastra, manava-sastra mariyu chaaritraka siddantalanu angi-
karistaru / తప­ťడ¦ ǮవĻాసŠ Ŭ, మ�నవĻాసŠ Ŭ మĸ�య� Ĩ�ĸ�తƔక Ľిİ�ţ ంĮ�లను అంĦ�కĸ�ȎాŠ ర ) 

were used to jusƟfy colonialism (valasa-vadam / వలసĺాదం), discriminaƟon 

(vivaksha / ȇవǖ), imperialism (samrajya-vadam / Ȏామ�ƕ జŪĺాదం) and even genocide 

(jaathi nirmulana / జ�ǳ ǵర¤ũలన). 

 

These crimes and errors are not blamed on a few misguide scholars. 

They are accepted as insƟtuƟonal failure (samsthaa-gata vaiphalyam / సంȎాš గత ĺ±ౖఫలŪం) of 

enƟre academic disciplines. 

The willingness to admit major insƟtuƟonal errors is what allows science to develop at a 
relaƟvely fast pace. 
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7.3 Publish or Perish 

ScienƟfic insƟtuƟons have very strong self-correcƟng mechanisms. 

They do not only admit (angikarinchadame kakunda / అంĦ�కĸ�ంచడĶÉ ĥాక¡ంĬ�) insƟtuƟonal 

error and ignorance. 

The acƟvely seek to expose mistakes (tappulanu bayata-peƩadam / తప­ťలను బయటĳ¿టśడం). 

 

Religious insƟtuƟons are the opposite. 

You cannot become Pope or chief Rabbi or grand Ayatollah or Shankaracharya by criƟcising 
those before your Ɵme. 

Nor by advancing any new radical noƟons (evaina kotha vipla-vatmaka aalochanalu / ఏĺ±ౖĲ� 

ĥóతŠ  ȇపųĺాతũక ఆలĐచనల¡). 

The most powerful and admired religious leaders are the ones to sƟck to outdated ideas 
(patha-badina bhaavanalu / ǷాతబĬ�న ĵ�వనల¡) that belonged to another Ɵme and place. 

 

Science works the other way around. 

PromoƟons are based on the principle of “publish or perish” (prachu-rinchu ledaa 
antarinchipoo / పƔచుĸ�ంచు లÌİ� అంతĸ�ంǩǷč ) 

To publish in presƟgious journals, you must expose some mistake (edo oka tappunu bayata-
peƩali / ఏİో  ఒక తప­ťను బయటĳ¿ట�ś ȃ) in exisƟng theories or discover something your 

predecessors and teachers did not know. 

Nobody wins a Nobel Prize by faithfully repeaƟng what some previous scholar said. 

 

Of course, science is also an insƟtuƟon and there is room for conformism (anu-gunyata / 
అనుగ�ణŪత). 

What we learnt about witchcraŌ is not what we personally witnessed. 

Nor did we do any research by reading medieval literature. 

We relied on scholarly works like Ronald HuƩon who wrote “The Witch: A History of Fear” in 
2017. 

We did not meet professor HuƩon, but we trust him. 

We know that if he had made mistakes, someone else would have brought out a new arƟcle 
correcƟng him. 

And if we have misunderstood what he said, someone in future will correct these notes of 
mine that I have wriƩen to teach my son. 
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ScienƟfic self-correcƟng mechanisms have two important features: 

 

1. They are built into the core of the insƟtuƟon (pradhana bhagam / పƔı�న ĵ�గం); they 

are not simply a separate add-on department. 
 

2. ScienƟfic insƟtuƟons publicly celebrate self-correcƟon instead of denying it; they 
openly and happily accept earlier mistakes. 

 

Those with the populist view on informaƟon will say that since science is also an insƟtuƟon, 
they will aƩack any self-correcƟon. 

Many scienƟsts who discover new theories are mocked and personally aƩacked. 

(they are not physically tortured and burned at the stake) 

But not for very long; this is only temporarily true. 

It normally takes a decade for an old disproved theory to be totally rejected and the new 
one adopted by the scienƟfic community all across the world. 

 

Newton thought the speed of light was absolute and constant; Einstein showed 
otherwise. 

Today, scienƟsts agree that Einstein’s theories are incomplete (asam-purna / 
అసంప®రş). 

 

There definitely are examples where scienƟfic self-correcƟng mechanisms are forced to stop 
funcƟoning by poliƟcal power and dominant ideologies. 

 

7.4 The Limits of Self-CorrecƟon 

Let us see if we have found the final soluƟon to protect Human informaƟon networks from 
error and bias. 

The answer is No; it is not the magic bullet. 

 

Self-correcƟon mechanisms are there for the pursuit of Truth. 

But they are costly in terms of maintaining Order. 

Strong self-correcƟng mechanisms create doubts (sandehalu /సంİేȏల¡), disagreements 

(vibedaalu / ȇĵÈİ�ల¡), conflicts (sangharshanalanu / సంఘరŷణలను) and challenge the 

mythologies (puraanaalu / ప­ĸాణ�ల¡) that hold social Order together. 

 

Of course, Order is not always good. 
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A social Order that endorses slavery or the caste system or the witch-hunt is horrible. 

ExploitaƟon of millions of peasants by a handful of landlords, systemic mistreatment of 
women, discriminaƟon (vivaksha / ȇవǖ) against minoriƟes, did not lead to a beƩer society. 

 

But social Order is vital to keep large Human socieƟes funcƟoning (pani-chesthune unda-
taniki / పǵĨేసూŠ ĲÂ ఉండట�ǵĥ�). 

Without the caste system, there would never have been the agricultural revoluƟon. 

In India, Caste gave ascribed roles (aapadhita paatralu / ఆǷాİ�త ǷాతƔల¡) to land owners, 

peasants, workers, arƟsans, and every other group to undertake culƟvaƟon. 

In order to birth the caste system, god and religion had to be created by telling false stories 
about creaƟonism (srusƟ-vadam / సృļిśĺాదం). 

 

The history of Human informaƟon networks has always involved maintaining a balance 
(sama-tulyata / సమత§లŪత) between Truth and Order. 

Sacrificing Truth (satyam) for the sake of Order comes at price. 

Sacrificing Order (krama) for the sake of Truth also comes at a price. 

 

ScienƟfic insƟtuƟons are the excepƟon (mina-hayimpu / ǽనȏķంప­). 

Science pursues (anu-saristundi / అనుసĸ�సుŠ ంİ�) only Truth and does not concern itself with 

the consequences (parinamalu / పĸ�ణ�మ�ల¡) – i.e. Order. 

They can afford to have strong self-correcƟng mechanisms because they leave the difficult 
job of maintaining social Order to other insƟtuƟons. 

 

If a thief breaks into a chemistry lab or a scienƟst receives a death threat from a 
religious fundamentalist, it is not the scienƟfic insƟtuƟon that takes acƟon. 
They call the police. 

 

There is, however, a flip side (maro konam / మĸĆ ĥąణం) to science’s pursuit of Truth without 

considering Order. 

Equity (samanatvam / సమ�నతŵం), jusƟce and fairness are also ingredients (padar-thalu / 

పİ�ĸాš ల¡) of modern-day social Order. 

When scienƟsts distance themselves with, “Frankly speaking, these don’t concern us…” 
scienƟfic Truth (objecƟve realiƟes they discover) can lead to disastrous consequences. 
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Albert Einsten, Leo Szilard, Joseph Rotblat and other theoreƟcal physicists considered 
the use of their scienƟfic discoveries in the making of the atom bomb the biggest 
mistake of their lives. 

Oppenheimer, the “father of the atomic bomb” expressed his deep inner conflict and 
quoted the Bhagavad Gita, “Now I am become Death, the destroyer of worlds”. He 
then told President Truman that he felt he had “blood on my hands”. 

 

Can self-correcƟng mechanisms exist in the police force, armies, poliƟcal parƟes and 
governments? 

Democracies believe Yes, it is possible. 

Dictatorships reject such mechanisms. 

 

At the height of the Cold War (western world versus Soviet Union) and the Vietnam war, 
American newspapers openly criƟcised the US government. 

Soviet newspapers also criƟcised the US government. 

But if they said or printed a single word against the Soviet government, it was a death 
sentence. 

 

To this day, 35 years aŌer the end of the Cold War, US ciƟzens remember what happens 
when superpowers fight. 
51 years aŌer the Vietnam war ended, US ciƟzens sƟll remember what happens when USA 
tries to interfere with other countries. 

But 37 years aŌer Soviet occupaƟon of Afghanistan, Russian ciƟzens don’t remember much 
about crimes their government commiƩed. 
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8 BRIEF HISTORY OF DEMOCRACY & TOTALITARIANISM 
 

We normally think of Democracy and Dictatorship as different/opposite poliƟcal and moral 
systems (rajakiya mariyu naithika vyavasthalu / ĸాజĥ�య మĸ�య� Ĳ±ౖǳక వŪవసšల¡). 

Let us survey the history of democracy and dictatorship by studying their informaƟon 
networks. 

InformaƟon in democracies flow differently from the flow in dictatorships. 

And new informaƟon technologies help both types of regimes – Dictatorships and also 
Democracies. 

 

8.1 InformaƟon & Choice 

Right at the beginning, we spoke about the connecƟon between informaƟon and choices 
made by people. 

 

8.1.1 ROLE OF CHOICE 

Let us first understand the role of choice (empika paatra / ఎంĳిక ǷాతƔ): 

 

Ancient autocrats (praa-china niran-kusha paalakulu / ǷƔా Ǫన ǵరంక¡శ Ƿాలక¡ల¡) got their 

god given posiƟon through birth (puƩuka dwara / ప­ట�ś క İ�ŵĸా). 

They relied enƟrely on mythology (puraanaalu / ప­ĸాణ�ల¡) to gain a sublime acceptance 

(Adbhuta-maina ang-ikaram / అదుŨతĶ¸Ûన అంĦ�ĥారం). 

On the surface, it appears that the people had no choice as to who became their autocraƟc 
ruler. 

This was not true. 

Because people chose to believe the mythology (pouranika gaadhalu / Ƿĝĸాణ�క Ħాథల¡) that 

installed and enthroned them (vaarini prathis-Ɵnchi simhasanaa-sinudini chesaru / ĺాĸ�ǵ 

పƔǳļిŜ ంǩ ĽింȏసĲ�ĽీనుĬ�ǵ ĨేĻార ). 

Primogeniture (jyesta-putra vara-satva hakku / జÃŪషŜ ప­తƔ ĺారసతŵ హక¡Ő) and the rule of 

princely succession was accepted. 

This gave the legal right for the firstborn son to inherit all his parent's property, land, and 
royal Ɵtles. 

This manner of inheritance became the popular culture for the enƟre populaƟon. 
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Just as Caste was not confined to just the upper castes oppressing the lower. 

So too, primogeniture and all property relaƟons across the enƟre populaƟon. 

When the god given right of the eldest to claim all his father’s name, property and even 
legacy is accepted, what is wrong in reign and authority (palana mariyu adhikaram / Ƿాలన 

మĸ�య� అı�ĥారం) being the same? 

 
Modern day dictators use a craŌy mix (chathura-maina mis-ramam / చత§రĶ̧Ûన ǽశƘమం) of 

mythology, popular uprising (praja Ɵrugu-batu / పƔజ� ǳర గ�బ�ట�) and electoral 

referendums. 

They “earn” the people’s acceptance (aamodam / ఆȀదం). 

Lenin had to rouse (reke-Ʃhinchadam / ĸÃĥ²ǳŠ ంచడం) all the people to support the 

Bolsheviks and overthrow the Tzar. 

Hitler came to power legally through a majority he got in the 1933 elecƟons. 

The same happened in the Philippines in 1965, Peru in 1990, and Belarus in 1994. 

It is only later, aŌer the people chose to put them in power that they became totalitarian 
dictators. 

 

8.1.2 NATURE OF CHOICE 

Next, let us understand the nature of choice (empika swabhavam / ఎంĳిక సŵĵ�వం): 

 

Autocrats like Roman emperors and modern-day dictators both need people’s acceptance in 
order to maintain Order. 

A weak State is where only secret police and military force is used to maintain social order. 

A stable governance (sthira-maina prabhutvam / ĽిšరĶ̧Ûన పƔభ�తŵం) insƟls acceptance.  

The people exercise choice (palithulu empika chesukuntaru / Ƿాȃత§ల¡ ఎంĳిక Ĩేసుక¡ంట�ర ) 

to select their leader and style of leadership 

These choices are made based on the informaƟon that people are fed and believe in. 

 

InformaƟon acts as a nexus (anu-sandhanam / అనుసంı�నం) to connect different caste-class 

(kula-vargam / క¡ల-వరœం) and interest groups and make a single choice on leadership. 

In both instances, it is informaƟon that connects the majority of people in an empire or 
country to choose their leader and the style of leadership they desire. 
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8.2 Dictatorial InformaƟon Networks 

Dictatorial informaƟon networks are highly centralised (athyantha kendri-krutamai unnayi / 
అతŪంత ĥÃంİ�ƔకృతĶ̧Û ఉĲ�Ťķ). 

The centre enjoys unlimited authority and so all informaƟon flows to the central hub where 
most important decisions are made. 

This was so in the ancient Roman Empire, recent Nazi Germany and most recent Soviet 
Union. 

 

Some dictatorships try to concentrate all informaƟon in its hands and dictate all decisions, 
controlling the totality (sampoornatha / సంప®రşత) of people’s lives. 

This form of dictatorship, pracƟced by Hitler and Stalin, is called Totalitarianism (sarvaa-
adhikara / సĸాŵı�ĥార). 

 

There were technical difficulƟes (sankeƟka lopaalu / ȎాంĥÃǳక లĐǷాల¡) that prevented earlier 

dictators from becoming totalitarian. 

Roman emperors did not have the technology to micromanage the lives of millions of 
peasants in remote villages. 

As a result, even in many dictatorial regimes, a lot of autonomy/freedom (swayam-
praƟpathi/swecha / సŵయంపƔǳపǳŠ /ĽÐŵచŗ) was leŌ to individuals and communiƟes. 

But the dictator always kept the authority to intervene in people’s lives. 

In such regimes, freedom was not an ideal (swecha oka aadarsham kadu / ĽÐŵచŗ ఒక ఆదరŶం 

ĥాదు). 

Freedom was a by-product (swecha oka upa-falitam / ĽÐŵచŗ ఒక ఉప-ఫȃతం) of the 

government’s inability (asamarthata / అసమరšత) to exert totalitarian control. 

 

Dictatorial networks also assume that the centre is infallible (tappuleni / తప­ťలÌǵ), without 

any possibility of error. 

They dislike any challenge to the centre’s decisions. 

Some dictators were treated as geniuses (medhavulu / ĶÉı�వ­ల¡) and others as divine 

(daivika / İైȇక). 

 

A highly centralised informaƟon network could try to maintain strong self-correcƟng 
mechanisms like independent courts and legislaƟve assemblies. 
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But if these funcƟoned well, they would challenge the central authority and decentralise 
(vikendri-karinchu / ȇĥÃంİ�Ɣకĸ�ంచు) the informaƟon network. 

Dictators always see such independent hubs (swatantra kendralu / సŵతంతƔ ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల¡) as 

threats (muppulu / మ�ప­ťల¡) and neutralise them. 

They may pretend (naƟnchu / నట�ంచు) to have elecƟons and parliaments for show, but these 

will be just rubber stamps for the dictator’s whims and fancies (kshanika-maina korikalu 
mariyu sara-daalu / ǖణ�కĶ¸Ûన ĥąĸ�కల¡ మĸ�య� సరİ�ల¡) 

 

Summary: 

A dictatorship is a centralised informaƟon network without strong self-correcƟng 
mechanisms. 

Democracies are distributed (pampini / పంĳిణ�) informaƟon networks with strong self-

correcƟng mechanisms. 

 

8.3 DemocraƟc InformaƟon Networks 

Even in democraƟc informaƟon networks, we do see a central hub (pradhana kendram / 
పƔı�న ĥÃందƔం). 

The government is the most important execuƟve power in a democracy. 

Government agencies do collect and store vast quanƟƟes of informaƟon. 

But there are many addiƟonal informaƟon channels that connect lots of independent hubs 
(swatantra kendralu / సŵతంతƔ ĥÃంİ�Ɣ ల¡). 

These are the legislaƟve bodies, opposiƟon parƟes, courts, press/media, local communiƟes, 
NGOs/civil society, etc. 

Individual ciƟzens freely and directly communicate with one another. 

The most important informaƟon never passes through only government agencies. 

 

Many important decisions are made elsewhere. 

 

Individuals themselves choose where to live, where to work, whom to marry, etc. 

CorporaƟons themselves make their own choices about where to open a branch, 
how much to invest, how much to charge for goods and services. 

CommuniƟes themselves decide about organising sporƟng events and religious 
fesƟvals. 
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Autonomy is not a result of government’s inability (svayam-praƟpaƫ anedi prabhutvam 
asamarthata valla kalige phalitam kadu / సŵయంపƔǳపǳŠ  అĲÂİ� పƔభ�తŵం అసమరšత వలų  కȃĦÃ 

ఫȃతం ĥాదు). 

It is the democraƟc ideal (idi prajaswamya aadar-sam / ఇİ� పƔజ�ȎాŵమŪ ఆదరŶం). 

 

Even if a democraƟc government has the technology needed to micromanage people’s lives, 
it sƟll leaves as much as possible for people to make their own choices. 

 

 
 

8.4 Rule by the Majority 

A huge mistake is to believe that in a democracy, everything is decided by majority vote. 

This is wrong. 

In a democracy, as liƩle as possible is decided centrally; and these few centrally made 
decisions reflect the will of the majority (majority abhistanni praƟ-bimbin-chadam / Ķ¸జ�ĸ�ట� 

అǼȍాś ǵŤ పƔǳǹంǹంచడం). 
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If 99% of the people want to dress in a parƟcular way, and worship a parƟcular god, 
the remaining 1% should sƟll be free to dress and worship differently. 

 

If a central government does not at all intervene in people’s lives, and does not provide basic 
services like security, it is not a democracy. 

It is a lawless disorder – we call it Anarchy (araa-chakam / అĸాచకం). 

Therefore, in all democracies the centre raises taxes, maintains an army, and provides some 
level of health care, educaƟon and welfare. 

 

But any interference in people’s lives demands an explanaƟon (vivarananu / ȇవరణను). 

Unless there is a strong reason, democraƟc governments allow people to make their own 
choices. 

 

8.5 ConversaƟons in Democracies 

Another important characterisƟc of democracies is that they admit that everyone is fallible 
and can make mistakes. 

While democracies give the centre authority to make vital decisions, they balance them with 
strong mechanisms that can challenge the central authority. 

That is why there is a separaƟng of the ExecuƟve, LegislaƟve and Judicial branches of 
government, along with a strong media and civil society. 

 

Dictatorship is about a central informaƟon hub dictaƟng everything. 

Democracy is an ongoing conversaƟon (sam-bhashana / సంĵ�షణ) between different 

informaƟon hubs. 

These hubs influence each other, but need not agree or come to a consensus (yekaa-
abhiprayaniki / ఏĥాǻǷƔా య�ǵĥ�). 

Individuals, corporaƟons and communiƟes can conƟnue to think and behave in different 
ways. 

 

There are, of course, cases when everyone must behave the same. 

Like a country’s decision to go for war, decide on a railroad, decide what is a criminal 
offence, etc. 

No country can funcƟon if each person is allowed to have their own definiƟon of murder. 

Different people cannot say that killing for enmity is wrong; but Honour killing (gourava 
hatya / ĦĖరవ హĮ�Ū) inter-caste couples is okay. 
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The only way to make decisions on such collecƟve maƩers, is through a countrywide public 
conversaƟon (desa-vyapta bahiranga charcha / İేశĺాŪపŠ  బľ�రంగ చరŖ). 

This is what free and fair elecƟons are. 

But even aŌer deciding, common choices must remain open to re-examinaƟon (punah-
parisheelana / ప­నఃపĸ�Ȍలన) and correcƟon (savarana / సవరణ). 

 

A network cannot change an earlier choice (munu-paƟ empika / మ�నుపట� ఎంĳిక). 

But it can elect a new and different government next Ɵme. 

 

8.6 ElecƟons & Majority Dictatorship 

A common misunderstanding (apaardham / అǷారšం) equates democracy with only elecƟons. 

ElecƟons are a central part of the democraƟc toolkit. 

But they are not democracy. 

 

Without addiƟonal self-correcƟng mechanisms, elecƟons can be rigged. 

Even if an elecƟon is completely free and fair, it sƟll does not guarantee democracy. 

Democracy is not the same as majority dictatorship (nirankusha palana / Ķ¸జ�ĸ�ట� ǵరంక¡శ 

Ƿాలన). 

 

Democracy is not a system in which a majority of any size can decide to get rid of an 
unpopular minority. 

It is a system in which there are clear limits to the power of the centre. 

 

51% of the voters cannot take away the voƟng rights of the other 49% through clever 
disenfranchisement mechanisms. 

Even a majority of 99% cannot take away the rights of the 1% minority. 

 

ElecƟons are a mechanism for the network to say, “We made a mistake; let us try something 
else.” 

If the centre can disenfranchise (remove their voƟng rights) people at will (ishta-anusaram / 
ఇȍాś నుȎారం), that self-correcƟng mechanism is castrated (vrushana-cchedana cheya-badindi 

/ వృషణĨేŗదన ĨేయబĬ�ంİ�). 

 Hitler began sending Jews and communists to concentraƟon camps immediately aŌer 
coming to power through democraƟc elecƟons. 
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 In the USA, NaƟve Americans and African Americans were disenfranchised Ɵll 1924 
and 1964 respecƟvely. 

 PuƟn and Xi hold regular elecƟons like clockwork in Russia and China, respecƟvely, 
and win with more than 97% of the votes. 

 Netanyahu uses democracy to rise to power and then uses this power to undermine 
democracy. 

 Erdogan of Türkiye said, “Democracy is like a tram. You ride it unƟl you arrive at your 
desƟnaƟon, then you step off.” 

 

All these strongmen undermined democracy by aƩacking its self-correcƟng mechanisms, 
one by one, normally beginning with courts and media. 

 

i. Other insƟtuƟons that dare to oppose the government are smeared and persecuted 
(nindincha-baddaru mariyu himsincha-baddaru / ǵంİ�ంచబĬ�ŝ ర  మĸ�య� 

ľ�ంĽించబĬ�ŝ ర ) as traitors, criminals, or foreign agents. 

ii. Academic insƟtuƟons, municipaliƟes, NGOs ad private businesses are either 
dismantled or brought under government control. 

iii. AŌer that, government can rig elecƟons by jailing popular opposiƟon leaders and 
gerrymandering electoral consƟtuencies through delimitaƟon. 

iv. Appeals against these anƟ-democraƟc measures are dismissed by handpicked judges. 

v. Progressive laws (pragaƟsila chaƩaalu / పƔగǳȌల చట�ś ల¡) that were legislated aŌer 

great deliberaƟon to protect democracy are either repealed or modified. 
vi. Journalists and academicians who criƟcise are fired. 

vii. The remaining media outlets, academic insƟtuƟons and judicial authoriƟes all praise 
these measures as necessary steps to protect the naƟon and its allegedly democraƟc 
pretenƟons from traitors and foreign agents. 

 

The above list in not complete or exhausƟve (sampurnam-aina ledaa samagram-ainadi 
kaadu / సంప®రşĶ¸Ûన లÌİ� సమగƘĶ¸Ûనİ� ĥాదు). 

But they are universal pracƟces that all authoritarian regimes, across the world, follow using 
almost idenƟcal playbooks (dadapu oke-laanƟ vyu-halu / İ�İ�ప­ ఒĥÃల�ంట� వ®Ūȏల¡). 

 

Strongmen usually do not abolish elecƟons outright. 

Instead, they keep them as a ritual (aacharam / ఆĨ�రం) to provide legiƟmacy and maintain a 

democraƟc pretence. 
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Even educated supporters of the strongmen are genuinely puzzled (nijam-gane ayomayam-
lo paddaaru / ǵజంĦాĲÂ అȂమయంలĐ పĬ�ŝ ర ) when told that electoral victory does not 

grant them unlimited power. 
They see any check on the power of elected government as undemocraƟc. 

They genuinely do not understand that democracy does not mean majority rule; it means 
freedom and equality for all. 

 

The majority certainly has the authority to advance their preferred policies (pradhanya 
vidhanalu / ǷƔా ı�నŪ ȇı�Ĳ�ల¡) in many fields like declare war, come to peace, increase taxes, 

lower taxes, foreign affairs, defence, etc. 

These major policies are in the hands of the majority. 

 

8.7 Basket of Rights 

But in a democracy, there are two Baskets of Rights that are protected from any majority: 

1. Human Rights (manava hakkulu / మ�నవ హక¡Őల¡): 

The right to life, right to work, right to privacy, freedom of movement, and freedom 
of religion. 

These rights decentralise democracy, making sure that as long as people don’t harm 
anyone, they can live their lives as they see fit. 

2. Civil Rights (paura hakkulu / Ƿĝర హక¡Őల¡): 

These are the self-correcƟng mechanisms, starƟng with the right to vote. 

When the minority is disenfranchised, democracy will immediately be killed aŌer a 
single elecƟon. 

Civil Rights include freedom of the press, academic freedom, and freedom of 
assembly which allow independent media outlets, universiƟes, and opposiƟon 
movements to challenge the government. 

These are the key Rights that strongmen try to do away with. 

 

SomeƟmes it is necessary to change a country’s self-correcƟng mechanisms by expanding 
the voter base, regulaƟng the media or reforming the judicial system. 

But such changes should be made very carefully, on the basis of a broad consensus (vistruta 
yeka-abhiprayam aadhaaram-gaa / ȇసŠ ృత ఏĥాǻǷƔా యం ఆı�రంĦా) of both, the majority and 

the minoriƟes. 

 

There is an important point in Human Rights. 

It does not only limit the power of the central government. 

It also demands many acƟve duƟes. 
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It is not enough for a democraƟc government to itself not violate human and civil rights. 

It must take acƟons to make sure that no one violates these rights. 

If the government does not directly kill anyone but, at the same Ɵme, does not protect 
ciƟzens from street jusƟce, murder and lynching, that is Anarchy (araa-chakam / అĸాచకం); 

not democracy. 

 

8.8 Majoritarianism versus the Truth 

Every democracy discusses the exact limits of Human Rights and Civil Rights. 

Even the Right to Life has limits: 

 Countries like the USA impose the death penalty and deny the right to life for 
criminals. 

 Most European countries reject the death penalty even for the worst crimes. 

 India has the death penalty only when the Supreme Court considers the crime as 
“rarest of the rare”. 

 All countries declare war; sending people to kill and be killed. 

 

These discussions on what should be included in the two baskets are complicated. 

 Is freedom of religion a basic Human Right? 

 When is blasphemy (disrespect to a god, holy book, or sacred object) (dhaiva-
dhooshana / İైవదూషణ) punishable? 

Because, aŌer all, every single religion is founded on the belief that only they are 
correct and others are wrong. 

 What about animal rights? 
Should stray dogs be allowed to roam around to maul and even kill children? 

 

The fact is that both, Human Rights and Civil Rights are IntersubjecƟve convenƟons (antar-
vyakƟgata sampradayalu / అంతȻ-వŪĥ�Šగత సంపƔİ�య�ల¡) that Humans create. 

They are determined by historical circumstances and not by any universal reason (saarva-
trika karanam / ȎారŵǳƔక ĥారణం). 

 

A society is “democraƟc” only when the centre does not have unlimited authority and the 
system has strong mechanisms to correct even that limited authority of the centre. 

DemocraƟc networks assume that even the winners of elecƟons and the majority of voters 
are fallible. 
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ElecƟons are not a method to discover Truth (satyam / సతŪం). 

They are a mechanism for maintaining Order and balance between people with conflicƟng 
desires (paras-para viruddham-aina korikalu / పరసťర ȇర దţĶ̧Ûన ĥąĸ�కల¡). 

ElecƟons establish what the majority of people desire; not what the Truth is. 

Most Ɵmes, people desire the Truth to be something other than what is really true 
(vastavaniki nijamainadi kakunda / ĺాసŠĺాǵĥ� ǵజĶ¸Ûనİ� ĥాక¡ంĬ�). 

 

DemocraƟc networks maintain self-correcƟng mechanisms to protect the Truth from the will 
(sankalpam / సంకలťం) of the majority. 

 In 2002-2003 there was a lot of debate on whether or not Iraq had weapons of mass 
destrucƟon.  
President Bush convinced the opposiƟon and also other countries that Saddam 
Hussein was evil. 
Everyone together went to war. 

 By 2004 the world realised that Iraq had no weapons of mass destrucƟon. 
The war was a catastrophic mistake (bhayankaram-aina porapatu / భయంకరĶ̧Ûన 

Ƿû రǷాట�). 

In a democracy the majority has every right to make momentous decisions (chaaritra-
atmaka nirnayaalu / Ĩ�ĸ�Į�Ɣ తũక ǵరşయ�ల¡) like starƟng a war. 

But they have to take everyone along – including the opposiƟon, minoriƟes and all other 
stakeholders. 

 

In a democracy, the will of the people (prajala sankalpam / పƔజల సంకలťం) is supreme. 

A majority of voters might deny the reality of climate change. 

But they should not have the power to dictate scienƟfic truth or to prevent scienƟsts to 
further explore the subject and publish facts. 

Environmental studies should not reflect the will of the majority. 

 

Then what is the role of the majority? 

It is to make policy (vidhanam / ȇı�నం). 

Even when every single scienƟst in the world agrees climate science and climate change, this 
does not tell us what to do about it. 

There will be opƟons – to do something big, medium, or nothing at all. 
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The role of the majority and their rulers in a democracy is a quesƟon of Desire (korika / 
ĥąĸ�క); not for Truth (satyaniki kaadu / సĮ�Ūǵĥ� ĥాదు). 

When such important opƟons come up, it should be done by all the voters and not by a 
limited group of scienƟfic experts. 

 

Hiding or distorƟng or misrepresenƟng the Truth in elecƟons is not an opƟon. 

That is telling lies. 

Based on falsehoods, the majority cannot pass a law staƟng that climate change is a hoax 
(abaddhapu pracharam / అబదţప­ పƔĨ�రం) and all scienƟsts who believe in climate change 

should be punished. 

 

We can choose what we want, but we should not deny the true meaning of our choice. 

 

Of course there is corrupƟon, bias and error in academic insƟtuƟons, media and judiciary. 

But puƫng them all under a Ministry of Truth will make things worse. 

The government is already the most powerful insƟtuƟon in developed socieƟes. 

And it already hides inconvenient facts (asoukaryakaram-aina vaasta-vaalanu dachi-
pedutundi / అȎĝకరŪకరĶ¸Ûన ĺాసŠĺాలను İ�ǩĳ¿డ¦త§ంİ�) for the sake of Order. 

Allowing the government to supervise the search for Truth is like appoinƟng the fox (nakka / 
నకŐ) to guard the chicken coop. 

 

There are two other methods to rely on in our search for Truth: 

1. Internal self-correcƟng mechanisms. 
Academia uses peer-reviewed publicaƟon to uncover past mistakes and discover 
unknown fats. 
Judiciary punishes corrupt judges just like it does any other ciƟzen. 

2. Having several independent insƟtuƟons that seeks the Truth in different ways. 
If one newspaper refuses to publish the truth, a compeƟtor will. 
If one corporaƟon bribes a large number of bureaucrats and scienƟsts, another 
corporaƟon will expose this. 
If the media or courts show racist or sexist bias, sociologists and philosophers will 
expose these biases. 
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9 POPULISM (REVISITED) 
 

9.1 Democracy is Complicated 

All this sounds very complicated (sanklishtam-aina / సంĥ�ųషśĶ̧Ûన). 

That is because democracy should be complicated (sanklistanga undaali / సంĥ�ųషśంĦా ఉంĬ�ȃ). 

Simplicity (saralata / సరళత) is there in dictatorial informaƟon networks where the centre 

dictates everything and everyone obeys. 

“There is normally a simple soluƟon to a complicated problem; and it is normally wrong!” 

(“Ȏాı�రణంĦా ఒక సంĥ�ųషśĶ̧Ûన సమసŪక¡ ఒక సరళĶ¸Ûన పĸ�ȍాŐరం ఉంట�ంİ�; ĥాǶ అİ� Ȏాı�రణంĦా 

తప­ťĦా ఉంట�ంİ�!) 

 

Dictatorship is a monologue (yeka-patra-abhinayam / ఏకǷాĮ�Ɣ ǻనయం). 

Democracy is a conversaƟon with very many parƟcipants, many talking at the same Ɵme. 

 

Even so, most important democraƟc insƟtuƟons are bureaucraƟc monsters. 

While ciƟzens easily follow biological dramas (jeeva-sambandhita naatakaalu / Ǯవసంబంı�త 

Ĳ�టĥాల¡), they find it difficult to understand how parliament, courts, newspapers and 

university’s funcƟon. 

 

This is what allows strongmen to mount populist aƩacks on insƟtuƟons, tear to pieces all 
self-correcƟng mechanisms, and concentrate power in their own hands. 

 

The term “populism” (praja-karshaka-vadam / పƔజ�కరŷకĺాదం) comes from the LaƟn word 

that means “the people”.  

In democracies, “the people” are considered the only genuine source of poliƟcal authority 
(rajakiya adhikaraniki muulam / ĸాజĥ�య అı�ĥాĸాǵĥ� మ¢లం). 

Only representaƟves of the people have the authority to declare wars, pass laws, and raise 
taxes. 

Populists value this basic democraƟc principle, but somehow conclude that a single party or 
a single leader should monopolise (guƩa-adhipatyam / గ�Į�Š ı�పతŪం) all power. 
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9.2 Populists become Totalitarian 

It is strange and mysterious (rahasyam-aina vishayam / రహసŪĶ̧Ûన ȇషయం) that populists 

(praja-karshaka-vadulu / పƔజ�కరŷకĺాదుల¡) manage to base a totalitarian pursuit of unlimited 

power on a perfect democraƟc principle. 

How does this happen? 

 

Populists claim that they alone truly represent the people. 

This is not the same as kings and emperors who claim god given authority. 

Since only the people should have poliƟcal power in democracies, and since only the 
populists represent the people, it follows that the populists should have all poliƟcal power. 

A most twisted and circular argument (athyantha vakramaina mariyu vruthakarapu vadana 
/ అతŪంత వకƘĶ¸Ûన మĸ�య� వృĮ�Š ĥారప­ ĺాదన)! 

 

If some other party wins elecƟons, this does not mean that this rival party won the people’s 
trust. 

It means that the elecƟons were stolen or that the people were fooled to vote in a way that 
does not express their true choice (nijamaina empika kaadu / ǵజĶ¸Ûన ఎంĳిక ĥాదు). 

 

The truly sad and tragic thing is that many populists genuinely believe in the above twisted 
logic (vakri-karinchina tarkam / వĥ�Ƙకĸ�ంǩన తరŐం). 

They are not vicƟms of propaganda.  

Even when they win a small share of the votes, populists believe that they alone represent 
“the people”. 

 

The Communist Party of Great BriƟan never won more than 0.4% of votes in a 
general elecƟon; buy they sƟll believe that they alone truly represent the working 
class in UK. 

Of the 64.5 core votes polled in the last Lok Sabha elecƟons, the CPI(M) got 1.76%; 
but they sƟll believe that they alone truly represent the working class in India. 

 

Just like the communists believe that the working class are vicƟms of a “false consciousness” 
(midhyaa chaitanyam / ǽį�Ū ĨైతనŪం) populists believe that the enemies of the people have 

cheated the people to vote against their true will. 

 

Populists believe that “the people” are not a collecƟon of flesh-and-blood individuals with 
different interests and opinions. 
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Instead, they are a unified mysƟcal body (eki-kruta adhyat-mika samuham / ఏĥ�కృత ఆı�Ūǳũక 

సమ¢హం) that possesses a single will – “the will of the people” (prajala sankalpam / పƔజల 

సంకలťం). 

 

The Nazi moƩo was “Ein Volk, Ein Reich, Ein Fuhrer” which means “One People, One 
Country, One Leader’. 

The Leader had an infallible intuiƟon (tappuleni antar-gnanam / తప­ťలÌǵ అంతĸ Ɓాƪనం) 

for how the people felt and what the people wanted. 

Those who did not agree were outsiders – Jews, communists, liberals (udara-vadulu / 
ఉİ�రĺాదుల¡) – and not “the people”. 

 

Nazi Germany may be an extreme example (teevram-aina udaharana / అతŪంత ǴవƔĶ̧Ûన 

ఉİ�హరణ). 

But all populist parƟes and poliƟcians deny that “the people” might contain diversity (vai-
vidhyam / ĺ±ౖȇధŪం) of opinions and interest groups. 

The real people have only one single will (oke okka sankalpam / ఒĥÃ ఒకŐ సంకలťం), and only 

the populists represent this will. 

PoliƟcal rivals, even if they get substanƟal popular support, are “alien elites” (paraayi 
vargaalu / పĸాķ వĸాœ ల¡). 

 

This is why populism (praja-karshaka-vadam / పƔజ�కరŷకĺాదం) poses a deadly threat to 

democracy (praja-swamyaniki pranan-taka muppu / పƔజ�Ȏాŵమ�Ūǵĥ� ǷƔా ణ�ంతక మ�ప­ť). 

Democracy is based on the understanding that the people is never a unitary enƟty (prajalu 
eppudu ekariƟ samuham kadu / పƔజల¡ ఎప­ťడూ ఏకĸ�ǳ సమ¢హం ĥాదు). 

They come in various shades (vibhinna aasaktulato / ȇǻనŤ ఆసక¡Š లĮČ) and varieƟes (raka-

rakaala roopaalu / రకరĥాల ర¤Ƿాల¡) with different interests (vy-vidyalalo / ĺ±ౖȇı�ŪలలĐ). 

 Therefore “the people” cannot possess a single will (sankalpam / సంకలťం). 

 

The majority group, should not exclude other groups from membership in “the people”. 

This is what makes democracy a conversaƟon. 

 

Populism destroys democracy in another way. 

Populists argue that “the people” is not just the sole source of poliƟcal authority. 
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But also, the sole source of all types of authority. 

 

Therefore, it has to take control of all insƟtuƟons like media outlets, courts, universiƟes, 
NGOs, and minority religious insƟtuƟons. 

Populists turn totalitarian. 

 

Democracy means that authority in the poliƟcal sphere (rajakiya rangam-lo adhikaram / 
ĸాజĥ�య రంగంలĐ అı�ĥారం), comes from the people. 

This is needed in order to govern (palana saagincha-daniki / Ƿాలన ȎాĦ�ంచĬ�ǵĥ�). 

It does not mean that authority in all other spheres. 

In a democracy, independent media outlets, courts, universiƟes, and civil society are 
important self-correcƟng mechanisms that protect the Truth from the will of the majority. 

 

Biology claims that Humans evolved from apes because the evidence supports this, 
even if the majority thinks otherwise. 

Journalists reveal that a popular poliƟcian took a bribe and if good evidence is 
presented in a court, a judge can send that poliƟcian to jail, even if the majority don’t 
want to believe the accusaƟon. 

 

Populists are suspicious of insƟtuƟons that, in the name of objecƟve truths, override “the 
will of the people”. 

They see this as a smoke screen (poga tera / Ƿû గ Įెర) for elites to grab what they consider 

illegal power. 

This is why populists hate the pursuit of Truth and claim that “Power is the only Reality”. 

 In the populist imaginaƟon, courts don’t really care about jusƟce. 

 Newspapers don’t care about facts. 

 ScienƟfic insƟtuƟons are not commiƩed to the ruth. 

They are all power-hungry groups feathering their own news at the expense of the people. 

 

This appeals to the majority because: 

1. It reduces all interacƟons to power struggles and simplifies Reality. 
Events like war, economic crises, natural disasters and even epidemics are easy to 
understand. 

2. The populist view is someƟmes correct. 
Every human insƟtuƟon is indeed fallible and suffers from some level of corrupƟon 
and lots of mistakes. 
Populists rightly point these out. 
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Strongmen are aƩracted to populism (praja-karshaka-vadam / పƔజ�కరŷకĺాదం) for a different 

reason. 

It gives them an ideological basis (saiddhanƟka punaadi / Ľ¿ౖİ�ţ ంǳక ప­Ĳ�İ�) or false 

jusƟficaƟon (tappudu samarthana / తప­ťడ¦ సమరšన) to make themselves dictators while 

pretending to be democrats. 

It is a useful excuse for strongmen to neutralise or take control of self-correcƟng 
mechanisms of democracy. 

 

Judges, journalists and professors chase poliƟcal interests for power. 

The strongman (people’s champion) should control these posiƟons and prevent them 
from falling into the hands of the people’s enemies. 

Even bureaucrats in charge of holding elecƟons, counƟng, and declaring results may 
be part of an evil conspiracy. 

They too should be replaced with the strongman’s loyalists. 

 

In a well-funcƟoning democracy, ciƟzens believe in the results of elecƟons, decisions of 
courts, reports of media outlets, and finding of scienƟsts. 

Because ciƟzens believe that these insƟtuƟons are commiƩed to the Truth. 

But once the people are made to think that Power is the only Reality, they lose trust in these 
insƟtuƟons. 

Democracy collapses and the strongmen seize total power. 

 

There is sƟll one more danger. 

Populism could lead to anarchy instead of totalitarianism, when people lose trust in the 
strongmen themselves. 

This is how military dictatorships come about. 

 

That is when mythology comes into play to preserve Order. 

A messiah emerges as the next strongman. 

 

9.3 Measuring the Strength of Democracies 

Overwhelming majoriƟes aŌer elecƟons is taken as proof of a mysƟcal bond (ateen-driya 
bandham / అǴంİ�Ɣయ బంధం) between the leader and the people. 

This happens in PuƟn’s Russia, in Iran and even in North Korea where elecƟons are held like 
clockwork. 
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The quesƟons we must ask to measure the strength of democracies are: 

 “What mechanisms prevent the central government from rigging elecƟons?” 

 “How safe is it for leading media outlets to criƟcise the government?” 

 “How much authority does the centre grab for itself?” 

 

Democracy and dictatorships are not binary opposites (dvandva vyaƟ-rekathalu / దŵందŵ 

వŪǳĸÃకతల¡), but rather a conƟnuum (avi-chinna pravaham / అȇǩŗనŤ పƔĺాహం). 
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In order to decide whether a network is closer to the democraƟc or the dictatorial end of the 
conƟnuum, we need to understand how informaƟon flows in the network and what shapes 
the poliƟcal conversaƟon. 

 

When a strongman dictates all the decisions and even his closest advisers are terrified to 
voice a dissenƟng view (bhinnabhiprayam / ǻĲ�ŤǻǷƔా యం), no conversaƟon is taking place. 

Such a network is at the extreme dictatorial end (Ɵvrasthayi / ǴవƔȎాš ķ) of the spectrum. 

When nobody can voice opinions publicly, but do so behind closed doors, then this is a small 
baby step in the direcƟon of democracy. 

If 10% of the populaƟon parƟcipate in the poliƟcal conversaƟon by airing opinions, voƟng in 
fair elecƟons, and running for office, that may be considered a limited democracy (parimita 
prajaa-swaamyam / పĸ�ǽత పƔజ�ȎాŵమŪం). 

This last was in the early days of the United States and many European countries when only 
wealthy, properƟed white men had such poliƟcal rights. 

 

Why do we call it a baby step? 

From a moral and ethical (naithika mariyu dharmika / Ĳ±ౖǳక మĸ�య� ı�ĸ�ũక) point of view, 

democracy is about giving everyone a voice and hearing what they say. 

But from a historic point of view, it is about Autocrats in the centre not keeping all power, 
not abolishing self-correcƟng mechanisms, and not becoming Dictators. 

 

In today’s USA and most of western Europe, people are more or less free to say almost 
anything they want. 
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Strong aƩacks on the government are a daily occurrence. 

Everybody votes once in 4-5 years. 

But where are the crucial conversaƟons (kilakam-aina sambhashanalu / అతŪంత ĥ�లకĶ¸Ûన 

సంĵ�షణల¡) taking place? And who sits in those rooms? 

Technically, it should be the US Congress and European parliaments. 

But when was the last Ɵme that a convincing speech (oppin-chela unde prasan-gam / 
ఒĳిťంĨేల� ఉంĬే పƔసంగం) by a member of one party made members of the other party change 

their minds about anything? 

They are not yet fully at the democraƟc end of the conƟnuum. 

 

Democracies die not only when people are not free to talk, but also when people are not 
willing to listen. 

(prajalaku matlade swecha lenappudu matrame kadu, vaaru vinadaniki siddhamgaa 
lenappudu kuda prajaswamyalu antarinchipotayi / పƔజలక¡ మ�ట�ų Ĭే ĽÐŵచŗ లÌనప­ťడ¦ మ�తƔĶÉ 

ĥాదు, ĺార  ȇనĬ�ǵĥ� ĽిదţంĦా లÌనప­ťడ¦ క¥Ĭ� పƔజ�Ȏాŵమ�Ūల¡ అంతĸ�ంǩǷč Į�ķ.) 

 

9.4 Stone Age Democracies 

Let us look at the above definiƟon of democracy and go back to see how changes in 
informaƟon technology and informaƟon flows have shaped the history of democracy. 

Democracy was the most common poliƟcal 
system among hunter-gatherers. 

Obviously, they did not have formal 
insƟtuƟons like elecƟons, courts and media 
outlets. 

But their informaƟon networks were 
distributed and gave plenty of 
opportuniƟes for self-correcƟon. 

Bands numbering just a few dozen people 
could easily share informaƟon among all 

band members and the Band could decide where to pitch camp, where to go hunƟng and 
how to handle a conflict with another Band. 

 

Bands usually belonged to a larger Tribe that included hundreds or thousands of people. 

When important choices affecƟng whole Tribes had to be made things were sƟll small 
enough for large percentage of members to gather in one place and discuss. 
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Bands and Tribes someƟmes had dominant leaders, but they could exercise only limited 
authority (parimita adhikaram / పĸ�ǽత అı�ĥారం). 

Leaders had no armies, police force, or government bureaucrats. 

So, they could not impose their will by force (tama sankalpaanni ruddalekapoyaru / తమ 

సంకల�ťǵŤ ర దŢలÌకǷč య�ర ). 

Leaders also found it difficult to control the economic basis of people’s lives. 

In a hunter-gatherer economy, centralised economic control was not possible. 

Their economies were diversified (vaividhya-bharitham-aina / ĺ±ౖȇధŪభĸ�తĶ¸Ûన). 

Even a group of leaders could not fence the great Savanna woodland-grassland ecoregion 
and stop people from gathering plants and hunƟng animals. 

As a last resort, hunter-gatherers could vote with their feet. 

If they found the Leader too bad, they would take their few belongings, personal skills, 
personal friends, and walk away. 
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9.5 Agricultural RevoluƟon  

In the millennia following the agricultural revoluƟon, it became easier to centralise the flow 
of informaƟon. 

It became more difficult to maintain democraƟc conversaƟon. 

Bureaucrats and armies allowed the leaders to monopolise (guƩa-adhipatyani-ki / 
గ�Į�Š ı�పĮ�Ūǵĥ�) key economic assets – land, irrigaƟon, agricultural implements, and slave 

labour. 

InformaƟon about ownership, taxaƟon, diplomacy and poliƟcs made it hard for ciƟzens to 
keep in direct touch with one another. 

 

There was no mass communicaƟon technology and it was not possible to gather tens of 
thousands of people into a city square to hold discussions. 

Democracy was sƟll possible for small city-states, but with a limited number of people 
parƟcipaƟng. 

It was no longer like the democracy that hunter-gatherers experienced. 

No large-scale kingdom or empire operated on democraƟc lines. 

By about 300 AD all major human socieƟes on earth were centralised informaƟon networks 
without any self-correcƟng mechanisms. 

This social organisaƟon conƟnued for the next 1,000 years. 

This was true of the Roman Empire, Persian Empire, Kushan and Gupta Empires, Han Empire. 

 

Emperors and autocrats certainly wanted total control. 

But that was not the real reason why there was no democracy. 

There was simply no way to conduct or sustain a democraƟc conversaƟon because the 
technology did not exist. 

 

When the informaƟon network is strong and the people believe in and accept the dominant 
mythology (prabala purana-gaatha / పƔబల ప­ĸాణĦాథ), there is no need for secret police and 

military force to maintain social order. 

For thousands of years, big, middle, small and poor peasants all together accepted disparity, 
oppression and misery under the rule of the feudal lords, the aristocracy. 

Every single person in agrarian socieƟes accepted ascribed roles, occupaƟons (nirdesita 
paatralu mariyu vruƩhi / ǵĸÃŢȋత ǷాతƔల¡ మĸ�య� వృǳŠ ) as their ordained fate (vihita 

kartavyam / ȇľ�త కరŠవŪం). 

 

Social order was maintained in an unfair and unjust society through a binding of evidently 
opposite interest groups. 
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This is what an informaƟon network achieves. 

It creates a nexus that connects the exploiter and exploited, the oppressor and oppressed, 
into an ironic cohesiveness (viruddham-aina ekikruta / ȇర దţĶ̧Ûన ఏĥ�కృత). 

 

UnƟl a new and radical informaƟon network emerges and history moves forward… 

 

9.6 Lived Experiences (prathyaksha anubhavam / పƔతŪǖ అనుభవం) 

In order to hold a conversaƟon, freedom to talk and willingness to listen is not enough. 

Two other technical precondiƟons are needed: 

 

1. People need to be within hearing range of each other. This was not possible in large 
territories. 

2. People need to have at least a basic understanding of what they are talking about. 
Otherwise, they are just making noise; not having a meaningful conversaƟon (arda-
vantam-aina sambhashana / అరšవంతĶ¸Ûన సంĵ�షణ). 

 

People generally have a good understanding of local issues (sthanika samasyalu / Ȏాš ǵక 

సమసŪల¡) of which they have direct experience. 

Poor people have insights about poverty and economics much more than professors. 

But lived experience (prathyaksha anubhavam / పƔతŪǖ అనుభవం) is not enough to 

understand poliƟcal issues. 

Large-scale poliƟcal conversaƟon (bhari sthaayi rajakiya charcha / ĵ�ĸ� Ȏాš ķ ĸాజĥ�య చరŖ) 

would be impossible. 

Every group of people would talk meaningfully only about its own experience. 

Nobody else would understand what they were saying. 

 

The only way to have a large-scale poliƟcal conversaƟon among different, diverse groups of 
people, is if people can gain some understanding of issues that they have never experienced 
firsthand (vaaru prathyakshamgaa anubhavinchanidi / ĺార  పƔతŪǖంĦా అనుభȇంచǵİ�). 

In large polity, it is crucial to have an educaƟon system and media that informs people about 
things they have never personally faced (vyakthi-gathamga eppudu edur-coni vishayalu / 
వŪĥ�ŠగతంĦా ఎప­ťడూ ఎదుĸĆŐǵ ȇషయ�ల¡). 

We call it conscienƟsaƟon (rajakiya chaitanyee-karana / ĸాజĥ�య ĨైతǶŪకరణ). 
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People across large kingdoms and empires do share some cultural ideas (konni samskruthika 
bhavanalanu panchukuntaru / ĥóǵŤ ȎాంసŐృǳక ĵ�వనలను పంచుక¡ంట�ర ). 

These shared cultural beliefs were important to preserve Order and hold the empire 
together. 

But their poliƟcal implicaƟons were not clear (rajakiya parinamalu / ĸాజĥ�య పĸ�ణ�మ�ల¡). 

 

We cannot fault only the rulers – emperors and autocrats (niran-kusha paalakulu / ǵరంక¡శ 

Ƿాలక¡ల¡). 

Due to the size of their empires and the available informaƟon technology, democracy was 
simply unworkable (pani cheyaledu / పǵ ĨేయలÌదు). 

Even Plato and Aristotle argued that democracy can work only in small-scale city-states. 
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10 MASS MEDIA MAKES MASS DEMOCRACY POSSIBLE 
 

Mass media is the ability to quickly connect millions of people even when they are separated 
by large distances. 

The prinƟng press (not the leƩerpress we talked about earlier) was a crucial technology in 
this direcƟon. 

It became possible to cheaply and quickly produce large numbers of books and pamphlets. 

This allowed more people to voice their opinions and be heard over a large territory. 

 

Let us look at two examples of large-scale democracy: 

 The Polish-Lithuanian commonwealth in 1569 

 The Dutch Republic in 1579 

 

10.1 The Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth 

It is true that in both these examples, the 
poliƟcs of “democracy” was limited to only 
a limited minority of relaƟvely wealthy 
ciƟzens. 

In the Polish Commonwealth, it was limited 
to about 300,000 adult members of the 
nobility who were just 5% of the total adult 
populaƟon. 

They could even elect their King. 

But since voƟng required travelling long 
distances, very few exercised their right. 

Only 3,000 to 7,000 people voted – i.e. 1-
2%. 

 

But, as we have seen, democracy is never a maƩer of all or nothing (anthaa ledaa emi ledu / 
అంĮ� లÌİ� ఏǾ లÌదు). 

It is a conƟnuum (avi-chinna pravaham / అȇǩŗనŤ పƔĺాహం). 

 

There were problems because the elected parliament could approve or block a new law, 
even a taxaƟon decision of the King and foreign affairs. 

As a result, very liƩle was done in the Polish-Lithuanian empire which was huge (today’s 
Poland, Lithuania, Belarus and Ukraine). 

But these ciƟzens enjoyed full freedom of assembly and religion. 
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Catholics, Greek Orthodox, Lutherans, Calvinists, Jews and Muslims co-existed in harmony. 

In the end, the Polish-Lithuanian experiment in decentralisaƟon proved impracƟcal 
(aacharana saadhyam kaani / ఆచరణ ȎాధŪం ĥాǵ). 

It did not have the informaƟon, communicaƟon, and educaƟon system needed to hold a 
useful poliƟcal conversaƟon (upayoga-karamaina rajakiya charcha / ఉపȂగకరĶ̧Ûన 

ĸాజĥ�య చరŖ). 

Its self-correcƟng mechanisms were too costly, paralysing the power (adhikaranni 
stambhimpa-jeyadam / అı�ĥాĸాǵŤ సŠంǻంపజÃయడం) of the central government. 

This experiment in the 16th century shows that democracy also needs a strong centre. 

 

10.2 The Dutch Republic 

This experiment fared beƩer. 

The provinces were less centralised and did not have a king. 

The autonomous (svayampraƟpaƫ / సŵయంపƔǳపǳŠ ) provinces were made up of self-

governing towns. 

Moreover, this Republic was 25 Ɵmes smaller in landmass and had a much beƩer 
informaƟon, communicaƟon, and educaƟon system. 

The Republic also had a new informaƟon technology – Pamphlets (karapatralu / కరపĮ�Ɣ ల¡). 

 

10.3 Pamphlets & Newspapers 

In 1618, just a few issues were published, informing ciƟzens on various issues facing the 
Republic. 

By 1670, they became more regular. 

The newspaper is a periodic pamphlet (aavartana karapatram / ఆవరŠన కరపతƔం). 

It was different from the earlier once-off pamphlets because it had a much stronger self-
correcƟng mechanism. 

Since it came out regularly (daily, weekly or fortnightly), it had a chance to correct mistakes 
made in earlier ediƟons. 

This won the public’s trust. 

InformaƟon in newspapers were generally considered more reliable, at least from some 
people’s worldview. 

Reading 2 or 3 different newspapers gave the public the feeling that they knew all the 
parƟes’ worldviews (prapancha drukpatham / పƔపంచ దృకťథం). 

This allowed each reader to form her/his own opinion. 
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This changed the nature of poliƟcs. 

Newspapers played a crucial role in the formaƟon of early modern democracies in the 
United Provinces (Netherlands), UK and USA. 

When President Adams gave the very first Annual Message to the US legislature, the 
text and summaries of main points were printed over the next weeks and spread all 
across USA. 
Some people praised him; others cursed. But everyone had an opinion. 

 

Newspapers at that Ɵme were, of course, sƟll slow and limited compared to the mass media 
of today. 

Newspapers travelled at the pace of a horse or sailing ship (gurram nadaka vegam/ గ�రƘం 

నడక ĺÂగం). 

Very few people read them. 

There were no newsstands and people had to buy subscripƟons which were costly. 

Annual subscripƟons cost about a week’s wages of a skilled worker. 

 

In 1830 there were about 78,000 newspapers in circulaƟon – not of one single newspaper, 
but hundreds. 

A few hundred thousand read them. 

Maybe a million people heard them being read aloud, when there was some sensaƟonal 
news (sanchalanatmaka vartha / సంచలĲ�తũక ĺారŠ). 

 

No wonder, American democracy in those days was a limited affair – the exclusive domain 
(prathyeka paridhi / పƔĮేŪక పĸ�ı�) of about 1.3 million wealthy white men (25% of the 6 

million adult populaƟon). 

Of them 352,780 (7% of the adult populaƟon) actually voted. 

 

In Britain, only 400,000 had the right to vote. 

30% of the BriƟsh parliamentary seats were not even contested – i.e. they remained empty. 

 

Are we then talking about Democracy? 

In the USA, more than 1.5 million Americans were slaves in the 1820s. 

Forget poliƟcal rights; they had zero human rights, civil rights; they were properƟes of the 
whites. 
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We have already said that democracy and autocracy are not absolutes (khacchitamainavi 
kavu / ఖǩŖతĶ̧Ûనȇ ĥావ­). 

They are part of a conƟnuum. 

In the early 19th century, out of all large-scale Human socieƟes, USA was probably the closest 
to the democraƟc end of the conƟnuum. 

25% of adults having the right to vote was much higher than in Tsarist Russia, OƩoman 
empire, Gupta Empire or Chinese Empires where it was zero. 

 

Let us re-visit our basics. 

VoƟng in elecƟons is not the only thing that maƩers. 

In 1824, USA possessed much stronger self-correcƟng mechanisms than many countries 
today. 

The founding fathers constructed mulƟple overlapping self-correcƟng mechanisms and 
called them “checks and balances”. 

Modern informaƟon technology, combined with freedom of press helped the self-correcƟng 
mechanisms survive even as the country grew bigger and bigger. 

 

It is these self-correcƟng mechanisms that gradually allowed the US to expand franchise 
(right to vote) to all adults, abolish slavery, and become a more inclusive democracy. 

These same founding fathers made enormous mistakes. 

They endorsed slavery (banisatvanni samarthin-charu / బ�ǵసĮ�ŵǵŤ సమĸ�šంĨ�ర ), they 

denied women the right to vote, etc. but they also provided the tools for their descendants 
(vaarasulu / ĺారసుల¡) to correct their mistakes. 

That as their greatest legacy (varasatvam / ĺారసతŵం). 

 

10.4 20th Century: Mass Democracy, but also Mass Totalitarianism 

Printed newspapers were just the first forerunner (mundhunnavadu / మ�ందునŤĺాడ¦) of the 

age of mass media. 

In the 19th and 20th centuries, a long list of new communicaƟon and transportaƟon 
technologies emerges. 

Telegraph, telephone, television, radio, trains, steamships and aeroplanes supercharged the 
power of mass media. 

 When a public speech was given in Athens in 350 BC, it was aimed at a limited 
audience actually present in Athen’s square. 

 When President Adams gave his speech in 1825, his words spread at the pace of a 
horse. 
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 When President Abraham Lincoln gave his famous GeƩysburg Address in 1863, 
telegraphs, locomoƟves and steamships conveyed his words faster throughout the 
country and the whole world. 

 Mahatma Gandhi spread his message of Swaraj to the four corners of India through 
newspapers that he edited. 

 

In the 21st century, things really picked up speed. 

New technologies allowed masses of people, spread over vast territories, connect in real 
Ɵme. 

Today, to hear a President or some other leader speak, all we have to do is press a buƩon 
when siƫng at home. 

Large-scale democracy has now become feasible (saadhyamayye/ ȎాధŪమķÊŪ). 

Millions of people, separated by thousands of kilometres, can conduct informed and 
meaningful public debates about rapidly changing issues. 

 

But we have to be very cauƟous. 

Mass media has made large-scale democracy possible. 

It has not made it inevitable (anivaryam kaadu / అǵĺారŪం ĥాదు). 

Democracy will not automaƟcally follow. 

 

It has also made other types of totalitarian and dictatorial regimes possible (sarvaadhikara 
palanalu / సĸాŵı�ĥార Ƿాలనల¡). 

 

Dictators can be instantaneously be heard by hundreds of millions 

They can also receive and process data on the daily lives of the populaƟon through phone 
and telegraph from millions of secret police and informers. 

 

In today’s world, surveillance (sampoorna nighaa / సంప®రş ǵఘ�) is possible by cross-

referring (paraspara nirdharana / పరసťర ǵĸాţ రణ) exhausƟve personal informaƟon on every 

single aspect of each ciƟzen. 

This has become possible using tools to instantly connect and analyse massive informaƟon 
that people voluntarily and compulsorily supply. 
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11 A BRIEF HISTORY OF TOTALITARIANISM 
 

11.1 Totalitarianism & Authoritarianism (Autocrats) 

Totalitarianism (sarvaadhikaravadam / సĸాŵı�ĥారĺాదం) should not be confused with 

Authoritarianism (nirankushavadam / ǵరంక¡శĺాదం). 

Totalitarianism is a special kind of dictatorship. 

 

Totalitarian systems are convinced of their own infallibility and trustworthiness. 

They seek total control over the totality of people’s personal lives. 

Before the invenƟon of the telegraph, radio and other modern informaƟon technology, 
large-scale totalitarian regimes were impossible. 

 

Roman emperors, OƩoman caliphs and Mongol khans were ruthless autocrats (nirankusha 
paalakulu / ǵరంక¡శ Ƿాలక¡ల¡) who believed they were infallible. 

   
 

But they did not have the apparatus (parikaram / పĸ�కరం) needed to impose totalitarian 

control over large socieƟes. 

 

Let us once again clarify the difference between totalitarian regimes and autocraƟc regimes: 

 In an AutocraƟc network, there are no legal limits on the will of the ruler, but there 
are lots of technical limits. 

 In a Totalitarian network, there are not too many technical limits. 

 

In an AutocraƟc regime like the Roman empire, rulers could execute any person who 
displeased them. 

If some law got in their way, they could ignore or change the law. 
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Caeser Nero murdered his mother, his wife, and forced his mentor to commit suicide. 
He also executed or exiled some of the most respected and powerful Roman 
aristocrats for telling jokes about him. 

But autocraƟc rulers like Nero could not know what most people were doing or 
saying. 

TheoreƟcally, Nero could issue an order that anyone who criƟcised or insulted the 
emperor should be killed. 

But he had no technical means for implemenƟng such an order. 

Therefore, he had a very limited type of terror. 

 

Modern totalitarian regimes like Stalin’s USSR implemented terror (bhibhatsanni amalu 
chesaru / ǼభĮ�ŸǵŤ అమల¡ ĨేĻార ) on an altogether different scale. 

Totalitarianism is the aƩempt to control what every person, throughout the country, is doing 
and saying every moment of the day. 

If possible, also what every person is thinking and feeling (aalochana mariyu anubhuƟ / 
ఆలĐచన మĸ�య� అనుభ¢ǳ). 

Nero might have dreamed of such powers, but he did not have the tools to achieve it. 

 

11.2 OccupaƟonal Hazzard 

Nero and other Autocrats had an even bigger problem. 

They had to ensure the loyalty (vidheyata / ȇıేయత) of their bureaucrats and soldiers. 

Not a single Roman autocraƟc emperor was ever toppled by a democraƟc revoluƟon. 

They were assassinated by their own generals, officials, bodyguards or family members. 

 

Nero was killed by Galba, the Governor of Hispania; 
Galba by Otho, governor of Lusitania; 
Otho by ViƩelius, commander of the Rhine army; 
Vitellius by Vespasian, commander of the Judaea army. 

 

Being killed by a subordinate (adhinamlo unnavaru / అı�నంలĐ ఉనŤĺార ) was the biggest 

occupaƟonal hazard (vruƫparamaina pramadam / వృǳŠపరĶ¸Ûన పƔమ�దం) for all pre-modern 

Autocrats. 

 

In any form of governance, the relaƟonship between Rulers and the Ruled (paalakulu mariyu 
palithulu / Ƿాలక¡ల¡ మĸ�య� Ƿాȃత§ల¡) has to one of acceptance (angikaram / అంĦ�ĥారం). 

This is true for modern totalitarians as well as dictatorships. 
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It is a paradox (virodhaabhasam / ȇĸĆı�ĵ�సం) that even in a dictatorship, it is the people, 

the Ruled, who have a choice to be ruled by the dictator. 

This is why most modern totalitarians are shrouded in enigma (oka anthuchikkani 
rahasyamto / ఒక అంత§ǩకŐǵ రహసŪంĮČ). 

It is parƟally true (paksikanga nijam / Ƿాǘ�కంĦా ǵజం) even in majoritarianism. 

 

Forced order can be maintained by using secret police, army and suppression (anachiveta / 
అణǩĺÂత) of all self-correcƟon mechanisms. 

But unrest will ferment just below the surface (uparitalam kinda ashanƟ raajukuntundi / 
ఉపĸ�తలం ĥ�ంద అĻాంǳ ĸాǯక¡ంట�ంİ�). 

 

11.3 Communist Totalitarianism 

Modern technology enabled large-scale democracy. 

It also made large-scale totalitarianism possible. 

 

In the 19th century, industrial economies allowed governments to employ many more 
administrators. 

New informaƟon technologies like the telegraph and radio made it possible to quickly 
connect and supervise all these administrators. 

InformaƟon and power started to get concentrated like never before. 

 

When the Bolsheviks (communists) seized control of Russia aŌer the 1917 revoluƟon, they 
benefited from this tremendous concentraƟon of informaƟon and power. 

Marx had taught them how all human socieƟes were dominated by corrupt and greedy 
(avineeƟparulaina mariyu durasaparulaina / అȇǶǳపర ల»ౖన మĸ�య� దుĸాశపర ల»ౖన) elites 

who oppressed the people. 

The communists were the messiahs, just like Moses and Jesus, who would liberate the 
people and create a perfectly just society on earth. 

In this mission, they had to overcome numerous enemies and obstacles. 

 

Communists did not believe in any self-correcƟng mechanisms that might quesƟon their 
vision or methods (drukpatham ledaa paddhatulu / దృకťథం లÌİ� పదţత§ల¡). 

Just like the Catholic Church, they too believed that individual party members may make 
mistakes; but the Party was always correct. 
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Belief in their own infallibility made the communists destroy Russia’s newly emerging 
democraƟc insƟtuƟons like elecƟons, independent courts, the free press, and opposiƟon 
parƟes. 

A one-party Totalitarian regime was born. 

 

11.4 SoluƟon for the OccupaƟonal Hazzard 

In the 1930s and 1940s, Stalin perfected the totalitarian system. 

The Stalinist network had 3 main branches: 

1. Government apparatus – ministries, regional administrators, Red Army 

2. Communist party apparatus of the Soviet Union  

3. Secrete police first called Cheka, the OGPU, NKVD, MGB and finally KGB 
In 1937, it had 270,000 agents and millions of informers 

 

Each branch was looking at what the other branch was doing. 

In modern totalitarian systems, the problem of revolts by subordinates was solved in this 
manner. 

 

Throughout history, the army had enormous poliƟcal power. 

In 20th century totalitarian regimes, the regular army had much less power than the secret 
police – the informaƟon army. 

The secret police could never defeat the regular army in tradiƟonal warfare. 

But it was powerful because of its command of informaƟon. 

Being a general in Stalin’s days was one of the most dangerous jobs in the world. 

 

 One-third of the older communist party members were killed. 

 33 members of the Politburo (42%) were shot. 

 98 members of the central commiƩee (70%) were shot. 

 98% of those who aƩended the 18th party congress in 1939 were imprisoned, 
expelled from Russia, or demoted. 

 The secret police itself were divided into several compartments. 

 Etc. 

 

11.5 Total Control 

Totalitarian regimes are based on the control of informaƟon, and suspicious (anumanaspada 
/ అనుమ�Ĳ�సťద) of any independent channels of informaƟon. 
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Therefore, a key aspect (keelaka amsham / ĥ�లక అంశం) of totalitarian regimes is that 

wherever people meet and exchange informaƟon, the regime should be there to keep an 
eye on them. 

There were government officials, party funcƟonaries, secret police and informants in every 
village and neighbourhood. 

 

This is the real reason why private economic acƟviƟes were destroyed and collecƟve farming 
and communes established. 

The excuse was that private property led to greed and an unjust society. 

 

Those who opposed this arrangement were called “Kulaks” or capitalist farmers. 

 About 5 million Kulak families were expelled from their homes and villages by 1933. 

 

This was true in Hitler’s Germany also. 

Since only the Nazis knew what the people really wanted, no one else could implement the 
people’s will (prajala sankalpam / పƔజల సంకలťం). 

 

11.6 Party and Church 

Were modern totalitarian insƟtuƟons like the Nazi Party or Soviet Communist Party very 
different from the earlier religious insƟtuƟons? 

AŌer all, churches and mosques also believed in their infallibility and had priests and 
mullahs everywhere. 

These priests and mullahs controlled the daily life of people, including their diet and sexual 
habits. 

So, was totalitarianism made possible only because modern informaƟon technology? 

 

In order to answer these quesƟons, we need to examine the major differences between 
modern totalitarianism and pre-modern religious insƟtuƟons. 

 

1. Firstly, modern totalitarianism worked by deploying several overlapping surveillance 
mechanisms and keeping check not only on the populaƟon, but also on each other. 

In most pre-modern socieƟes, the religious insƟtuƟons and state insƟtuƟons 
(controlled by kings and rulers) clashed with each other. 

Such a clash is unthinkable in modern totalitarianism. 

The whole idea of totalitarianism is to prevent any separaƟon of powers. 

2. Another major difference is that pre-modern totalitarian insƟtuƟons resisted change 
(maarpunu prathighaƟnchaaru / మ�ర ťను పƔǳఘట�ంĨ�ర ). 
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Modern totalitarian regimes claimed to be revoluƟonary (viplavatmakamainadani 
perkonnaaru / ȇపųĺాతũకĶ̧Ûనదǵ ĳÐĸôŐĲ�Ťర ) and demanded change. 

3. Religious insƟtuƟons developed slowly, over many centuries. 

Modern totalitarian parƟes like the Nazi Party and Soviet Communist Party were 
organized within a single generaƟon and promised to revoluƟonise society. 

4. And lastly, pre-modern totalitarian systems had the same limitaƟons that autocrats 
had in early authoritarian regimes. 

They did not have the technological informaƟon tools to know what was happening 
in every nook and corner of their regimes 

Local priests and mullahs had a large degree of autonomy. 

 

11.7 Wokeism 

The term Woke was coined by African American acƟvists in the 1930s. 

It quickly became poliƟcally correct to be aware of and aƩenƟve to social inequality, 
prejudice, and systemic injusƟce, parƟcularly regarding race and gender. 

'ĺĕȡ' అĲÂ పİ�ǵĥ� మ�ఖŪంĦా జ�ǳ, ȃంగ ĵÈİ�లక¡ సంబంı�ంǩన Ȏామ�ǭక అసమ�నత, పǖǷాతం, 

వŪవȎాš గత అĲ�Ūయం పటų  అవĦాహన కȃĦ� ఉండటం అǵ అరšం. 

Wokeism means being poliƟcally alert (rajakiyanga chaitanyavantamaina / ĸాజĥ�యంĦా 

ĨైతనŪవంతĶ̧Ûన) and conscious of societal prejudice (pakshapatam patla spruha kaligi 

undatam / పǖǷాతం పటų  సťృహ కȃĦ� ఉండటం). 

It describes a necessary, empatheƟc awareness (sanubhuƟto kudina avagahana / 
Ȏానుభ¢ǳĮČ క¥Ĭ�న అవĦాహన) of marginalized groups and societal fairness. 

It is virtue in democracy and wokeism has been the driving force for the progressive 
advancement of society (pragaƟseela purogaƟ / పƔగǳȌల ప­ĸĆగǳ). 

 

Totalitarian regimes use the term as a scornful and derogatory label to describe their 
poliƟcal opponents (apahaasyam mariyu avamanamtho kudina mudra / అపȏసŪం మĸ�య� 

అవమ�నంĮČ క¥Ĭ�న మ�దƔ). 

Authoritarians see progressive policies (pragaƟseela vidhanalu / పƔగǳȌల ȇı�Ĳ�ల¡), ideas 

and gestures as insincere, extreme, and prevenƟng their aƩempt at total control. 

 

11.8 How InformaƟon Flows 

We have seen that the new informaƟon technology of the late modern era gives rise to both, 
large-scale democracy as well as large-scale totalitarianism. 
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Without this technology, there was only autocracy. 

 

Democracy encourages informaƟon to flow through many independent channels. 

It allows many independent nodes to process the informaƟon and make decisions by 
themselves. 

 

Totalitarianism wants all informaƟon to pass through the central hub and doesn’t want any 
independent insƟtuƟons making decisions on Ɵer own. 

Totalitarianism gives the appearance of having three separate apparatus – government, 
party and secret police. 

But the whole purpose of this parallel apparatus is to prevent the emergence of any 
independent power that might challenge the centre. 

 

Both informaƟon networks – democracy and totalitarianism – have their advantages and 
disadvantages. 

The biggest advantage of a centralised totalitarian network is that it is extremely orderly. 

Decisions can be made quickly and enforced ruthlessly. 

This is very useful during wars and epidemics. 

 

Centralised informaƟon networks also have several disadvantages. 

The official channels oŌen get blocked because subordinates hide bad news. 

Another reason is to try and preserve Order. 

The chief aim of totalitarian informaƟon networks is to preserve Order than to discover 
Truth. 

On 26 April 1986, Soviet ciƟzens were the last to know about the Chernobyl nuclear 
reactor explosion. 

AuthoriƟes suppressed all new of the disaster and ciƟzens took no steps to protect 
themselves from radiaƟon. 

When some officials in Chernobyl and nearby towns requested immediate evacuate 
the populaƟon, their superiors’ chief concern was to avoid the spread of alarming 
news. 

So, they cut off phone lines and told the employees not to talk about the disaster. 

2 days later, Swedish scienƟsts noƟced that radiaƟon levels were high and the 
western press broke the news. 

 

If a similar accident had happened in a democracy and authoriƟes had not informed the 
President, newspapers would have published the story. 

If one newspaper went along with the authoriƟes, two others would jump to get a scoop. 
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On 28 Mach 1979 there was a serious accident in the Three Mile Island nuclear 
reactor in Pennsylvania. 

The accident began at about 4:00 am and was noƟced by 6:30 am. 

An emergency was declared at 6:56 am and the Emergency Management Agency 
(EMA) took over at 7:02 am. 

The radio staƟon aired a short report at 8:25 am. 

 

In the USSR, that radio staƟon would have been in serious trouble. 

But in America, ciƟzens learned about the accident, and NGOs, academicians, experts and 
others could openly discuss the immediate causes and future policy measures. 

 

11.9 Nobody is Perfect 

Self-correcƟng mechanisms of both, totalitarian and authoritarian networks are either very 
weak or totally absent. 

Since they believe they are infallible, they see no need for such mechanisms. 

And also, because such mechanisms might challenge them. 

 

Then there are no free courts, media outlets or research centres to expose and correct the 
daily abuse of power. 

The leader may someƟmes proclaim an anƟ-corrupƟon campaign. 

This would be just a smoke screen for one facƟon of the regime to purge the other facƟon. 

 

When serious shortcomings do come out, all problems are blamed on “foreign enemies”, 
“internal traitors” or “corrupt subordinates”. 

The leader then demands even more power in order to deal with these guilty parƟes. 

 

In spite of very many disasters, these systems do funcƟon. 

They are a success in terms of maintaining Order on a giganƟc scale. 

Hundreds of millions of people are kept in line. 

In the 1940s and early 1950s, many people across the world believed that Soviet style 
communism was the best future for Human socieƟes. 

It was humanity’s best shot at ending capitalist exploitaƟon and creaƟng a perfectly just 
society. 

 

InformaƟon systems can reach far with just a liƩle Truth and a lot of Order. 

You can oppose the moral and ethical (naithika mariyu dharmika / Ĳ±ౖǳక మĸ�య� ı�ĸ�ũక) 

aspects of these systems, 
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But cannot call them inefficient (asamardhamaina / అసమరšĶ̧Ûన). 

 

With more and more informaƟon technology in today’s world, networks will struggle to find 
the right balance between Truth and Order. 

Some will choose to prioriƟse Truth (satyaniki pradhanyatha / సĮ�Ūǵĥ� ǷƔా ı�నŪత) and 

maintain strong self-correcƟng mechanisms. 

Others will choose to do the opposite. 

But the new informaƟon revoluƟon has one unique feature (prathyeka lakshanam / పƔĮేŪక 

లǖణం), different from anything we have even seen before. 

Hitherto, every informaƟon network in history relied on Human mythmakers (maanava 
puranakartalu / మ�నవ ప­ĸాణకరŠల¡) and Human bureaucrats to funcƟon. 

PrinƟng press, radio, etc. have had a far-reaching impact on history. 

But it was always the job of Humans to compose the texts, interpret the texts, and decide 
who should be burned as a witch or made a slave as a kulak. 

Now, Humans will have to deal with digital mythmakers and digital bureaucrats. 

 

The divide in 21st century poliƟcs might not be between democracies and totalitarian 
regimes. 

It may be between Human beings and nonhuman agents (manavethara kartalu / మ�నĺÂతర 

కరŠల¡). 

The silicon curtain may separate all Humans from our unfathomable (anthuchikkani / 
అంత§ǩకŐǵ) algorithms. 


