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SUMMARY 

Loucas G. Christophorou

Thank you Professor Stefanis and Professor Contopoulos for an extraordinary session.  I wish to begin by expressing my sincere appreciation to the distinguished panel, the speakers, the chairs, the participants, and the staff of the Academy for making this symposium such a unique event, worthy of our Academy’s founding father, Plato. I believe he would be pleased with our deliberations, and had he been with us he might have asked a few questions himself, especially on some of the difficult questions we addressed which did not exist then!

As I am sure you recognize, it is not an easy task to summarize these proceedings. I shall however attempt to highlight the following: (SLIDE )

1. The Search for Universal Values. We have searched broadly for unifying, universal, shared values, in philosophy, religion, national cultures, science, and beyond.  We looked for universal values to serve as standards for value judgment, and sought unity not identity of values for we recognize that values are culture specific and they evolve. The unity of values we searched for is derived through continuous dialogue, mutual learning and understanding, readjustment and accommodation. Universal Values we found out are deeply embedded in human dignity and the basic requirements for such dignity. The major hindrance to the emergence of common values is prejudice and fear; the major effective means to identify common values is knowledge, wisdom, and, in the words of Archbishop Anastasios, the evolution of our consciousness.

Culture-specific values reign supremely. In the springs of national cultures lay the microcultural value judgment systems of the peoples of the world. Professor Constantinos Despotopoulos laid down the philosophical foundation of universal values with reference to the values of ancient Greece. There, man is the supreme value and the measure of all things, his attributes are wisdom, virtue, moderation, balance, civility, responsibility, duty, patience, heroism, and greatness; he respects life, nature and the law, and he knows himself and the limits of his freedom.  

Similarly, Professor Yersu Kim focused on the values of the countries in North East Asia which have historically been influenced by Confucian ideas. He maintains that while Western values based on individualism, rationalism, belief in science and progress were attractive to the peoples of North East Asia, they are now increasingly been “considered irrelevant if not unproductive”. Instead, “East Asian Solutions” to the problems facing humanity are sought based on education, consensus forming, harmony, and responsibility. Dr. Kim advocates a cultural transformation in terms of common values.

Professor Felipe Fernandez-Armesto cautioned that the search for universal values is bound to be vitiated by the consequences of our long history of cultural divergence, which has produced the national and local cultures and has made mutual understanding difficult.  The history of global cultural exchanges over the last 500 years worries him because it has multiplied misunderstanding and has created new cultures with uneasily compatible values. He, nonetheless, recognizes hopeful signs for a rare period of cultural reconvergence. And so do others. Indeed, modern scientific advances and scientific technology make possible intercultural interactions and broader understanding, and de facto interdependence of the peoples of the world. This is a new property of the world. It offers a new outlook and a hopeful perspective of higher levels of unity that would accelerate the convergence on a substratum of minimum common, shared universal values.

Professor Fernandez- Armesto considers diversity and pluralism as universal values because they are an integral part of our historic past.

Across cultures and throughout history lays the belief in God, the belief in the existence of another world beyond the present physical and the attendant transcendental values of religion. Humankind, we were told by Archbishop Demetrios, experiences the presence of the Divine and the interaction with It. There exist shared common tendencies of thought and action toward the Divine and contingent shared universal religious values among them the sense of reverence, the value of redemption, the sense of blessing, the value of prayer, the value of memory, the value of music, and the value of love, the core universal religious value. The universal dimension of love was stressed by Archbishop Anastasios, for explicitly or implicitly love is present in all religions and cultures –indeed in all persons – and is thus a human value, truly universal.

Similarly, Professor Huston Smith listed among the values of man the existence of a transcendent world along with the physical, and Archbishop Anastasios, and Professor David Hollenbach, articulated the religious foundation of values and their universal character. They stressed the recognition that there exists within the religious teachings of the world a consensus on common values that speaks directly to us and our crucial global problems and which can form the foundation of global ethics. The Golden rule, for instance, can be found in the ethical teachings of all the world religions and requires a commitment to respect life and dignity, individuality and diversity. 

While (traditional, religious) values are viewed as permanent and universally applicable (they are likened by Professor George Contopoulos to the permanence and general applicability of the physical laws), clearly they need to consider adjusting to the new human conditions, the new knowledge and the new facts (just as the physical laws do when the new facts demand it).  It is in this spirit that Dr. Jerome Binde posed the question “what ethics for the 21rst century?”, Professor Panos Ligomenides referred to the evolution of values, and Professor Emmanuel Roukounas spoke of inherent limits in the search of common values. 

And it is within this spirit as well that throughout this Symposium it has been emphasized that traditional values need to be extended to the realities of the modern world. They need, for instance, to go beyond man and embrace the world as a whole and all nature. We need “a fundamental readjustment of human relationship to nature,”  Dr. Kim told us. Modern society requires an accommodation of universal values and the ethical implications of modern scientific knowledge, and engage itself in a continuous assessment of human values, to be done, in the words of Professor Erling Norrby, “with humility that reflects our respect for the totality of life on earth”.

2. Universal Values.   The common substratum of universal values discussed at this symposium includes:

-   Recognition of right and wrong and the virtues the peoples of the world agree on;

-  Commitment to nonviolence, justice and solidarity, tolerance and truthfulness, mutual respect; commitment to human-dignity-based universal values including the material basis this obligation entails;

-   Respect for human values themselves, respect of cultural diversity, respect for human rights both individual and collective, and respect for life and nature; 

-   Acceptance of the Principle of Reciprocity (known as the Golden Rule) and the rationality of science;

-   Safeguarding man’s cultural heritage, historic facts, objective knowledge, and truth.

3. Our Common Values and our Common Problems. It was argued that common values are: 

-   Central to human rights and freedoms; 

-  Fundamental binding principles and irrevocable standards for moral attitudes and global ethics; guides of human behavior; the foundation on which to build a just and peaceful world;

-   Needed to raise the conscience of humanity to alleviate human suffering and want and protect the earth and the life it supports;

-   Necessary to guide scientific research and applications of scientific knowledge for the benefit of society;

-   The forces which would enable marshalling the resources of science and technology to educate and “humanize” the world, and bind its fragmented value judgment system.
-   The foundation for human understanding and collective consciousness.

Human rights. A great deal of discussion centered on universal values and human rights. All human beings possess human rights. Professor David Hollenbach believes that although religious loyalty can be an obstacle to the promotion of human rights (in that religious identity may limit rights to those who possess that identity), there is “notable support for a universal human rights ethic among the people of major religions”.   To Professor Tore Lindholm human rights derive from the inherent human dignity and are grounded in and morally validated by universal values. But, he argues, that in a world beset with an over-abundance of competing universalist normative commitments, validating universal human rights from universal values “must take the shape of overlapping justification of human rights”. 

Education.   Paedeia, we were told, is a human value and an effective means of facilitating the emergence and ecumenical acceptance of universal common values.   Professor Helene Glykatzi-Ahrweiler emphasized the role of universal values in education and, conversely, the role of education (paedeia) in fostering and cultivating universal common values in our children and youth

Professor Peter Rentzepis stressed the importance of modern technology – the computer as tutor and the Internet as a means of studying and learning – for universal education and for reversing the widening gap between rich and poor nations. The future of the children everywhere is a good education, but for the children in third world countries a good education in science and engineering is also their escape from poverty and want. He called for a citizen’s alliance – The Olympic March for Third World Education, as he called it -- in the wealthy societies to eradicate illiteracy and to build a future in third world children by supplying them with the technological means they need. 

Unfortunately, this positive outlook about the uses of technology is not shared by others who pointed to the negative aspects of technological applications some of which they perceive to be the most catastrophic events of the 20th century. And herewith lays the mediating influence of universal values, to optimize the benefit and minimize the harm of scientific technology.

World peace. Dr John Brademas picked up the theme of education also. But here education is recognized as a powerful means for building democratic values and a culture of peace; as a means for deeper understanding and knowledge of societies other than one’s own; and as a basis for ridding ourselves of our prejudices toward each other and of recognizing our common humanity and values. These, Dr. Brademas argued, are essential elements in our quest for world peace and in our efforts to build a structure of relationships among the nations of the world that will prevent war. 

4. Universal Values and Science – The Need for Mutual Accommodation.  Science per se does not deal with values. Scientists do and science itself is not value free in the execution of scientific research and the application of scientific knowledge.  According to Professor Pieter Drenth the universality of scientific values is complementary to that of traditional values and the basis for guiding scientific research and its applications. Professor Drenth pointed out also that while the norms, method, laws, and rationality of science are universal, the interaction between science and ethical values is not. This was echoed by Professor Norrby who maintains that a scientist could contribute to human values because apparent (revealed) and empirical (consensus) knowledge are closely intertwined and because the advances of science confront us with new ethical problems. Similarly, Professor Polkinghorne while recognizing the difficulty in rightly assessing the role of universal values in science, he, too, emphasized that the concept of value is central to science and it plays a significant role in scientific research. He, furthermore, argued that through scientific knowledge we become wiser, and through scientific technology we become more able to discern and choose the good and discern and refuse the bad, and this, he believes, derives from the universality of moral value.

It was, however, generally recognized that there is a growing strenuous relationship between traditional values and science. Nowhere, it seems, traditional values and science face each other more intently, and scientific research and values are more intertwined, than in the field of biomedicine; a case in point is the current issue of human stem cell research. As Professors Polkinghorne, Blobel, Matsaniotis, Norrby, and others articulated, here values are forced to address the issues posed by science and science is forced to listen to the values of man because neither can answer the fundamental questions alone. 

When does human life begin? At what stage in its development does an embryo become a person with human rights and thus obligations toward it? These are but two of the new nontrivial and nontraditional questions. In seeking answers to them, we are confronted with the role of scientific knowledge in morality and values, and the role of the latter in the conduct of scientific research. The need for a broad and continued dialogue seeking holistic answers, consistent with human values is, but apparent.

 Most importantly, Professor Blobel proposed what might be considered a new paradigm in addressing this and similar vital such issues: Take a breadth of wisdom, go slowly and prudently and trust  that science will soon find an alternative more socially acceptable way to accomplish the desired result and which is consistent with the values of society. That is, go back to science and provide the sources needed for science to look for alternative process(es) to accomplish the desired result which are acceptable by the value systems of society and thus preferable. Similar views were expressed by Professor Moudrianakis.

In this and similar situations, there are those who advocate an ethic for science. Science, it was noted, is bound by socio-ethical values and scientific research is embedded in the context of values. In the view of Professor Drenth, scientists must take their social responsibilities seriously.

But my time is up and you must be tired. 

5. Conclusion.  Let me then conclude that to me this has been a successful Symposium.  

The remarkable interest and broad societal participation at this Symposium demonstrates that universal values are universally longed for.

If I had to pick up just one single moment from these remarkable three days, that would be the agonizing words of Professor Huston Smith during the morning of the first day. 

With clear pain in his face, he uttered: “ …. My nation which took the lead in founding the United Nations (65 years ago in San Francisco) has now brushed it aside and unilaterally launched a war that is fanning the flames of violence in the world, not quenching them. So, I stand before you as an American, but one who is ashamed of the way his country is behaving.”  

We are, thus, dear colleagues, duty-bound to continue this international forum and this dialogue among nations and cultures, in search of mutual understanding and our heritage of common universal values and through them a humanized earth. 

Thank you all very much.
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