
DIY FILE N°1
To what extent is it possible to refuse progress?

(Reference to the French syllabus)

Documents

1a/1b : about urban versus rural life

2 : the Amish community

3 : the (New) Luddites

Introduction 0'30

A2 Defining the notion

B1 Explaining the question/Giving the outline

Part I 1'30

A2 Description of the first document

B1 Explanations with justifications and examples

B2 Developing ideas/ Giving opinion/Transition

Part II 1'20

A2 Description of the first document

B1 Explanations with justifications and examples

B2 Developing ideas/ Giving opinion/Transition

Part III 1'00

A2 Description of the first document

B1 Explanations with justifications and examples

B2 Developing ideas/ Giving opinion

Conclusion 0'30

A2 Summing up the ideas

B1 Giving opinion

B2 Going further onto the same notion/ onto another
notion

À titre indicatif



DOCUMENTS 1a & 1b

 1a        from http://www.toonpool.com/cartoons/waves%20of%20urban%20life_195215

1b        from http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3993997/figure/F2/

(statistics in the US between urban life and rural life)

http://www.toonpool.com/cartoons/waves%20of%20urban%20life_195215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3993997/figure/F2/


DOCUMENT 2

Technology & the Amish

The Amish are averse to any technology which they feel weakens the
family structure. The conveniences that the rest of us take for granted
such as electricity,  television, automobiles, telephones and tractors
are considered to be a temptation  that  could cause vanity,  create
inequality,  or lead the Amish away from their close-knit  community
and, as such, are not encouraged or accepted in most orders. Most
Amish  cultivate  their  fields  with  horse-drawn  machinery,  live  in
houses without electricity, and get around in horse-drawn buggies. It
is common for Amish communities to allow the use of telephones, but
not  in  the  home.  Instead,  several  Amish  families  will  share  a
telephone  in  a  wooden  shanty  between  farms.  Electricity  is
sometimes  used  in  certain  situations,  such  as  electric  fences  for
cattle,  flashing  electric  lights  on  buggies,  and  heating  homes.
Windmills are often used as a source of naturally generated electric
power in such instances. It is also not unusual to see Amish using
such 20th-century technologies as inline skates, disposable diapers
and gas barbecue grills, because they are not specifically prohibited
by the Ordnung.

Technology is generally where you will see the greatest differences
between Amish orders. The Swartzentruber and Andy Weaver Amish
are ultraconservative in their use of technology - the Swartzentruber,
for example, do not even allow the use of battery lights. Old Order
Amish have little use for modern technology, but are allowed to ride
in motorized vehicles including planes and automobiles, though they
are not allowed to own them. The New Order Amish permit the use
of electricity, ownership of automobiles, modern farming machines,
and telephones in the home.

from http://pittsburgh.about.com/cs/pennsylvania/a/amish_2.htm

 

from https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5WD1SFk-IBU
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http://pittsburgh.about.com/cs/pennsylvania/a/amish_2.htm


DOCUMENT 3

The new Luddites: why former digital 
prophets are turning against tech

Neo-Luddism  began  to  emerge  in  the  postwar  period.  First  after  the
emergence of nuclear weapons, and secondly when it became apparent
new computer technologies had the power to change our lives completely.

BY BRYAN APPLEYARD PUBLISHED 29 AUGUST, 2014 – 15:18

Very few of us can be sure that our jobs will not, in the near future, be
done by machines. We know about cars built by robots, cashpoints
replacing  bank  tellers,  ticket  dispensers  replacing  train  staff,  self-
service  checkouts  replacing  supermarket  staff,  telephone  operators
replaced by “call trees”, and so on. But this is small stuff compared
with what might happen next.

Nursing may be done by robots,  delivery men replaced by drones,

GPs  replaced  by  artificially  “intelligent”  diagnosers  and  health-

sensing skin patches, back-room grunt work in law offices done by

clerical automatons and remote teaching conducted by computers. In

fact, it is quite hard to think of a job that cannot be partly or fully

automated.(...)

Ah, you may say, but human beings will always be better. This misses

the  point.  It  does  not  matter  whether  the  new  machines  never

achieve full human-like consciousness, or even real intelligence, they

can almost certainly achieve just enough to do your job – not as well

as you, perhaps, but much, much more cheaply.

Inevitably, there will be social and political friction.(…)

This  resentment  is  intensified  by  rising  social  inequality.  Everybody  now
knows that neoliberalism did not deliver the promised “trickle-down” effect;
rather, it delivered trickle-up, because, even since the recession began, almost
all  the  fruits  of  growth  have  gone  to  the  rich.  Working-  and  middle-class
incomes have flatlined or fallen. Now, it seems, the wealthy cyber-elites are

creating machines to put the rest of us out of work entirely. 

Luddism derives its name from Ned Ludd, who is said to have smashed two
“stocking frames” – knitting machines – in a fit of rage in 1779, but who may
have been a fictional character. It became a movement, with Ludd as its Robin
Hood, between 1811 and 1817 when English textile workers were threatened
with  unemployment  by  new  technology,  which  the  Luddites  defined  as
“machinery  hurtful  to  Commonality”.  Mills  were  burned,  machinery  was
smashed and the army was mobilised.(...)

Once the Luddites had been suppressed, the Industrial Revolution resumed its

course and, over the ensuing two centuries, proved the most effective wealth-

creating force ever devised by man. So it is easy to say the authorities were on

the right side of history and the Luddites on the wrong one. But note that this

is based on the assumption that individual sacrifice in the present – in the

form of lost jobs and crafts – is necessary for the mechanised future. Even if

this were true, there is a dangerous whiff of totalitarianism in the assumption.

Neo-Luddism  began  to  emerge  in  the  postwar  period.  First,  the  power  of

nuclear weapons made it clear to everybody that our machines could now put

everybody out of work for ever by the simple expedient of killing them and,

second,  in  the  1980s  and  1990s  it  became  apparent  that  new  computer

technologies had the power to change our lives completely.

from http://www.newstatesman.com/sci-tech/2014/08/new-luddites-why-former-
digital-prophets-are-turning-against-tech
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http://www.newstatesman.com/sci-tech/2014/08/new-luddites-why-former-digital-prophets-are-turning-against-tech
http://www.newstatesman.com/sci-tech/2014/08/new-luddites-why-former-digital-prophets-are-turning-against-tech
http://www.newstatesman.com/writers/bryan_appleyard
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