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Preface

The Absolute, philosophized most saliently about by Georg Hegel, encompasses the entirety of reality. 1 The absolute (i.e., reality) is composed of  five dimensions. Analytic philosophers recognize the four physical dimensions (height, width, length, and time). Continental philosophers, Hegel among them, philosophize about the fifth dimension. 

Because this volume treats primarily political issues—I’ll label this fifth dimension  justice. The five dimensions operate dialectically, and the normative values of reality inhere within the fifth dimension—hard, soft, moral, ethical, red, yellow, etc.,  ad infinitum. So while I emphasize in this volume the normative values of human affairs (hence, my labeling the fifth dimension  justice), the normative values of this dimension extend far beyond human ethics, morality, and politics. Nevertheless, to understand the absolute, it is my contention that we need to focus on human affairs, because humans through their creativity change the absolute. Emphasizing the dimension of justice, humans through their various endeavors create new fields of ethics, morality, politics—that is, modifying the fifth dimension. Therefore, humans, with their powerful minds, engage in a significant, glaring dialectical relationship with the Absolute—changing themselves and the fifth dimension. 
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Preface

Cognitively, humans operate through  reasons in the world.2 These are the reasons of the Absolute. With regard to the physical dimensions of the absolute, here we find the laws of physics (gravity, conservation, thermal dynamics, etc.). Humans have to abide by these laws and operate through them. In the realm of human affairs, there are the  reasons of ethics, morality, and politics through which people operate and behave. 

Very significantly, the Absolute is rational3—hence the laws of phys-

ics. Put differently, the absolute operates in a rather reliable manner. Its operation can be understood through empiricism, logic, and reason. 

This reliability (e.g., the laws of physics) allows humanity to develop and deploy technology and engineering. While the fifth dimension ( justice) doesn’t have the same degree of reliability as the four physical dimensions, it, too, is rational. The absolute operates through what Hegel refers to as spirits—i.e., the spirit of gravity, conservation, and thermal dynamics. With regard to the dimension of justice, we have the spirits of happiness, sadness, greed, charity, creativity, etc.,  ad infinitum. 

People act, broadly speaking, in understandable ways when interacting with the spirits of friendliness, love, etc. Indeed, it’s the ostensible reliability of acquisitiveness (greed) that prompted Adam Smith to argue in   The Wealth of Nations that material self-interest is the only means to effectively, predictably operate the international trade regime (i.e., a global economy). This is the core argument of mainstream, orthodox, 

neoclassical economics.4

These normative spirits (the dimension of  justice), in combination with the brain, comprise the human mind. The human mind is most capable of using all the spirits (physical, normative) to change the world—e.g., agriculture, modern travel, nuclear weapons, cities, and environmental destruction. In changing the world, however, the spirits of the absolute themselves are changed. Put differently, the creation of cities, modern travel, etc., creates new ethics, moralities, and politics (i.e., reasons). 

This is perhaps most saliently evident with the creation of nuclear weapons. These weapons are of a different kind, not simply scope, from earlier weapons. With nuclear weapons was created an ethics, morality, and politics of global destruction—something entirely new in human history, as well as new in Earth’s history (the possibility of sentient 
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beings willfully destroying the biosphere in one stroke). The second Industrial Revolution and the later Automobile Revolution we now know also engaged a politics, ethics, and morality of global destruc-

tion—i.e., climate change.5 Along similar lines, industrialization has created a global politics of rapid deforestation and loss of biodiversity. 6 

With the issues of climate change, worldwide biosphere destruction, nuclear weapons, and international trade regimes, humanity has created the phenomenon of global politics (i.e., globalism). 

The argument in this volume is that the broadcast iterations of Star Trek allow us to comprehend significant aspects of justice and globalism— 

created through the advent of science, technology, engineering, etc. The creators of Star Trek hold that nationalism is a psychological pathology and internationalism is rationality. Additionally, repressive, imperial states are a function/product of an entrenched elite (class) that prioritizes its power over the well-being of the environment and society. 

Coral Gables, USA 

George A. Gonzalez
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Art and Knowledge

Abstract  The enduring popularity of Star Trek indicates the validity of the speculation portrayed in the franchise about justice. Put differently, the global success of the Star Trek validates the idea that the multiple series and movies, to an important degree, “capture” the essence of justice. Philosophy Professor Jack Kaminsky, drawing explicitly on Hegel’s theory of aesthetics, explains that “the artist tries to show men what kind of man would be the fullest expression of the Idea” (i.e., the Absolute). A prime feature of the Star Trek franchise is the argument that humanity is “growing”—that is, becoming more rational, mature, caring, etc. (“the fullest expression of the Idea”).  Art does not only provide knowledge about the “ideal person”, but how (normative) reasons in the world (the dimension of justice) has changed as a result of the evolution of science and technology (e.g., globalism). 

Keywords  Georg Hegel · Gene Roddenberry · The absolute Analytic philosophy

How can we know the dimension of justice within the  Absolute?—

Through art.1 Classicist Henry Paolucci explains that “art” (along with 
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religion and philosophy) “are in the end, for Hegel, ‘moments’ of  absolute spirit.”2 Similarly, philosopher William Desmond, in  A Study of Hegel’s Aesthetics: Art and   the Absolute, notes that “Art has an  absolute dimension; indeed, it belongs together with religion and philosophy itself as one of the three highest modes of human meaning.” 3

Consonant with Hegelian reasoning, my specific argument in this volume is that the broadcast iterations of Star Trek allow us to comprehend significant aspects of  justice. Therefore, Star Trek is the highest of high brow entertainment. 4

Humans speculate about the absolute (justice)—i.e., that which moves history forward and allows people to lead authentic lives. 

Precisely because justice (the  absolute ) is that which is and which isn’t,5 

art/imagination allows for justice to be conveyed in an intellectually and emotionally satisfying matter. 6 (Notably, the first known philosophy in the Western world [Plato’s  Dialogues ] was written in the form of narrative art.) Art, therefore, can supersede philosophy, with the latter serving to dissect/amplify what is accessed/depicted through the former. 

More specifically, art portrays the (normative) reasons of the world, and potentially how humans respond to them. 

Analytic philosophy, whose adherents have historically ridiculed the 

idea of the absolute7—without positing any answers of their own for the movement of history8—is an obstacle to knowledge. Most specifically, art and the analyzing of the aesthetic are viewed by analytic philosophers as mainly outside of epistemology and ignorable as it relates to science.9 

Instead, the humanities is of a piece with the physical sciences10—as they 

both   speculate about the absolute, the latter about its manifestation in matter and energy, whereas the former (in its finer forms) is  speculation about the absolute as it pertains to human affairs (justice).11 “Art may not have the precision of physics but, according to Hegel, it has as crucial a role in revealing to us an aspect of the [Absolute] Idea.” 12

The enduring popularity of Star Trek indicates the validity of the speculation portrayed in the franchise about justice. Put differently, the global success of the Star Trek validates the idea that the multiple series and movies, to an important degree, “capture” the essence of justice. 

Philosophy Professor Jack Kaminsky, drawing explicitly on Hegel’s theory of aesthetics, explains that “the artist tries to show men what kind of 
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man would be the fullest expression of the Idea” (i.e., the Absolute).13 A prime feature of the Star Trek franchise is the argument that humanity is 

“growing”—that is, becoming more rational, mature, caring, etc. (“the fullest expression of the Idea”). 

The Evolution of Human Society

There is an emphasis on “personal growth” within literature, movies, television—where people  grow to become more accepting, tolerant, mature. Arguably, the archetypal example of this is Mark Twain’s The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn, in which Huck overcomes the vile prejudices of the antebellum South to see and embrace Jim’s humanity. 

Thus, an important aspect of being an authentic person, according to the Absolute (as reflected in art), is being accepting, tolerant, and these values are key components of maturity (authenticity). 

Human society as a whole is  intellectually growing, emotionally matur-ing (i.e., becoming more rational) in Star Trek. Gene Roddenberry created the Star Trek franchise and was the prime creative force behind the original series (1966–1969) as well as the animated series (1973–1974) that followed. Toward the end of his life Roddenberry gave an extended interview where he did indicate that the totality of human history is a progressive telos (dialectic) ( a la Hegel and Karl Marx). Roddenberry labeled humanity’s telos a “socio-organism”:

The usual way of the physical world is to progress towards unity. When life originated on this planet, it was a single-cell organism. And perhaps by accident, or need for survival, or some primal urge, these individual cells began to group together to form collectives, then units, then a corporate body. And that’s what happens on a larger scale with humans. 

They form groups – tribes, nations, and so on. … If you follow the thought logically, you can project a more complex interaction – perhaps a thinking body in which the individual units no longer function in any capacity as individuals. They may specialize, but not without the knowledge and cooperation of the whole group. It’s a kind of interdependence in which the whole is greater than the sum of its part.14
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Roddenberry pointed to “computers” (science, technology) as an advancement toward human unity—drawing people together through increased information and communication flows. Thus, the original series was very optimistic about computers, even as they were a nascent technology in the late 1960s (when  Star Trek was produced).15

Advancement of humanity’s “socio-organism” occurs through revolutionary events, moments, and under the overall rubric of the “progressive dialectic” (Chapter 3)—an ideation that is reflective of that of Georg Hegel and Karl Marx. 16 Star Trek is optimistic insofar as arguing that as global society accepts modernity; reason; science (i.e., the Enlightenment) through the  progressive dialectic humans will collectively achieve a higher plane of intelligence; knowledge; and emotional maturity. (An optimism shared by Marx: in “communist society … the all-round development of the individual” will be achieved.17) Interestingly, in the Star Trek franchise the evolving rationality, maturity of humanity is referred to most explicitly in the animated series. 

The episode “The Magicks of Megas-Tu” (1973) invokes the Salem witch trials. Old world “devils, warlocks, evil sorcerers” were the misunderstood, maligned, massacred aliens (Megans) that the Enterprise was now encountering. The Megans now fearful of humans, place Kirk et al. on trial: “These are the defendants, as representatives of the vil-est species in all the universe, treacherous humanity.” In humanity’s defense Kirk explains: “in the centuries since the Salem witch trials we have learned. We try to understand and respect all life forms. … The records of the Enterprise are open for your inspection. All the history of Earth and the Federation is at your disposal.” In an effort to tap into the prejudices of humans, the Enterprise crew is told that the one Megan that has befriended, protected them is no less than “the Rollicker, the Tempter, Lucifer” himself. Kirk, reflecting modern, secular, humane reasoning, retorts: “We’re not interested in legend. He’s a living being, and intelligent life form. That’s all we have to know about him. We will not join in harming him.” The Megans decide to imprison Lucifer for eternity for aiding the Enterprise. Kirk risks death to protect, help Lucifer:  

“I have to, or you’ll become as bad as the Earthmen you fear. You’re acting out of terror instead of out of thought or respect.” This convinces 
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the aliens that humans have indeed evolved: “The Megans had to have proof that mankind had grown and learned wisdom since they last saw Earth. Your compassion was that proof, Captain.” 

“The Eye of the Beholder” (1974) is an episode where Kirk et al. end up as specimens in the zoo of a highly advanced species. Ultimately, Kirk’s captors conclude that the Enterprise crew doesn’t belong in a zoo because humans “are considered simplistic, but in the process of evolving into a higher order.” Spock (who can engage in telepathic communication with the aliens) goes on to explain “it seems they were where we are some tens of thousands of centuries ago.” Similarly, in the episode 

“Bem” (1974) an advanced alien creature recognizes that humans have evolved in terms of rationality, intellect: (to Kirk et al.)

Punishment? What is punishment? Revenge? Intelligent beings need no revenge. Punishment is necessary only where learning cannot occur without it. You are behind that. My children here [a primitive peoples the entity oversees] are not. That is why you must leave, so as not to corrupt their development with concepts that they are not yet ready for. 

The dichotomy between ancient people and modern humanity is again referenced in “How Sharper Than A Serpent’s Tooth” (1974). A powerful creature (Kukulkan) that visited Earth thousands of years ago is again visiting Earth and demanding the deference (worship) that he received from primitive humans: “You are my children. I hoped I could teach you, help you.” Kirk: “You did, long ago, when it was needed most. Our people were children then. Kukulkan, we’ve grown up now. We don’t need you anymore.” Realizing the validity of Kirk’s argument, Kukulkan, deflated: 

“I will let you go your own way. I have already done what I can.” 

Thus, Star Trek documents, demonstrates how at least a significant aspect of humanity has evolved in terms of tolerance and scientific understanding of the world (i.e., embraced modernism). (More on how some societies are more modern in outlook than others later [Chapter 8].) In this volume I want to show, emphasize that art does not only provide knowledge about the “ideal person”, but how (normative) reasons in the world (the dimension of justice) has changed as a result of the evolution of science and technology. 
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Technology and the Dimension of Justice

In this volume I want to emphasize a different motif in the literary arts (other than “the fullest expression of the Idea”)—how technology, scientific breakthroughs create new politics, etc. One could contend that a prime purpose of science fiction is to outline, cogitate the relationship between science, technology (on one hand), and politics, etc. (on the other). An important aspect of science fiction is to engage the politics of globalization created by modern technology (transportation, communication, industrialization). We can see this politics succinctly, effectively conveyed in the animated television series  Justice League Unlimited (2001–2006). 

Globalization and the Justice League

Superheroes are a symbolic representation of modernity. 18 As humanity 

(collectively) gained more and more power through science and industry humans did in a sense garner super or “magical” abilities: flight; worldwide communication; advanced weaponry, etc. Richard Reynolds, in  Super Heroes: A Modern Mythology, notes that “science as magic” is 

“fundamental to the nature of the universe which the superhero comic portrays.” “Scientific concepts and terms are introduced freely into plots – but the science itself is at most only superficially plausible, often less so” (16). 19 Rov Kaveney in commenting on the superhero genre observes that “any technology sufficiently advanced is indistinguishable from magic. ”20

The super hero genre was first established in the late 1930s once technologies/sciences like aviation; communication; armament (e.g., tanks); chemistry, etc. were well established/popularized. Superman, the first major comic book superhero (1938), has a moniker that overtly invokes industry (“Man of Steel”). Perhaps no superhero is more a function/product of modernity than Batman, who has no superpowers other than being a great scientist/chemist/engineer. Moreover, as a capitalist with seemingly unlimited wealth, Batman (who as Bruce Wayne controls Wayne Industries) can directly employ factories (industrial 
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infrastructure) to produce his super-gadgets/instruments. Even Wonder Woman, whose origins are rooted in Greek mythology, as originally written traveled via jet plane.21

The creation of the super hero genre also coincides with the rise of fascism. As the political situation deteriorated both in Europe and the Pacific, Americans could readily envision the powers of modernity (i.e., super heroes) protecting them from these threats. When the U.S. enters World War Two it deploys its industrial might to fight. 

One way to imagine/conceive of this war machine is through the per-sonage of Captain America—who is the result of advanced chemistry (a “serum”).22

The Justice League reflects the current/highest stage of modernity—

globalization. In terms of symbolism, super heroes readily traveling all over the world and into space conveys the reality of our globalized world. Indicative of a globalist outlook, the league in  Justice League Unlimited has its headquarters in a space station (the “Watchtower”) orbiting the planet—outside the Earth’s nation-state system. The Watchtower (i.e., space) as the base of operation for the Justice League is particularly significant because historically virtually all American comic book heroes operate from the U.S., and especially New York City. Reynolds, writing in 1992, notes that it is “New York (or Gotham, or Metropolis) that dominates the superhero story and has become its almost inevitable milieu. ”23 Demonstrating how the Justice League operates outside of government jurisdiction, the league maintains a space-based weapon (a “fusion cannon”) in the face of objections from the U.S. President: “I’ve repeatedly expressed my strongest disapproval of you guys having that space cannon floating over everyone’s heads” 

(“Flashpoint”, 2005). 

Reflective of the global outlook of the Justice League in the 2000s, one 2005 episode has Wonder Woman confronting world leaders for insufficient action on climate change. At an international global warming conference she demands (in response to a skeptical official) “accept the evidence of your eyes”—pointing to Earth’s melting ice. Casting climate change as a security concern, Wonder Woman warns world leaders 

“you have to take this seriously” and threatens a “military solution” (“To Another Shore”). 
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In another episode (“A Knight of Shadows”, 2002), the Martian Manhunter is offered his family and world (i.e., his country) back. (The Martian Manhunter’s world [Mars] was virtually wiped out—he is the last of his kind.) Initially, he cooperates (in opposition to the Justice League) with the “sorceress Morgaine Le Fey”, who promises (if only in his mind) to reconstitute his family and world. (“She has promised 

… to restore Mars.”) In the denouement the Manhunter is finally in possession of the amulet (“the Philosopher’s stone”) that would allow Le Fey to return his family and society to him, but as he is about to hand over the “powerful” object to her the Manhunter comes to see/

understand that doing so would allow her to reign over Earth (and beyond). He crushes the amulet before her. Devastated, she coldly tells Manhunter “What have you done? You could have had anything you dreamed of – your family, your whole world could have been yours again.” Manhunter responds, “The price was too high.” Thus, he rejects family/country in favor of the broader world. 

Conclusion and Book Overview

Star Trek makes the empirical claim that human society has  grown (become more rational). Technological advancement has been a central aspect of this growth, maturity, rationality. This advancement has been the basis of the highest level of societal development to date— 

globalization. This link between technology and globalism is evident in Justice League Unlimited. Within a globalizing world, the Star Trek franchise conveys a bias against nationalism—casting it as a psychological pathology. In contrast, internationalism, global government is rational (Chapter  2). The franchise speculates on the future of globalism: (1) federation, (2) empire, or (3) neoliberalism (Chapter 4). Star Trek also provides insight into a key feature of the global economy: energy—

through the literary device of  dilithium crystals. Dilithium crystals are a (fantasy) progressive energy source, and this allows us to see fossil fuels as a regressive source of energy (Chapter 5). The normative core of the Federation (the prime political institution of the world of Star Trek) is the  progressive dialectic—which results in a classless society, free 
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of ethnic and gender biases (Chapter 3). While the combination of certain normative values and technology are depicted as creating  federation, Star Trek shows that different normative values and technology can create highly oppressive circumstances—Empire (Chapter 7). Additionally, Star Trek demonstrates that a polity of  federation (the progressive dialectic) creates a politics of transparency (whistle-blowing) and fairness, whereby a polity of  entrenched class hierarchy results in an authoritarian, repressive state (Chapter 6). The Star Trek text indicates that some regions of the world are less modern, progressive than others, and that it is appropriate to impart modernism, rationality upon those regions of the world that lack these values (Chapter 8). 
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Star Trek: Nationalism as Pathology 

and Internationalism as Rationalism

Abstract  Zeev Sternhell in the  Anti- Enlightenment Tradition conflates anti-rationalism and nationalism. Nationalism is a rejection of the universalism of humanism, rationality, and an embrace of particularism and placed-based, cultural prejudices, practices. The Star Trek franchise similarly casts nationalism as irrational, obscurant. The franchise goes farther in arguing that nationalism results in dangerous, delusional reasoning and actions, in addition to belligerency and warmongering. Conversely, internationalism, universalism are the only rational basis for a peacea-ble, stable, thriving polity. This view and embrace of internationalism is consonant with Karl Marx’s thinking with regard to modern politics and society. The belief in internationalism ostensibly results from the fact that the U.S. is the “Great American Melting Pot.” 
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Defenders of nationalism hold it is functional in a world, society, economy that is globalizing. In a planet that is being reordered via neoliberalism,1 

nationalism serves as the key basis for political legitimacy and cohesion. 
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It provides a foundation for community, altruism, and a civic-They were aggressive, arrogant minded spirit. 2 U.S. President Donald J. Trump in a 2017 speech to the United Nations openly and unabashedly embraced nationalism. He declared that “I will always put America first, just like you, as the leaders of your countries, will always and should always put your countries first.” President Trump added that global “success depends on a coalition of strong, independent nations that embrace their sovereignty, to promote security, prosperity, and peace for themselves and for the world. ”3

The Star Trek franchise offers a diametrically opposite view of nationalism—a psychological pathology resulting from such social, political ills as poverty, military occupation, violence, and abuse. Moreover, nationalism results in obscurantism, hate, genocide, war, and planetary destruction. This critique of nationalism is especially evident with the portrayal of the Bajorans in  Deep Space Nine and the Xindi of  Enterprise (who destroyed their planet as a direct result of their nationalist, species rivalry). 

Zeev Sternhell in the  Anti- Enlightenment Tradition conflates anti-rationalism and nationalism. 4 Nationalism is a rejection of the universalism of humanism, rationality, and an embrace of particularism and placed-based, cultural prejudices, practices. 5 The Star Trek franchise similarly casts nationalism as irrational, obscurant. The franchise goes farther in arguing that nationalism results in dangerous, delusional reasoning and actions, in addition to belligerency and warmongering. Conversely, internationalism, universalism are the only rational basis for a peacea-ble, stable, thriving polity. This view and embrace of internationalism is consonant with Karl Marx’s thinking with regard to modern politics and society.6 The belief in internationalism ostensibly results from the fact that the U.S. is the “Great American Melting Pot.” 

Nationalism as Pathology

In Star Trek, Earthlings are part of the Federation—a modernist nomenclature—an institution composed of heterogeneous peoples from throughout interstellar space. Notably, in Star Trek it is peoples that politically identify themselves by their ethnicity (nationalism)—(e.g.) the Klingons, Romulans—that are seemingly warlike and aggressive. 
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A Klingon in the original series (1966–1969) episode “Day of 

the Dove” (1968) justifies the aggressive foreign policy and militarism of the Klingon Empire by arguing that “There are poor planets in the Klingon systems, we must push outward if we are to survive.” 

Similarly, Cardassia’s militaristic nationalism is the result of poverty. We are told that once Cardassians (introduced in  Next Generation [1987–

1994]) “were a peaceful people with a rich spiritual life.” During this period, however, “people starved by the millions. Bodies went unbur-ied. Disease was rampant. Suffering was unimaginable.” Cardassia, in response, experienced a nationalist awakening where military rule was established. Under this rule Cardassia is “feeding the people … acquired territory during the wars … developed new resources.” “That is what the military has done for Cardassia. And because of that, my daugh-ter will never worry about going hungry,” explains a Cardassia military officer (Chain of Command 1992— Next Generation ). In explaining the brutal occupation, exploitation of Bajor, a Cardassian invokes the need for resources: “We needed your resources. Everything I did was for the greater glory of Cardassia!” ( Deep Space Nine—“Duet”, 1993). 

The link between poverty and the development of a nationalist outlook is especially explored in  Star Trek: Deep Space Nine (1993–1999) with the Bajorans. The first two seasons of this Star Trek series are particularly centered on the Bajorans. The planet of Bajor was under a Cardassian military occupation for 50 years. Bajor is rendered impov-erished by the occupation. Starfleet, the military institution of the Federation, is invited by the newly independent Bajor to occupy the former Cardassian space station—renamed Deep Space Nine. A Starfleet presence would presumably deter the Cardassians from any skulduggery and help bring stability to the region. 

What is made evident is that the Bajor identity (nationalism) was the basis of solidarity and insurgency in the face of a Cardassian occupation that mercilessly employed slave labor, and otherwise abused the Bajorans and their planet. At the core of this identity was the Bajorans’ religious beliefs. A Starfleet officer observes that “For over fifty years, the one thing that allowed the Bajorans to survive the Cardassian occupation was their faith. The Prophets [the deities of Bajoran theology] were their only source of hope and courage” (“In the Hands of the Prophets”, 1993— Deep Space Nine ). 
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As part of their nationalist fervor, the Bajorans are cast as irrationally suspicious, racist, isolationist, anti-science, and chauvinistic. When Kira Nerys, the Bajoran first officer of Deep Space Nine, is initially introduced she is shouting at a Bajoran government official, strenuously objecting at ceding the space station to the Federation—arguing that this is an unforgivable and decisive violation of Bajoran sovereignty: 

“You are throwing it all away! All of you!” Kira subsequently explains: “I have been fighting for Bajoran independence since I was old enough to pick up a phaser. We finally drive the Cardassians out and what do our new leaders do? They call up the Federation and invite them right in.” 

The newly arrived Starfleet commander of Deep Space Nine, Benjamin Sisko, holds that “the Federation is only here to help.” Kira, without any basis, suggests that the Federation is the new occupier of Bajor: “Help us. Yes, I know. The Cardassians said the same thing sixty years ago” 

( Deep Space Nine—“Emissary”, 1993). 

Linking nationalism and obscurant religiosity is the episode “In the Hands of the Prophets” (1993— Deep Space Nine ). The leader of a Bajoran religious order (who is also a political figure) seeks to shut down a school on the Deep Space Nine space station, because it offers a scientific, rational explanation for the entities that reside in the wormhole guarded by the space station. The entities (the Prophets) are worshiped by the Bajorans. Ultimately, religiously motived protests erupt on the station and the school is bombed. A similar link between nationalism, religion, and obscurantism is depicted in the  Star Trek: Voyager (1995–2001) episode “Distant Origin” (1997) when a reptilian species refuses to acknowledge that it originated on Earth because this fact conflicts with its national identity and religious precepts. The  Voyager episode “Living Witness” (1998) conveys an instance when (national) identity politics results in a violent effort to suppress historical facts. 

The relationship between poverty, the psychological effects of military occupation, and a myopic nationalist outlook is treated in the Deep Space Nine episode “Sanctuary” (1993). The Skrreea are refu-gees seeking a new home. Numbering 3 million the Skrreea come to believe that Bajor is the homeland promised in their theology. They offer to occupy a region of Bajor that was devastated by the Cardassians and is now infertile—committing to ecologically restore the area and revive it as an agricultural region (and promising not to seek any aid 
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from Bajorans). Holding that Bajor is too poor to accept them (“our resources are already depleted”) the Skrreea are turned away. As she departs for another planet, the Skrreea leader makes the following argument to Kira:

I think you’ve made a terrible mistake. All of you [Bajorans]. Maybe we could have helped you. Maybe we could have helped each other. The Skrreeans are farmers, Kira. You have a famine on your planet. Perhaps we could have made that peninsula bloom again. We’ll never know, will we?  Fifty years of Cardassian rule has made you all frightened and suspicious. 

I feel sorry for you. You were right. Bajor is not Kentanna. [the Skrreea promised land]

The Bajorans in their nationalist fervor that resulted from the brutality of their occupation are cast as racist and dangerous ( Deep Space Nine—“Duet”, 1993). A Cardassian that comes under the suspicion of Kira for having a connection to war crimes during the Cardassian occupation of Bajor describes her as a “fanatic” and avers: “Look at the hate in her eyes. She’d like to kill me.” Another Cardassian describes Bajorans as “hate-mongers.” With regard to the Cardassian arrested by Kira, Commander Sisko asks “what do we charge him with?” Kira: “I’m charging him with having contracted Kalla-Nohra … The only way he could have contracted that condition was to have served at the Gallitep labor camp”—where atrocities were committed. Sisko: “So that makes him a war criminal, just being there?” Kira acknowledges that the atrocities she witnessed at the Gallitep labor camp took a significant psychological toll on her: “if you’d been there twelve years ago when we liberated that camp, if you’d seen the things I saw.” Later we discover that the Cardassian in question did not participate in the atrocities at the camp and was simply a “file clerk” there. He, nevertheless, expresses very deep guilt and shame for doing nothing as Bajorans were brutalized and murdered in the camp. In the denouement the Cardassian is walking with Kira in a public area. She says to him: “If Cardassia is going to change, it’s going to need people like you”, when a Bajoran comes up behind the Cardassian and fatally stabs him. Kira, outraged, asks 

“Why? … Why?”—he was innocent of any wrongdoing. The assailant 
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responds: “He’s a Cardassian. That’s reason enough.” In another episode, Commander Sisko suggests that the children of Bajor are being taught to hate Cardassians. To which a Bajoran father responds: “To hate Cardassians? It shouldn’t be too hard, should it? We told him the truth, Commander. The truth about what Cardassia did to Bajor” ( Deep Space Nine—“Cardassians”, 1993). The racism of Bajorans is not limited to Cardassians. When Odo, the security chief for Deep Space Nine, comes under suspicion of killing a Bajoran, a Bajoran mob forms outside of his office. Odo is a Changeling (an alien that can take virtually any form), and as the mob turns violent it chants the racist slur “freak!” 

( Deep Space Nine—“A Man Alone”, 1993). 

The  Enterprise series (2001–2005) concludes in 2005 and the penultimate episode “Terra Prime” centers on the group Terra Prime. In this episode the link between nationalism, racism and violence, trauma is again made. Initially, the Terra Prime organization is described as xenophobic: 

“They want to stop all contact with alien species.” “They believe it’s corrupting our way of life.” Very significantly, Terra Prime “had a resurgence following the Xindi [terrorist] attack” that resulted in 7 million dead. 

Later, we learn that Terra Prime is racist: “This is an alien-human hybrid. 

Living proof of what will happen if we allow ourselves to be submerged in an interstellar coalition. Our genetic heritage…” “That child is a cross-breed freak. How many generations before our genome is so diluted that the word human is nothing more than a footnote in some medical text?” The leader of Terra Prime declares “I’m returning Earth to its rightful owners.” The group promises to destroy Starfleet command (in San Francisco) unless all aliens leave Earth. Referring to signs of popular support for Terra Prime and its agenda, the Vulcan Ambassador Soval notes: 

“The fact that Paxton has the support of so many of your people is … 

troubling.” An Andorian ambassador makes the point that: “Earthmen talk about uniting worlds, but your own planet is deeply divided.” 

The irrationality, delusional reasoning underlying nationalism is particularly glaring in the episode “Past Prologue” (1993— Deep Space Nine ) and the three episode arc of “The Homecoming” (1993); “The Circle” (1993); “The Siege” (1993) (all  Deep Space Nine episodes). In 

“Past Prologue” a former Bajoran insurgent tries to destroy a wormhole 
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that connects the Alpha and Gamma quadrant of the galaxy because it is in Bajoran space and drawing the attention of the great powers of the region: “No more wormhole, no more Federation or Cardassians. Or anyone.” A Bajoran objects to his plan to destroy the wormhole: “You’re only hurting Bajor by doing this”—as the newly discovered wormhole would presumably enhance the economic standing of an otherwise poor and devastated Bajor. 

In the three episode arc the nationalism and religiosity of Bajor is described as creating political instability and undermining its democrat-ically elected government. Kira: “There are reports of factional fighting in half a dozen districts, religious riots have spread throughout the south-ern islands.” Then there is the “Alliance for Global Unity. They call themselves The Circle.” “They’re an extremist faction who believe in Bajor for the Bajorans. All other species are inferior and should be expelled from the planet” (“Homecoming”). We learn that The Circle is planning a coup against the Bajoran government. Perhaps what is most significant about the Bajoran Circle is the motivation of its leadership—which includes prominent citizens (including from the military hierarchy). The Circle leadership wants Bajor to stand up by itself to the great powers in the region:

I won’t allow the Bajoran people to be powerless any more. We have been doormats to the Cardassians and now the Federation. Any great power that happens by. We will not be that again. We are a people who brought art and architecture to countless planets. We don’t deserve to be victims. 

(“The Circle”)

It appears as patently illogical that Bajor, a poor, greatly underdeveloped planet, could hope to defend itself without the help, aid of others. This illogic is consonant with the supremacist reasoning that dominates The Circle. One is reminded of Hitler’s decision to unilaterally declare war on the U.S. His blind nationalism (i.e., a belief in German superiority) allowed Hitler to believe that Germany could defeat the U.S.—a nation with a much, much greater population and an advanced industrial base the German military could never directly threaten.7
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Interestingly, Kira and other Bajorans turn away from nationalism under Dominion rule. Bajor is militarily ceded by the Federation to the Dominion. The Dominion leaves Bajor politically undisturbed and it is seemingly thriving—with the Dominion providing key economic assis-tance to Bajor. 8 Nevertheless, a prominent Bajoran publicly kills herself in objecting to the collaboration between Bajor and the Dominion: “The Dominion is evil … Evil must be opposed”.9 This public act of defiance and self-sacrifice inspires Kira to actively fight against the Dominion—in spite of the fact that Bajor is thriving. Therefore, in deciding to oppose the Dominion Kira does so because of the broader politics of the quadrant, and less so for the well-being for Bajor (more on the Dominion below). 

Highlighting the inherent danger of intrenched, reckless nationalism is the Xindi—introduced in  Enterprise. The Xindi are the former inhabitants of the planet Xindi. The Xindi are cleaved into five distinct  nations, with each nation corresponding to a distinct species: one insectoid; one humanoid; aquatic; ape-like; and reptilian. The Xindi destroyed their planet: “The war went on for nearly a hundred years. 

… The insectoids and reptilians detonated massive explosions beneath the eight largest seismic fissures. I’d like to think they didn’t realize how devastating the result would be.” 10

The use of supremacist reasoning and genocide to inspire national unity is depicted in the original series episode “Patterns of Force” (1968). 

With Nazism as the political basis of Ekos, the Ekosians organize around the vilification of Zeons—a population from the neighboring planet of Zeon. (“Why do the Nazis hate Zeons?” “Because without us to hate, there’d be nothing to hold them together. So the Party has built us into a threat, a disease to be wiped out.”) In addition to massacring the Zeons on Ekos (“the eliminations have started. Within an hour, the Zeon blight will forever be removed from Ekos”), the Nazi regime organizes a planned genocide (“Their Final Solution”) against Zeons on their home planet: 

“Our entire solar system will forever be rid of the disease that was Zeon.” 

While the Star Trek franchise issues strong cautions against nationalism, internationalism and global government are cast as the only rational set of political values. 11 The belief in internationalism ostensibly 

results from the fact that the U.S. is the “Great American Melting Pot.” 
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World Government/Internationalism 

as Rationalism

World government in Star Trek ostensibly comes about because the nation-state system is a major political liability.12  Star Trek, the  original series, notes that humanity experienced a World War III in the 1990s—

where tens-of-millions died. Spock, in “Bread and Circuses” (1968), lists Earth’s three world wars in the twentieth century—along with specific numbers of dead: “6 million” in World War I; “11 million” 

in World War II; and “37 million” in World War III. In “Space Seed” 

(1967) the following is rendered: “The mid-1990s was the era of your last so-called world war.” “The Eugenics War.” As was the case in World War I and II, nation-states were the platforms for this fictional World War III: The war resulted when “young supermen” seized “power simultaneously in over forty nations. … They were aggressive, arrogant. They began to battle among themselves.”  Star Trek: The Next Generation posits an episode with a world divided into two countries, which are beset with hostility; loathing; and deep suspicion toward one another. 13

Star Trek’s fictional history, where Earth’s wars become progressively devastating, is consistent with Lenin’s theory of international relations. 

Accruing to Marxist theory, Lenin argued that as capitalist economies became more and more unstable due to declining investment returns (as theorized by Marx) the world’s nation-state system would de-stabilize and result in wars of greater and greater proportion. 14 Lenin wrote during World War I.15 The creators of the original series worked in the aftermath of World War II and during the height of the Cold War. Thus, writing about a third world war occurring within a 30 year frame was not much of a stretch. While this was a pessimistic view about humanity’s inability to avoid another major war within a generation, Star Trek is optimistic about humanity’s ability to overcome such devastating destruction and ultimately abolish one prime source of such devastation—the nation-state. 

Present international politics point to the need for world government, as nation-states are continuing to serve as the basis for major military assaults. Thus, the advent of America’s global hegemony (i.e., as the sole superpower)—with the collapse of the Soviet Union—has not initiated a peaceful/stable global regime—i.e., the “end of history”. 
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Indeed, just as the Soviet Union was being dismantled, a major war took place in the heart of Eurasia. I am referring to the to the first Persian Gulf War—involving the Iraq invasion of Kuwait (1990) and the coalition of countries that rolled back the invasion (1991). The September 2001 hijacking of civilian airliners and their use as weapons against U.S. iconic structures (the New York Twin Towers and the Pentagon) brought about the U.S. invasion of Afghanistan—seemingly among the remotest of regions of the planet. In 2003, in defiance of international law, the U.S. organized and led “coalition of the willing” 

invaded and occupied Iraq. Libya, in 2011, had its government over-thrown by another international coalition of nation-states. Globally devastating conflagrations are ostensibly possible, as the U.S. and Russia (the major nuclear weapon states) came into sharp opposition in 2008 

over the country of Georgia. Similarly, in 2014 events in the Ukraine again heightened political/military tensions between nuclear armed Great Powers (the U.S.; Russia; and the European Union). Writing in 2018, the U.S. and Russia are again in acute dispute. This time over the future of the government of Syria. Also, President Trump is expressly threatening to destroy the country of North Korea. 

The optimism of world government inherent in Star Trek and by implication the American mind is in part based on modern technology. 

With modern means of transportation and communication, the possibility of governing on a global scale appears absurdly obvious. This was even the case in the 1960s ( à la Star Trek), before the current computer/

internet revolution. The opportunity for world governance is so patent in a context where people are constantly traveling and communicat-ing across the globe that darkly cast conspiracies of international government (i.e., the United Nations) are common fare amongst extremist nationalist groups—those most politically wed to their nation-states. 16 

Extreme nationalism in opposition to global governance in the current epoch is consonant with the  Protocols of the Elders of Zion—produced by the Russian Czar’s secret police at the turn of the twentieth century—in which world government is cast as a dangerous cabal. The  Protocols of the Elders of Zion can be perceived to be in direct response to  Angel of the Revolution, written by H. G. Wells in 1892. Wells holds in this work 
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of fiction that an Anglo-American-centered revolution defeats the forces of reaction and aristocracy worldwide—thereby establishing a global government founded on reason and justice.17

Regardless of whether world government is conceived as an objec-tionable impingement upon the sacred/venerable nation, or the institutional basis for peace and freedom, some type of world-wide regulatory regime is becoming more and more necessary. This is particularly evident with the climate change phenomenon. Collectively, the countries of the world are increasingly enhancing the heat trapping properties of the atmosphere.18 With the dramatic decline of Arctic Ocean summer ice extent in 2012, the collapse of the Greenland ice sheet is a near to medium term likelihood. The result of all this would be catastrophic sea level rise and run-away global warming—as Arctic Ocean ice and Greenland ice anchor the planet’s meteorology.19 The nation-states 

of the planet have failed to negotiate a world-wide treaty to regulate/

reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 20 Meanwhile, such gases are being emitted at faster and faster rates, as the so-called developed nation-states are holding their massive and disproportionate global warming emissions steady and, at the same time, the “developing” nation-states (e.g., India and China) are accelerating their emissions.21 Pointing to the inherent difficulties of protecting the environment in the context of multiple nation-states that have absolute sovereignty, the 1986 movie Star Trek: The  Voyage Home explains that in the late twentieth century in spite of international agreements to prohibit whale hunting particular countries continue to sanction their killing. 22

Related to the global warming phenomenon is the expanding human population. 23 Over the course of the twentieth century, and into the twenty-first century, humanity has grown fourfold—from 1.6 billion to 7 billion—consuming increasing amounts of energy; food; and land. 24 

Historian Matthew Connelly argues in his book  Fatal Misconception: The Struggle to Control World Population that post-World War II population control efforts were marred by the perception and reality that such efforts were directed at specific countries and regions of the world. 25 

The environmental movement of the late 1960s highlighted the threat of uncontrolled population growth. 26 “The Mark of Gideon” (1969), an 
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original  Star Trek series episode, conveys a planet where its population grows unchecked. This creates profound social and political problems. 

“The Conscience of the King” (1967) references a dilemma in which a colony was too large for its food supply. 

Therefore, Star Trek, especially the original series, draws attention to problems and issues that could be resolved through global government. 

Unlike narratives and political arguments that view world government as unworkable or inherently oppressive, Star Trek holds that establishing political sovereignty on a planetary-scale is a necessary step to achieve a peaceful and sustainable society.27 World government is ostensibly more preferable than the current nation-state system which is serving as the basis for persistent, and potentially expanding, military conflicts. 

Moreover, environmental issues, particularly the global warming crisis, do lead to the conclusion that world-wide regulatory regimes are needed if humanity and civilization are to survive. 

Transportation and communication technologies are not the only reason that Star Trek is optimist about the possibilities and benefits of world government. American concepts of social/political assimilation (i.e., “America the Great Melting Pot”) also inform Star Trek’s optimism. 

The “Great American Melting Pot” 

The internationalist pretenses of Star Trek are a product of the American belief that all humans are capable of being assimilated into modern Western political culture—the highest manifestation of this culture presumably being the U.S. (see Chapter 3). Hence, the notion of the 

“American Melting Pot”, where people from throughout the world 

can come to the U.S. and be accepted.28 Viewing this from an optimist stance, the claim put forward (and embedded in Star Trek) is that modernity is transparent and accessible to all, as well as places few political burdens on individuals. Especially important, there are no religious 

obligations, nor any associated with ethnicity or lineage.29 Captain 

Picard declares: “If there’s one ideal the Federation holds most dear it’s that all men, all [alien] races, can be united.” 30
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Perhaps the core optimism conveyed in Star Trek is the abil-

ity of people from all ethnic backgrounds (and from other planets) to live peacefully together and fruitfully collaborate. During a  Next Generation 1990 episode, a visiting alien is very impressed with the highly diverse background of the Enterprise crew: “These people… 

they’re all so different from one another… yet they work together freely.” “Truly remarkable.” 31 Operating through reason, science, and a common language (English), humans virtually throughout the Star Trek series and movies get along with little rancor or divisiveness. Star Trek is also distinctive for the intelligence and maturity of humans (and that of their fictional alien partners). A particular signature feature of Star Trek is the ability of its characters to maneuver complex (fictional) technologies. This is indicative of the putative transparency and accessibility of reason, science, and technology. It is also reflective of the belief that virtually every human has the mental capability to attain very high levels of knowledge; emotional maturity; and technical proficiency. 

Human advancement is not simply the result of “natural” progression, but instead it is in part the result of conceptualizing America as a continuing project of “justice”. Hence, if America is exceptional, it is because it was founded on abstract principles of justice. Ideally, people from any place or ethnic background can join this project. 

Thus, Lafayette, a Frenchmen, and Thomas Paine, a recently arrived Scotsman, could take prominent roles in the American Revolution—a fight against empire and aristocracy. 32 Later, in the nineteenth century, newly arrived immigrants from Ireland, Germany, etc. (and African-Americans) would join together to militarily defeat the Southern slave owning class in the American Civil War. 33   Star   Trek in “City on the Edge of Forever” (1967) takes up the U.S. entrance into World War II—where soldiers with greatly varying ethnic backgrounds served under the American banner. 

Therefore, Star Trek takes the “Great American Melting Pot” idea to its logical conclusion—namely, that modernity; science; reason can serve as the basis for a peaceful; highly productive; and thriving world. Star Trek is optimistic insofar as arguing that as global society 
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accepts modernity; reason; science (i.e., the Enlightenment) humans will collectively achieve a higher plane of intelligence; knowledge; and emotional maturity. (An optimism shared by Karl Marx: in “communist society … the all-round development of the individual” will be achieved.34)

Conclusion

Defenders of nationalism hold it is functional in a world, society, economy that is globalizing. In a planet that is being reordered via neoliberalism, nationalism serves as the key basis for political legitimacy and cohesion. It provides a foundation for community, altruism, and a civic-minded spirit. U.S. President Trump recently declared that nationalism is the basis of a successful world system. 

The Star Trek franchise offers a diametrically opposite view of nationalism—a psychological pathology resulting from such social, political ills as poverty, military occupation, violence, and abuse. 

Moreover, nationalism results in obscurantism, hate, genocide, war, and planetary destruction. This argument is advanced through the literary devices of the Bajorans, Klingons, Cardassians, Xindi, Terra Prime, and via the Nazis. 

Conversely, internationalism, universalism are the only rational basis for a peacful, stable, thriving polity. World government is the only means to overcome environmental crises and the threat of war. The internationalism of Star Trek is seemingly the result of the success of America as an amalgam of ethnic groups drawn from throughout the world (America as 

“Great Melting Pot”). This ostensibly informs the optimism in Star Trek that the peoples of the world can live together in a sustainable, vibrant global society. This affirmative view of world government, globalization is indicative of a politics of Federation (Chapter 4), and founded 

on the  progressive dialectic—initially identified by Karl Marx (the next chapter—#3). 
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The Progressive Dialectic of Star Trek

Abstract  The  progressive dialectic was initially identified by Karl Marx, and later acted upon by Leon Trotsky. An end point of this dialectic is a classless society, free of ethnic, gender biases. Star Trek takes the Enlightenment to its logical conclusion—namely, that modernity; science; reason can serve as the basis for a peaceful; highly productive; and thriving world. Star Trek is optimistic insofar as arguing that as global society accepts modernity; reason; science (i.e., the progressive dialectic) humans will collectively achieve a higher plane of intelligence; knowledge; and emotional maturity. 

Star Trek in artistically conveying the progressive dialectic makes the specific argument that if humanity/civilization is to survive/thrive that capitalist values have to be abandoned and neoliberalism has to be replaced. 

Keywords  Karl Marx · Leon Trotsky · Capitalism · Neoliberalism The  progressive dialectic was initially identified by Karl Marx, and later acted upon by Leon Trotsky. An end point of this dialectic is a classless society, free of ethnic, gender biases. The progressive dialectic is artistically represented in the “United Federation of Planets”—the fictional interstellar political entity in Star Trek which humans lead. The failure to 
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speculate about the  absolute (justice) and pursue the  progressive dialectic is to precipitate disaster for humanity. Star Trek in artistically conveying the progressive dialectic makes the specific argument that if humanity/

civilization is to survive/thrive that capitalist values have to be abandoned and neoliberalism has to be replaced. 

Star Trek and Capitalism

Star Trek explicitly rejects capitalism in  The   Next Generation episode 

“The Neutral Zone” (1988). A wealthy businessmen, named “Ralph Offenhouse”, from the late-twentieth century is revived from a cryogenic chamber floating in space. ( The Next Generation takes place in the twenty fourth century.) Upon being awoken, Ralph explains that 

“I have a substantial portfolio. It’s critical I check on it.” Later, he adds 

“I have to phone Geneva right away about my accounts. The interest alone could be enough to buy even this ship.” Ralph dons an attitude of arrogance; entitlement; and authority. He tells Captain Picard “I demand you see me.” When Picard tries to put Ralph off by referring to the sensitive situation the ship is dealing with at the time, Ralph retorts “I’m sure that whatever it is seems very important to you. My situation is far more critical.” Ralph condescends the Captain: “It is simply that I have more to protect than a man in your position could possibly imagine. No offense, but a military career has never been considered upwardly mobile.” Picard, losing his patience, informs Ralph that his value system (and attitude) is misplaced and disdained in the current epoch:

 Picard: A lot has changed in three hundred years. People are no longer obsessed with the accumulation of “things”. We have eliminated hunger, want, the need for possessions. We have grown out of our infancy. 

 Ralph: You’ve got it wrong. It’s never been about “possessions”—it’s about power.1

 Picard: Power to do what? 

 Ralph: To control your life, your destiny. 

 Picard: That kind of control is an illusion. 
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Chastened, Ralph asks “There’s no trace of my money – my office is gone – what will I do? How will I live?” Picard explains “Those material needs no longer exist.” Ralph, invoking the values of the late twentieth century, responds by asking: “Then what’s the challenge?” Picard, seemingly outlining the values of twenty fourth century Earth, retorts: “To improve yourself… enrich yourself. Enjoy it, Mister Offenhouse.” 

Similarly, in the  Deep Space Nine episode “In the Cards” (1997), Jake Sisko exclaims “I’m Human, I don’t have any money.” Nog, a Ferengi—an alien race that operates on the profit-motive—is critical of twenty fourth century humanity: “It’s not my fault that your species decided to abandon currency-based economics in favor of some philosophy of self-enhancement.” Shifting humanity’s (America’s) values away from “currency-based economics” and toward a  philosophy of self-enhancement mirrors Karl Marx’s point that in moving from capitalism to communism society would go “From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs!”—

i.e., communist politics would focus on “the all-around development of the individual.” 2 Or as Jake told Nog: “There’s nothing wrong with our philosophy.  We work to better ourselves and the rest of Humanity.” 

Indicative of how humans in the twenty fourth century have under-gone a profound paradigm shift in values and outlook, Quark, a Ferengi who traveled back to mid-twentieth century Earth (more specifically, the United States), concludes from his dealings with humans (Americans) in this epoch, that “these humans, they’re not like the ones from the [24th century] Federation. They’re crude, gullible and greedy” 

( Deep Space Nine—“Little Green Men”, 1995). Marx offers a consonant rebuke of the cultural/social ethos of capitalists: “Contempt for theory, art, history, and for man as an end in himself … is the real, conscious standpoint, the virtue of the man of money.” 3

Therefore, Star Trek takes the Enlightenment to its logical conclusion—namely, that modernity; science; reason can serve as the basis for a peaceful; highly productive; and thriving world. Star Trek is optimistic insofar as arguing that as global society accepts modernity; reason; science (i.e., the progressive dialectic) humans will collectively achieve a higher plane of intelligence; knowledge; and emotional maturity. (An optimism shared by Karl Marx. 4) This higher plane of existence, however, requires the overthrow of the neoliberal order. 
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Neoliberalism

To the American Revolutionary War (see below), the U.S. Civil War (see below), and the American fight against Fascism (“City on the Edge of Forever”, 1967), Star Trek adds to America’s revolutionary “moments” with the Bell Uprising. Aired in 1995, “Past Tense” ( Deep Space Nine ) is centered on this fictional uprising. The characters Sisko, Bashir, and Dax are acciden-tally sent back to 2024 San Francisco, where, like in “City on the Edge of Forever”, they alter Earth’s history for the worse. Upon being beamed to the past, Sisko and Bashir are separated from Dax. Without any identification (or money) Sisko and Bashir are forcibly interned in an urban detainment camp for the poor and dispossessed. It is described in script notes as follows: Sisko and Bashir ENTER a street lined by dirty, dilapidated buildings, with boarded up windows and impromptu campsites set up in the door-ways and stairwells. It’s a sharp contrast to the relatively clean city outside. The street is crowded with poorly dressed homeless men, women, and children, of all ages and races, many standing in a long food line. 5

Sisko, who is knowledgeable about twenty first century Earth, explains that “by the early twenty-twenties there was a place like this in every major city in the United States.” 

 Bashir asks: Why are these people in here? Are they criminals? 

 Sisko: No. People with criminal records weren’t allowed in the Sanctuary Districts. 

 Bashir: Then what did they do to deserve this? 

 Sisko: Nothing. They’re just people. People without jobs or places to live. 

 Bashir: So they get put in here? 

 Sisko: Welcome to the twenty-first century. 

Writing in the mid-1990s about internment camps for the poor and homeless being in place in every major American city within 30 years is an explicit critique of the neoliberal project, which was well established by the 1990s. 6 Neoliberalism, whose proponents prioritize the free movement worldwide of capital, goods, and services, has been devastating to numerous U.S. urban centers, particularly in the former industrial 
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American heartland. 7 Cities like Detroit8 and Cleveland9—which were global centers of industrial production—have been hollowed out as the U.S. manufacturing base has been shifted to cheap wage venues in the U.S. South; Mexico; China, etc. 10 One of the displaced residents of the San Francisco Sanctuary District explains that “I used to be a Plant Manager at ChemTech Industries.” The result has been pronounced urban decay in once wealthy and prosperous cities,11 where a substantial 

homeless population is an enduring phenomenon.12

Moreover, the Great Recession of 2008 has caused persistently high unemployment.13 A historically de-stabilizing factor of capitalism is the tendency of capital equipment (i.e., technology) to replace labor.14 In 

a 2012 op-ed piece in the  New York Times, Princeton economist, Paul Krugman holds “there’s no question that in some high-profile industries, technology is displacing workers of all, or almost all, kinds.” 15 A Sanctuary District resident explains that “I came to San Francisco to work in a brewery… but they laid a bunch of us off when they got some new equipment… and so I ended up here.” Another of the characters in “Past Tense” notes that “right now jobs are hard to come by… what with the economy and all…” The former plant manager plaintively explains: “Most of us agreed to live here [in the San Francisco Sanctuary District] because they promised us jobs. I don’t know about you, but I haven’t been on any job interviews lately. And neither has anyone else. 

They’ve forgotten about us.” 

Trotskyism and the Progressive Dialectic

The overriding need to pursue societal justice (i.e., topple neoliberalism/capitalism) is made clear in “Past Tense”. While in the Sanctuary District (in 2024 San Francisco) Sisko intervenes into a fight, which results in the death of one Gabriel Bell—the would-be leader of the Bell Uprising. Like the victory of the Nazis in World War Two (“City on the Edge of Forever”), this erases the entire history of the Federation. Meanwhile, back in the twenty fourth century, all that remains of the original time line is the ship (the Defiant) that beamed Sisko, Bashir, and Dax to the past. Uncertain when 
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Sisko et al. are located, members of the Defiant crew randomly transport into Earth’s past. They conclude Sisko et al. “arrived before the year twenty-forty-eight.” 

How can you be sure? 

Because we were just there. And that wasn’t the mid-twenty-first century that I read about in school. It’s been changed.  Earth history had its rough patches, but never that rough. 

Therefore, the absence of the Bell Uprising to spark the revolution that would politically challenge the current neoliberalism regime would ostensibly result in Earth’s society devolving into some type of night-mare scenario as early as 2048. One is reminded of Rosa Luxemburg’s pronouncement that the “future is either socialism or barbarism. ”16

The original time line is restored when Sisko takes the name Gabriel Bell, and fulfills his role in history. One of the successes of the Bell Uprising was the ability of residents of the Sanctuary District to evade a government blockade of the “Interface” (i.e., the internet—which was a nascent technology when “Past Tense” aired in 1995) and convey their personal stories to the world. One resident explains: “My name is Henry Garcia… and I’ve been living here two years now… I’ve never been in trouble with the law or anything… I don’t want to hurt any-body… I just want a chance to work and live like regular people.” 

Confirming the interpretation of Star Trek as positing American history as a series of progressive events (“revolutions”) is “The Savage Curtain” (1969) and “The Omega Glory” (1968). The episode “The Omega Glory” depicts a world with an identical history to that of Earth’s, except in this instance the Cold War resulted in globally devastating nuclear/biological war—where humans were reduced to a veritable stone age. Kirk ultimately realizes that the segment of the population that represented the West views the U.S. Constitution as a sacred document. But they cannot read it, so Kirk explains to them: “That which you called Ee’d Plebnista was not written for chiefs or kings or warriors or the rich and powerful, but for all the people!” Kirk proceeds to read directly from this document (the Ee’d Plebnista), which is the Constitution:
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We the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, ensure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity… do ordain and establish this constitution. 

Asserting the revolutionary implications of the American Revolution and the Constitution that followed, Kirk declares “these words and the words that follow… They must apply to everyone or they mean nothing!” Kirk adds “liberty and freedom have to be more than just words.” 

In “The Savage Curtain” the Enterprise crew meets the incarnation of Abraham Lincoln. While acknowledging that this is not the real Lincoln, Kirk insists that the crew treat him with the respect and deference due this great historical figure—the leader of what many consider to be the second American Revolution (i.e., the victorious Northern Cause in the U.S. Civil War). 17 Kirk notes: “I cannot conceive it possible that Abraham Lincoln… could have actually been reincarnated. 

And yet his kindness, his gentle wisdom, his humor, everything about him is so right.” McCoy chides Kirk: “Practically the entire crew has seen you… treat this impostor like the real thing… when he can’t possibly be the real article. Lincoln died three centuries ago hundreds of light-years away.” Spock observes to Kirk: “President Lincoln has always been a very personal hero to you.” Kirk retorts: “Not only to me.” 

Spock: “Agreed.” 

Thus, Star Trek is optimistic in that America is evolving toward an ideal, classless society. The American Revolution; the Civil War; the Fight Against Fascism; the Bell Uprising (i.e., the defeat of neoliberalism) are necessary stops on this road to (worldwide) utopia. This is reflective of American Marxists’ view that United States’s history is an unfolding revolutionary process, the end result of which is the establishment of an ideal socialist/communist society. Sidney Hook, for instance, writing in 1933 (when he was still a follower of the Russian revolutionary Leon Trosky [i.e., a Trotskyist]) reasoned that “America had gone through her second revolution to break up the semi-feudal slavocracy which barred the expansion of industrial capitalism.” 18 
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Operating in the U.S. since the 1920s, Trotskyists hold that the American Revolution and the Civil War remain incomplete until the worker state is in place.19 Put differently, these revolutions will be completed by the socialist revolution (the Bell Uprising[?]). (It is noteworthy and significant that in the episode where the Bell Uprising is conveyed, the phrase “Neo-Trotskists” is used; also, in another episode, a passage from the Communist Manifesto is read. 20)

Conclusion

According to Star Trek, Karl Marx was right. The absolute is pointing toward the rejection of capitalist values. Moreover, modern neoliberalism must be replaced if humanity is to thrive. Therefore, the absolute is rational and leading humanity toward a classless society, free of gender and ethnic biases. 

While federation is the most salient iteration of global politics depicted in Star Trek, the franchise does convey a global politics of neoliberalism and empire. In juxtaposing federation, neoliberalism, and empire, Star Trek makes the explicit claim that only federation is a viable and sustainable global politics. 
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12. Deborah K. Padgett, Benjamin F. Henwood, and Sam J. Tsemberis, Housing First: Ending Homelessness, Transforming Systems, and Changing Lives (New York: Oxford University Press, 2015); Craig Willse,  The Value of Homelessness: Managing Surplus Life in the   United States (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2015). 

13. Kristin S. Seefedt and John D. Graham,  America’s Poor and the Great Recession (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2013); “Ten States Still Have Fewer Jobs Since Recession,” Reuters, March 25, 2016; Ben Casselman, “Jailed, Shunned, but Now Hired in Tight Market,”  New York Times, January 14, 2018, A1. 
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14. Claire Cain Miller, “Smarter Robots Move Deeper into Workplace,” 

 New York Times, December 16, 2014, A1; Farhad Manjoo, “Uber’s Business Model Could Change Your Work,”  New York Times, January 29, 2015, B1; Zeynep Tufekci, “The Machines Are Coming,”  New York Times, April 19, 2015, SR4; Claire Cain Miller, “What’s Really Killing Jobs? It’s Automation, Not China,”  New York Times, December 22, 2016, A3; Alex Williams, “Robot-Proofing Your Child’s Future,”  New York Times, December 14, 2017, D1; Peter S. Goodman, “Sweden Adds Human Touch to a Robotic Future,”  New York Times, December 28, 2017, A1; Liz Alderman, “Humans Wanted, but Robots Work,” 

 New York Times, April 17, 2018, B1; Niraj Chokshi, “Robot Cures Human Headache: Putting Together Ikea Furniture,”  New York Times, April 19, 2018, B8. 



15. Paul Krugman, “Robots and Robber Barons,”  New York Times, December 10, 2012, A27. 

16.  Paul  Frölich,  Rosa Luxemburg: Her Life and Work (New York: Howard Fertig, 1969); Stephen Eric Bronner,  Rosa Luxemburg: A Revolutionary for Our Times (University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press, 1993). 

17. James M. McPherson,  Abraham Lincoln and the Second American Revolution (New York: Oxford University Press, 1992); James Oakes, Freedom National: The Destruction of Slavery in the  United States (New York: W.W. Norton, 2012). 

18.  Sidney  Hook,  Towards the Understanding of  Karl Marx (New York: John Day, 1933), 294–295. 



19. James P. Cannon,  The History of American Trotskyism: Report of a Participant (New York: Pioneer Publishers, 1944); Constance Ashton Myers,  The Prophet’s Army: Trotskyists in America, 1928–1941 

(Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1977); A. Belden Fields,  Trotskyism and Maoism: Theory and Practice in  France  and the  United States (New York: Praeger, 1988), chap. 4; Bryan D. Palmer,  James P. Cannon and the Origins of the American Revolutionary Left, 1890–1928 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2010); Donna T. Haverty-Stacke,  Trotskyists on Trial: Free Speech and Political Persecution Since the Age of FDR (New York: New York University Press, 2016). 

20. In the midst of a labor strike ( Deep Space   Nine—“Bar Association”, 1996), a character reads directly from the  Communist Manifesto: 

“Workers of the world, unite. You have nothing to lose but your chains.” 
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4

Globalism in Star Trek

Abstract  Star Trek indicates three distinct politics resulting from the creation of a global society: (1) Federation; (2) Empire; and (3) Neoliberalism. The  federation path to world government is predicated on the concept of justice known in the academic literature on Star Trek as “liberal humanism”—a classless society, free of gender/ethnic bias. 

The justice (i.e.  liberal humanism ) evident in  federation inspires others to become part of the global polity. The  Empire strategy of establishing global governance relies on national, religious (for Star Trek “species”) identity. Within  Empire, a particular identity group seeks to politically impose themselves on other (species) societies. They do so through military (violent) means and deception—claiming racial/political superiority in the process. The proponents of  neoliberalism argue for a global regime based on practical considerations—expanding trade relations and bolstering international security. Star Trek indicates that a political basis of  neoliberalism is the WE/THEY distinction— à la Carl Schmitt. 

Utilizing these templates, as set out in Star Trek, it can be concluded that the American-led global hegemonic system contains characteristics 
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from all three templates. Star Trek suggests, however, that only the  federation route to global government is viable. 

Keywords  Empire · Neoliberalism · Carl Schmitt · U.S. Foreign Policy The Star Trek franchise points to the politics surrounding weapons of mass destruction. Star Trek takes up the question of losing control of weapons of mass destruction. Firstly, pursuit of such weapons is self-defeating as other powers develop these weapons—prompting an arms race. Speaking of a massive machine (consuming entire planets), Kirk draws a comparison to the Cold War1 arms race at the time: “It’s a weapon built primarily as a bluff. It’s never meant to be used. So strong, it could destroy both sides in a war. Something like the old H-Bomb was supposed to be” (“The Doomsday Machine”, 1967). Such a strategy, however, does not ensure stability. The episode “The Omega Glory” 

(1968) depicts a world with an identical history to that of Earth’s, except in this instance the Cold War resulted in globally devastating nuclear/biological war—where humans were reduced to a veritable stone age.  The Next Generation Enterprise crew comes upon a planet that held that geo-political stability is maintained by the technological advancement of weapon systems. The society lived “by the motto—

peace through superior firepower”—referring to itself as “The Arsenal of Freedom” (episode title—1988). Everyone on the planet (“Minos”) was destroyed by one of its weapon systems. 

More optimistically, technology can create a politics of social justice. The Federation is predicated on such a positive utilization of technology. This is most clearly, unambiguously articulated in the episode of “Time’s Arrow” (1992— Next Generation ). Mark Twain (Samuel Clemens) visits the twenty fourth century Federation, and more specifically the Enterprise. Upon encountering the Enterprise he cannot help but interpret it through his nineteenth century understanding of history/politics. Thus, he takes the existence of this technology (ship) as prima facie evidence of imperial politics: “Huge starships, and weapons that can no doubt destroy entire cities, and military conquest as a way 

4  Globalism in Star Trek    

47

of life?” Clemens however comes to question his initial analysis and how it is colored by his knowledge of nineteenth century Earth:

 Clemens: So there’re a privileged few who serve on these ships, living in luxury and wanting for nothing. But what about everyone else? What about the poor? You ignore them. 

 Troi: Poverty was eliminated on Earth a long time ago, and a lot of other things disappeared with it. Hopelessness, despair, cruelty. 

 Clemens: Young lady, I come from a time when men achieve power and wealth by standing on the backs of the poor, where prejudice and intolerance are commonplace and power is an end unto itself. And you’re telling me that isn’t how it is anymore? 

 Troi: That’s right. 

Clemens comes to have a positive view of the twenty fourth century: 

“Well, maybe it’s worth giving up cigars for after all.” 

Star Trek is not solely a work of technological optimism—i.e., the idea that technological advancement will alone drive social/political progress. 2 In fact, Star Trek renders cautions against unchecked/unregulated scientific/technological advancement. 3 One theme that appears in the Star Trek franchise is eugenics. In Star Trek histiography in the Earth’s past (or our near future) there is a Eugenics War—“an improved breed of human. That’s what the Eugenics War was all about.” The war resulted when “young supermen” seized “power simultaneously in over forty nations. … They were aggressive, arrogant. They began to battle among themselves. ”4 As a result of this experience, human genetic engineering is banned in the fictional world of Star Trek. The other prime caution that Star Trek yields against “technologism” (i.e., an uncritical faith in science/engineering) is the Borg. The Borg (first appearing in  The Next Generation ) embraces technology to such an extreme extent that they replace large parts of their body (and brain) with gadgets. (Every Borg is mechanically altered—by force if necessary.) The result is the Borg do not create knowledge, but can only appropriate (i.e., “assimilate”) it from others. 5 Hence, a prominent argument in Star Trek is that if technological development is to serve as a basis for 

48    

 

G. A. Gonzalez

justice, freedom, and societal well-being, humanity must get its politics 

“right”—otherwise technological/scientific advancement can result in eugenics, for instance, or other inherently oppressive/destructive outcomes (e.g., the Borg). 

Technology has created a politics of global destruction (e.g., nuclear war); a (possible) politics of eugenics6; and even a potential politics of actively replacing body parts in order to operate more efficiently, effectively (the Borg). The Star Trek text indicates that humanity, through technological development, has created a politics (aspiration) 

of all-encompassing social justice (Chapter 3). The most glaringly existential politics created by modern technology is that of globalism. 7 

Put differently, technology has created a coherent, singular human society that spans the planet. 

The question that faces humanity is what political form has global society taken, and what should be its political form? Star Trek indicates three distinct politics resulting from the creation of a global society: (1) Federation; (2) Empire; and (3) Neoliberalism. The  federation path to world government is predicated on the concept of justice known in the academic literature on Star Trek as “liberal humanism”—a classless society, free of gender/ethnic bias. 8 The justice (i.e.,  liberal humanism ) evident in  federation inspires others to become part of the global polity. The  Empire strategy of establishing global governance relies on national, religious (for Star Trek “species”) identity. Within  Empire, a particular identity group seeks to politically impose themselves on other (species) societies. They do so through military (violent) means and deception— 

claiming racial/political superiority in the process. The proponents of neoliberalism argue for a global regime based on practical considerations—expanding trade relations and bolstering international security. 

Star Trek indicates that a political basis of  neoliberalism is the WE/

THEY distinction— à la Carl Schmitt. Utilizing these templates, as set out in Star Trek, it can be concluded that the American-led global hegemonic system contains characteristics from all three templates. 

Star Trek suggests, however, that only the  federation route to global government is viable. 
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Federation

As outlined in Chapter 3, the  federation concept of polity in Star Trek is ostensibly predicated on the Marxist ontology of social change and revolution. Karl Marx argued that a classless society based on modernity would occur through a series of progressive revolutions. Leon Trotsky, as leader of the Russian Revolution, held that this revolution would inspire other societies to have their own socialist revolution, and, thus, the revolutionary polity would be expanded globally through such examples as set by Russia (and presumably) et al. 

With humanity basing itself on a  philosophy of self- enhancement and liberal humanism (i.e., “the all-around development of the individual”; and full political, social equality for all), humans come to lead the Federation, and, most importantly, its expansion is predicated on voluntary merger/union. (“The Federation is made up of over a hundred planets  who have allied themselves for mutual scientific, cultural and defensive benefits” [ Deep Space Nine—“Battle Lines”, 1993]. “The Federation consists of over one hundred and fifty different worlds  who have agreed to share their knowledge and resources in peaceful cooperation ” 

[ Voyager—“Innocence”, 1996].)

 Voyager episode “The Void” (2001) provides insight into the normative values and political processes that are at the center of  federation. 

Voyager is trapped in a “void” in space (where there is no “matter of any kind”). Other ships trapped in the void have taken up the practice of attacking/raiding other trapped ships for supplies as a means of surviving. (“There are more than one hundred fifty ships within scanning range but I’m only detecting life signs on twenty nine of them.”) Through collaboration and solidarity, Janeway argues the ships in the Void can work together to escape. In shaping this reasoning, Janeway draws inspiration from the example of the Federation: “The Federation is based on mutual co-operation. The idea that the whole is greater than the sum of its parts. Voyager can’t survive here alone, but if we form a temporary alliance with other ships maybe we can pool our resources and escape.” Voyager shares its limited food and medical supplies, as well as joins in common defense, to build trust and establish  
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(what Janeway calls) the “Alliance.” Through the Alliance, Voyager’s food supplies are enhanced (“One of the crews that joined us had technology that tripled our replicator efficiency…we can feed five hundred people a day now using half the power it took us a few days ago.”) Led by Voyager, the Alliance ships escape the Void. Those that refused to become members stay behind. 

U.S. as  Federation

The U.S.-led world system was constructed in significant part because the American government inspired admiration and loyalty— à la 

 federation. The U.S. could be said to have been a good friend to Europe—helping to defeat the Kaiser and the Nazis, as well as giving Western/Central Europe huge sums in the post-World War Two period in the form of the Marshall Plan. Also, the U.S. committed itself to defending Europe from the Soviets during the Cold War (i.e., the North Atlantic Treaty Organization). Of course, the U.S. in carrying out these “friendly” acts committed vast resources and incurred massive costs, including the potentially catastrophic risk of nuclear war. 

These acts/sacrifices are arguably the key reasons the U.S. is the leader of the current world system. 

Moreover (at least) in the American mind U.S. global leadership is ostensibly justified because it is a locus of global justice and freedom: the American Revolutionary War; the U.S. Civil War; the Fight Against Fascism; the New Deal; the Civil Rights Movement. Star Trek’s creators explicitly hold that victory over the Axis Powers (World War Two) could not have been attained without American involvement (original series—“City on the Edge of Forever”, 1967). Through the  Deep Space Nine platform, Star Trek renders a very effective lauding of the struggle for racial equality in the U.S. during the 1950s and 1960s (“Far Beyond the Stars”, 1998). 

Has the U.S., however, shifted from  federation to  empire in its worldwide dealings? This question is treated below
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Empire

Star Trek offers an excellent opportunity for the comparison of  empire and   federation. It does so in significant part through the episodes 

“Mirror, Mirror” (1967—original series), and “In a Mirror, Darkly” 

(2005— Enterprise ). Star Trek also illustrates the means of  empire through the fictional Klingon Empire, Romulan Empire, and the Dominion. Whereas in  federation persuasion and inspiration are the means through which a polity seeks to expand its influence/sovereignty, in  empire conquest and deception is how political control is expanded and maintained. 

While in the Federation universe the Enterprise only pursues peaceful means with the Halkans, in the Empire universe Kirk is “ordered to annihilate the Halkans unless they comply.  No alternative ” (“Mirror, Mirror”). (“Mirror, Mirror” is described in greater detail in Chapter 6). 

The Captain Jonathan Archer ( Star Trek: Enterprise ) from the alternative universe declares that “Great men are not peacemakers. Great men are conquerors” (“In a Mirror, Darkly”). Captain Picard points to the Romulan Star Empire’s “massacres in the Norkan outposts”—which the Romulans labeled “the Norkan Campaign” ( Next Generation—“The Defector”, 1990). The following describes how the Dominion accrues territory: “They destroyed our communications center, they executed our leaders, and before we realized it, [the Dominion] had seized control of the entire planet” ( Deep Space Nine—“The Jem’Hadar”, 1994). 

When the Klingon Empire invades Cardassia based on unsubstan-

tiated rumors that the Dominion was surreptitiously leading the new civilian government, the Federation/Klingon alliance ended as the Federation intervened to protect Cardassian territory/sovereignty. In explaining why the Klingon Empire decided to attack Cardassia, it is noted that “fear of the Dominion” is only “an excuse.” Klingons “were born… to conquer.” Its later added that if the Klingons defeat the Cardassians, “They will occupy the Cardassian home world, execute all government officials, and install an imperial overseer” ( Deep Space Nine—“The Way of the Warrior”, 1995). The brutality of the Klingon Empire is conveyed when a Klingon ambassador (Kell) is asked: 

“You are prepared to grant [the inhabitants of Krios] independence?” 
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Kell responds: “Perhaps. But we will conquer them again later if we wish to” ( Next Generation—“The Mind’s Eye”, 1991). 

 Empire and Claims of Superiority

A hallmark of  empire is the claim made by the governing group that it is somehow superior to the subject peoples of such political formations. Captain Archer of the Empire denounces his counter-part in the Federation because “He sold out Earth’s future to a group of subhuman species.” Put differently, the subject peoples of humanity’s Empire are 

“subhuman species.” When a Klingon commander is confronted with the charge Klingons have “boasted that they’ll take over half the galaxy”, he retorts: “Why not? We’re the stronger!” (original series—“Errand of Mercy”, 1967). The leadership caste of the Dominion is composed of a species that mostly live in a liquid state (and called the “Founders”). 

They justify their empire through the idea that “many years ago we set ourselves the task of imposing order on a chaotic universe.” As a species the Founders are known as “Changelings”, and one changeling tells another (named Odo—who was separated from the Founders): “It’s not justice you desire, Odo, but order. The same as we do. And we can help you satisfy that desire in ways the Solids [i.e., humanoids] never could” 

( Deep Space  Nine—“The Search”, 1994). 

Deception and  Empire

In pursuing the invasion of Cardassia and thereby ending the decades old Klingon-Federation alliance, the Klingon head of government, Chancellor Gowron, declares that “history is written by the victors ” ( Deep Space Nine—“The Way of the Warrior”, 1995). Contrary to this sentiment that the perception of reality (facts) is malleable and can/should be shaped to serve any (corrupt) agenda, Captain Picard declares that 

“The first duty of every Starfleet officer is to the  truth. Whether it’s scientific truth, or historical truth, or personal truth. It is the guiding principle upon which Starfleet is based” ( Next Generation—“The First 
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Duty”, 1992). In another instance, Picard, speaking to one of the leading political figures of the Federation (“Sarek” episode title, 1992— Next Generation ), declares: “Sarek of Vulcan never confused what he wanted with the  truth.” 

The deception arguably at the core of  empire is aptly depicted in the Next Generation episode “The Next Phase” (1992)—which involves the Romulan Empire. In spite of the fact that the Enterprise crew risked life and limb to save a Romulan ship (and the commander’s expression of gratitude), the Romulans, nevertheless, hatch a plan to destroy Enterprise and her crew. 

The U.S. as  Empire

In the 2003 invasion of Iraq, the U.S. reflected the characteristics of   empire as outlined in Star Trek. Firstly, of course, the U.S. conquered Iraq. Thus, just like all the imperial formations depicted in Star Trek (the “Empire” universe; Klingon; Romulan; Dominion), the U.S. expands its domain through conquest. Secondly, the U.S. Bush Administration justified the invasion in part by claiming that the Iraqi political system was inferior, and America would bestow its “democracy” onto the Iraqis. 9 Thirdly, the Bush Administration used deception in its conquest of Iraq—most glaringly, the false claim that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction.10 With regard to U.S. claims about bringing democracy to Iraq, shortly after the invasion it was explained by a reporter that the U.S. in Iraq “is seen as a military occupier that supports democracy and free speech when they serve its interest, but suppresses both when they don’t.” 11 The effort of the Donald J. Trump administration in 2017 to ban virtually all visitors from 7 countries (mostly Arab, Muslim nations) speciously suggests that there is something fundamentally flawed with these peoples. 12

According to Star Trek, building a stable global polity on Earth through  empire is not possible—other than in the Empire universe. This claim is seemingly made in the original series episode “City on the Edge of Forever” (1967). Thus, the establishment of a presumably worldwide Nazi Empire leads evidently to the collapse of human civilization. 
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With the last Star Trek television series ( Enterprise ), Star Trek creators move away from  liberal humanism as the basis of Earth’s government and the creation of the Federation. Instead, relying on the WE/THEY 

distinction to explain a worldwide polity on Earth, and  neoliberalism to account for the inter-galactic formation that humanity would lead (i.e., the Federation). 

Neoliberalism

 Enterprise is set in the twenty second century, whereas the original series took place in the twenty third century and  Next Generation;  Deep Space Nine; and  Voyager in the 24th.  Enterprise directly takes up the question of the creation of the Federation. The argument is made that the Federation is established not as a harbinger of justice and freedom, but for pragmatic reasons altogether. This more closely mirrors the formation of the European Union, than the history of the creation and strengthening of the American federal government. The effort to create a European federated structure in the post-World War Two period grew predominantly out of two entirely practical considerations: defense (from the Soviet Union13) and economic stability—trade, energy security, etc.14

The pressing need for a regional security regime is established in the second   Enterprise episode: “Fight or Flight” (2001). The Enterprise comes across an alien ship that has been attacked and whose crew is dead. With no protocol, nor any officials to notify, the Enterprise initially leaves the damaged ship and her dead crew adrift in space. 

The need for a regional security protocol is again treated in “Babel One” (2005), “United” (2005), and “The Aenar” (2005). These are a three-episode arc involving Romulan subterfuge, whereby they launch a remotely controlled ship in an attempt to destabilize Earth’s region of space. The Romulan ship can take various forms, and attacks ships under the guise that the offending ship is from one of the other powers in Earth’s sector of space. 

The economic difficulties the lack of a security framework is creating is outlined in two episodes: “Fortunate Son” (2001) and “Marauders” 

(2002). “Fortunate Son” revolves around the fact that without a 
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protective military presence cargo ships are regularly subject to raiding (from a species known as “Nausicans”). Archer to the Nausican raid-ers: “You’re not sneaking up on an old freighter this time. This is an NX Class Starship. Take a good look, because you’ll be seeing more of them.” In “Marauders” a small alien colony is eking out a living producing and trading a source of energy (“deuterium”), but a group of Klingons (“marauders”) force the colonists to pay them tribute. 

Therefore (according to the creators of  Enterprise ) the prime motive underlying the creation of the Federation is security and trade. This represents the obligations of the  neoliberal state (i.e., guaranteeing the secure and free movement of goods; services; and capital). 

In making the case for a federated interstellar political system Captain Archer tells an audience of delegates of the would-be United Federation of Planets the following:

Up until about a hundred years ago, there was one question that burned in every human, that made us study the stars and dream of traveling to them, Are we alone? Our generation is privileged to know the answer to that question. We are all explorers, driven to know what’s over the hori-zon, what’s beyond our own shores. And yet, the more I’ve experienced, the more I’ve learned that no matter how far we travel, or how fast we get there, the most profound discoveries are not necessarily beyond that next star. They’re within us, woven into the threads that bind us, all of us, to each other. The final frontier begins in this hall. Let’s explore it together. 

(“Terra Prime”, 2005)

Thus, in advocating for a federation among planets,  Enterprise does not make any specific justice claims (i.e., the elimination of poverty, the promotion of democracy, etc.). Instead, Captain Archer’s position is rooted in practical considerations—namely, the logic of coordinating planet members’ space travels (i.e., “Let’s explore [space] together”). 

We can see the implications of (the minimal)  neoliberal political obligations in a federated world system in the original series episode “Cloud Minders”(1969). Captain’s Log: “A botanical plague is devastating a planet in the quadrant of the galaxy where the Enterprise is operating at present. It threatens to destroy the vegetation on the entire planet, leaving it uninhabitable.” The Enterprise goes “to the planet Ardana, 
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where the only source of zenite exists. It is the one substance that can halt the plague.” In effective imagery the political/economic/social realities of the planet are portrayed—with the privileged/governing caste living a life of aesthetic splendor in a “cloud city” (“Stratos”) floating in the heavens; on the (barren) planet surface are where the laboring classes (referred to as “Troglytes”) live—working the mines (extracting 

“zenite”). The Enterprise mission is in jeopardy because of civil/political strife on Ardana. Led by “Disrupters,” the Troglytes are blockading the shipment of zenite. Consistent with a  neoliberal conception of international politics, Kirk informs the Ardana leadership that as a member of the Federation it has an obligation to make the zenite available to other Federation planets. Kirk: “I must concern myself with [the conflict on Ardana] if it should interfere with the delivery of zenite to Merak Two.” 

“Ardana is a member of the Federation, and it is your council’s respon-sibility that nothing interferes with its obligation to another member of the Federation.” 

When Kirk directly engages the Troglytes to discuss reforming Ardana’s society, Kirk is informed that “your Federation orders do not entitle you to defy local governments.” When Kirk decides to proceed with his plan for reform in the face of the opposition of Ardana’s government, Spock warns him: “If you are apprehended deliberately violating the [Ardana] High Advisor’s orders, he will be within his rights to have you executed.” Evidently, Federation rules do not extend to the treatment of member planets’ citizens. 

A later iteration of Star Trek stresses the fact that Federation member states are expected to maintain  just domestic polities. When the planet Bajor reconstitutes a caste structure (the “D’jarra system”), it is informed “that caste-based discrimination goes against the Federation charter. If Bajor returns to the D’jarra system, I have no doubt that its petition to join the Federation will be rejected” ( Deep Space   Nine—

“Accession”, 1996). 

 Enterprise (2001–2005) indicates that the normative core of a  neoliberal polity is the “Foe/Friend” dichotomy posited by political theorist Carl Schmitt.  Enterprise further indicates that  neoliberalism and  empire polities share the normative claim among their dominate groups of political/ethnic superiority. 
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The “Foe/Friend” Dichotomy and  Star Trek

Carl Schmitt (1888–1985) held that at the center of politics is the distinction “between friend and enemy. ”15 Social and political cohesion is based on this foe/friend bifurcation. Reflective of Schmitt’s “friend/

enemy” reasoning, in  The Next Generation episode “Face of the Enemy” 

(1993) the point is made that Romulans have an “absolute certainty about … who is a friend and who is an enemy.” Political scientist Shadia B. Drury renders the following observation: “Schmitt … believes that politics is first and foremost about the distinction between WE and THEY. [He] thinks that a political order can be stable only if it is united by an external threat. ”16

The Star Trek movie  First Contact (1996) is predicated on a WE/

THEY distinction. The action of the movie takes place in the year 2063. The Borg go back in Earth’s history to prevent humanity’s first contact with the Vulcans. This initial exposure to an alien culture occurs because Zephran Cochrane conducts humanity’s first successful warp drive experiment. (“Warp speed” represents a speed faster than light.) When the Vulcans detect Cochrance’s ship achieving warp speed they decide to introduce themselves to earthlings—“first contact”. According to the movie script notes, in this iteration ( First Contact ) of Star Trek’s historiography of Earth, in 2063 humanity is in what is referred to as a 

“Second Dark Age. ”17 What rallies humanity from its disarray is its contact with the Vulcans: “It unites humanity in a way no one ever thought possible when they realise they’re not alone in the universe.” 

Therefore, the political foundation of Earth’s polity in the mid-twenty first century is the WE/THEY dichotomy—with the Vulcans serving as “They.” “The political enemy is not necessarily morally evil.” 

Instead, Schmitt held that the potential enemy “is merely the other, the stranger, and it is sufficient that according to his nature he is in a special intense way existentially something different and alien, so that in the extreme case conflicts with him are possible. ”18

In   Enterprise conflict with the Vulcans does occur. “The Andorian Incident” (2001) concludes with the exposure of a Vulcan “spy station” by Captain Archer, which earns the ire of the Vulcans. The Vulcan ambassador to Earth complains that “the Andorians wouldn’t have 
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found the [spy] station if your people hadn’t interfered.” The Enterprise has “been in space for six months and they’ve already destabilized an entire sector” (“Shadows of P’Jem”, 2002). “Fusion” (2002) involves a set of Vulcans, who contrary to Vulcan norms, embrace their emotions. 

(“I always knew there had to be more to life than just logic and reason.”) One of these Vulcans telepathically “rapes” T’Pol (a Vulcan and Enterprise’s first officer), and Captain Archer engages in an intense fist fight with the transgressor. “The Forge” (2004), “Awakening” (2004), and the “Kir’Shara” (2004) is a three episode story arc whereby Earth’s embassy on Vulcan is bombed, killing Admiral Forrest (Archer’s men-tor), and the Enterprise crew gets swept up in internal Vulcan religious and political strife—with an effort made against Captain Archer’s life; and the Enterprise and Vulcan military ships coming to a face-off. In the denouement we learn that elements within the Vulcan government were behind the bombing of the Earth embassy, and that a faction still in the government wants to pull the planet toward a political/military alliance with the Romulans. An intention ominously threatening to Earth. 

The WE/THEY or friend/foe dichotomy at the heart of Earth’s 

politics in  Enterprise, and  First Contact, is in sharp contrast to earlier iterations of Star Trek, where (as noted above) state-building was accomplished through the progressive expansion of political rights and social justice. It is significant that in the  First Contact movie script by 2063 San Francisco is destroyed: “Beautiful city. Used to be, anyway. 

I didn’t think anyone still lived there. ”19 In “Past Tense” ( Deep Space Nine ) San Francisco is where the anti- neoliberalism Bell Uprising occurs in 2024 (i.e., the basis of a new global politics). 

The result is far from being impressed by human social practices and political formations, the Vulcans are leery of humanity. T’Pol: “You have yet to embrace either patience or logic. You remain impulsive.” “It remains to be seen whether humanity will revert to its baser instincts” 

(“Broken Arrow”, 2001). Such pronouncements strike against the very foundation of the Star Trek franchise—namely, that humans are socially; politically; and technologically progressing toward a utopian ideal (e.g.,  Next Generation—“Transfigurations”, 1990). 
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With the WE/THEY dichotomy serving as the basis of Earth’s politics, unsurprisingly a wave of racism grips the planet in  Enterprise. The Enterprise series concludes in 2005 and the penultimate episode centers on the group “Terra Prime” (episode title). Initially, this organization is described as xenophobic: “They want to stop all contact with alien species.” “They believe it’s corrupting our way of life.” Later, we learn that Terra Prime is racist: “This is an alien-human hybrid. Living proof of what will happen if we allow ourselves to be submerged in an interstellar coalition. Our genetic heritage…” “That child is a cross-breed freak. How many generations before our genome is so diluted that the word human is nothing more than a footnote in some medical text?” 

The leader of Terra Prime declares “I’m returning Earth to its rightful owners.” The group seeks to scuttle the formation of the Federation by promising to destroy Starfleet command (in San Francisco) unless all aliens leave Earth. Referring to signs of popular support for Terra Prime and its agenda, the Vulcan Ambassador Soval notes: “The fact that Paxton has the support of so many of your people is … troubling.” An Andorian ambassador makes the point that: “Earthmen talk about uniting worlds, but your own planet is deeply divided. Perhaps you’re not quite ready to host this conference” promoting interstellar cooperation. 

 Neoliberalism and the U.S. 

The U.S. has led in the formation of the  neoliberal world system, 20 

which has brought substantial changes to the global economy. 21 As noted above,  Star Trek: Enterprise indicates that the normative core of neoliberalism is the WE/THEY distinction. In the case of the current world system,  neoliberalism (the prioritization of the worldwide free movement of capital, goods, and services) became hegemonic in the 1980s, in a context where the U.S. Reagan Administration was ramp-ing up the Cold War. 22 More specifically, President Ronald Reagan (shifting away from the rhetoric of detente) held that the U.S. was a 

“a bright beacon of hope and freedom”, 23 and the Soviet Union was an “evil empire”. 24 After the collapse of the Soviet Union, a different 

“foe” was identified in “Islamofascism”—a global movement aimed at 

60    

 

G. A. Gonzalez

secular, modern governments/societies. 25 Arguably building on the 

Islamofascism ideation, as noted above President Trump in 2017 instituted a travel ban against a number of Muslim-majority countries. A similar position was reflected in the “clash of civilizations” thesis—

namely, that traditional/religious societies are pitted against modern/

secular ones. 26 In the contemporary period there are efforts to recast Russia as a threat to civilization. Senior Senator John McCain, and former Republican nominee for President, for instance, castigated Russian President Vladimir V. Putin for being an “unreconstructed Russian imperialist and K.G.B. apparatchik.” He contrasted this with the idea that “America’s greatest strength has always been its hopeful vision of human progress.” 27 In 2018, drawing on a report (lacking actual evidence28) issued by U.S. Senate Democrats,29 the  New York Times in an editorial holds that the Putin regime is perpetrating “war on the West.” 30  Enterprise indicates that these efforts to establish a “foe” reflects a need to shore up the normative core of the American  neoliberal global project. 

In pointing out that the normative foundation of  neoliberalism is the foe/friend distinction,  Enterprise indicates that the normative core of  empire and  neoliberalism are roughly similar. Notably, Islamofascism is used to anchor the  neoliberal world system, and it was used by the Bush Administration to justify the conquest of Iraq.31 The main component of Hitler’s and the Nazis’ political/propaganda argumentation was directed at an imaginary coalition of Western bankers and Eastern communists conspiring against Germany. According to Nazi mythology (myopia) Jews were at the center of this worldwide anti-Germany coalition. 32 The Vulcans, in  Enterprise, are cast as the THEY to humanity’s We in the  neoliberal Federation. In this context, it is noteworthy that Leonard Nimoy [who was Jewish himself] held that Vulcans are a metaphor for Jews. 33

Just like Star Trek indicated in “City on the Edge of Forever” that global   empire is doomed to failure, global  neoliberalism will also condemn humanity to catastrophe. The overriding need to pursue societal justice (i.e., topple  neoliberalism/capitalism) is made clear in “Past Tense”. While in the Sanctuary District (in 2024 San Francisco) Sisko 
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gets involved in a fight, which results in the death of one Gabriel Bell—

the would-be leader of the Bell Uprising. Like in “City on the Edge of Forever”, this erases the entire history of the Federation. 

Conclusion

The Star Trek franchise identifies three distinct politics created as a result of globalization—federation, empire, and neoliberalism. 

Importantly, ostensibly making an argument about the content, nature of justice as it inheres in the Absolute, the franchise indicates that a world society that is classless and free of ethnic, gender biases (a product of the  progressive dialectic—Chapter  3) is the only means of having a robust, vibrant and stable human civilization. 

Of course, technology is a basis of our globalized society. The other basis is energy. As outlined in the next chapter, Star Trek provides insight into global energy politics—particularly the U.S. decision to quash plutonium as an energy source. 
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Energy, the Nation-State, and Imperialism

Abstract  The contradictions and tensions inherent to the world system are lucidly evident in energy politics. On the one hand, energy is the basis of the nation-state, and, on the other, it is the basis of globalism—

as well as the global warming crisis. In Star Trek the political significance of energy is acknowledged through “dilithium crystals”. While dilithium crystals are fantasy (as outlined below), their centrality in the world of Star Trek means that minerals remain as a source of geopolitical tension, conflict. Additionally, the progressive content of dilithium crystals gives us insight into current world politics on energy—whereby the U.S. is leading the whole planet toward continuing dependence on dirty, finite fossil fuels and actively working against the promise of plutonium energy. 

Keywords  Energy · Fossil fuels · Plutonium · U.S. Foreign Policy Global warming

In the most abstract, minimalist sense, the modern state is a result of energy (wind, coal, oil)—as energy allows for the relatively inexpensive projection of political power. The end result being the division of 
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the world into discrete nation-states. In the fictional world of Star Trek energy (propelling ships at speeds faster than light) is used to create interstellar sovereignty (e.g., the Federation). 

More broadly, energy serves as the basis of the modern, global economy. Hence, a prime function of the modern state is garnering access to energy to reliably power, grow the economy. Historically, energy (fossil fuels) is more of a zero-sum resource than capital, markets, labor, technology—therefore, a greater cause of geopolitical tension and even violence (war)—see below. 

Therefore, the contradictions and tensions inherent to the world system are lucidly evident in energy politics. On the one hand, energy is the basis of the nation-state, and, on the other, it is the basis of globalism—as well as the global warming crisis. In Star Trek the political significance of energy is acknowledged through “dilithium crystals”. 

While dilithium crystals are fantasy (as outlined below), their centrality in the world of Star Trek means that minerals remain as a source of geopolitical tension, conflict. Additionally, the progressive content of dilithium crystals gives us insight into current world politics on energy—whereby the U.S. is leading the whole planet toward continuing dependence on dirty, finite fossil fuels and actively working against the promise of plutonium energy. 

Dilithium Crystals and Plutonium Energy

The progressive politics of Star Trek, in many ways, follows from  

“dilithium crystals”—which are cast as naturally occurring. According to the Star Trek franchise these minerals contain massive amounts of 

energy1—enough to propel huge star ships at speeds faster than light (“warp”); enough to convert matter into energy and vice versa (“replicators”). These crystals hold enough energy to even take people apart at the molecular level and put them back together in one piece (“trans-porters”). It is important to stress that the technology/know-how to accomplish these feats is not necessarily fantasy (i.e., outside the realm of possibility). Dilithium crystals are, however, fantasy. These crystals are stable/inert, and when spent can readily be disposed of. With dilithium 
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crystals providing such massive amounts of surplus energy—with little environmental liabilities—the issue at the core of much of human politics— who gets what, when, and how? —is rendered mute. Virtually everyone’s material needs/desires can be met with little political (or environmental) friction. 

While in terms of science, engineering dilithium crystals can be derided as fantasy and utopian, what dilithium crystals do (as a literary device) is highlight how energy is central to progressive politics. A source of energy should ideally be progressive in a twofold sense: one, yielding enough energy to meet everyone’s needs, and, two, have a minimal environmental impact and/or risk. Utilizing this criteria, fossil fuels fail on both counts. Fossil fuels have the environmentally devastating effect of global warming—among a number of significant environmental liabilities. Other than global warming, fossil fuels can be 

polluting (e.g., oil spills2), environmentally damaging to extract (e.g., mountaintop removal in the mining of coal3), and despoiling of water 

sheds (e.g., hydraulic fracturing of gas shale4). Fossil fuels are finite and relatively scarce, which means that the global population has uneven access to a commodity central to modernity—electricity. Unfortunately, the American hydrofracking revolution (hydraulic fracturing of gas and oil shale) and the continuing development of the Canadian oil sands is serving to block the broader development/deployment of clean renewable energy, as well as relatively carbon free nuclear energy. Short term abundance of fossil fuels serves to lower their price and makes a transition to other energy sources less likely.5

I have published a series of books on U.S./global energy politics. 6 

The U.S. has historically shunned wind, solar. Additionally, while the U.S. was the prime sponsor of nuclear energy in the West in the 1950s and 1960s, it turned against this source of energy in the late 1970s under the guise of nuclear weapons proliferation. In fact, the American government adopted a hostile tack toward nuclear energy when it became evident that it could no longer monopolize any aspect of atomic energy technology. 7 Very significantly, part of the U.S. anti-nuclear policy is the overt hostility to plutonium energy— 

instituting a policy and politics intended to prevent other countries from developing this source of energy. 
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The U.S. opposition to plutonium as an energy source took the form of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of 1978.8 Empowered by this leg-islation, the Carter administration (1977–1981) established a policy of pre-conditions for the U.S. transfer of enriched uranium and nuclear technology to other countries. The U.S. sought guarantees that nations receiving American nuclear materials would not engage in fuel recycling (i.e., removing plutonium from nuclear waste) nor could they export any nuclear materials to those that did. (France and Great Britain were not penalized for their recycling facilities, but any exporting of plutonium would require U.S. approval).9

Also damaging to the idea of a plutonium powered economy was the ending of the U.S.’s effort to perfect nuclear fuel recycling and the commercial breeder reactor. The U.S. government was financing the construction of the Barnwell recycling/reprocessing facility and the Clinch River breeder reactor. The Carter Administration suspended political support for both these projects. Reprocessing nuclear fuel involves the extraction of plutonium from nuclear waste, and the breeder reactor can run on the plutonium retrieved from reprocessing. Breeder reactors generate more plutonium than they consume (by converting uranium 238 

[238U] into plutonium). 10 Both the Barnwell reprocessing center and the Clinch River breeder reactor were potentially key to a virtually never-ending fuel cycle and unlimited energy. The U.S. ended its reprocessing/recycling and breeder reactor projects to set moral examples to stop the proliferation of plutonium. 11

Plutonium held the hope of a virtually inexhaustible energy source, with little of the liabilities of fossil fuels (e.g., scarcity; air pollution; greenhouse gas emissions). Moreover, plutonium use would “close” 

the nuclear energy cycle. (Nuclear waste could be almost perpetually recycled, as the “waste” produced in nuclear reactions would be used over and over again in the form of plutonium.) Thus, in withdrawing support from plutonium and actively opposing it, the U.S. as a result lowered the utility of nuclear power and sustained its liabilities (i.e., nuclear waste and a reliance on an international trading system of raw uranium potentially dominated by producing countries). Therefore, the implication of the U.S. international opposition to plutonium was not solely maintaining the utility of its huge stockpile of nuclear weapons12 
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(i.e., limiting international access to nuclear weapons material), but this opposition also had the effect of maintaining the world’s depend-

ency on fossil fuels.13

In light of the current threats of peak oil production14 and climate 

change, 15 the U.S.’s opposition to civilian plutonium production and use beginning in the late 1970s may ultimately serve as the undo-ing of the international energy system and the biosphere ( à la global warming). Of course, plutonium production does present significant safety problems16 and, as already noted, a nuclear weapons proliferation threat. To deal with these issues, the nuclear science community in the late-1970s came out in support of the internationalization of the nuclear energy cycle (including plutonium production). It did so through the International Atomic Energy Agency’s  International Nuclear Fuel Cycle Evaluation. 17

Internationalization of plutonium production (i.e., having an international agency exercise jurisdiction over the operation of plutonium facilities) could have worked to meaningfully address the safety issues surrounding this substance. Through internationalization the countries of the world could have worked together to overcome the technical and safety barriers to large-scale plutonium production/use. (A global market for plutonium could have provided the incentives to resolve the significant technical/safety issues that currently serve as considerable obstacles to robust plutonium civilian utilization.)

A fully effective anti-nuclear weapons proliferation regime could be envisioned through internationalization of nuclear fuel production (including plutonium), as countries that deviate from the nuclear fuel regime could be punished with an absolute worldwide economic/

energy embargo. Hence, internationalizing the global energy system (via nuclear power) could have worked to move humanity toward a world regulatory system (world government) to manage such momentous issues as conflict; weapons proliferation; and the environment (e.g., global warming). 18 The U.S. government reaffirmed its hostile stance toward plutonium in 2012 with the Obama administration’s (2009–2017) Blue Ribbon Commission on America’s Nuclear Future.19
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Energy as Instrument

With petroleum (a precious, yet depleting resource) continuing to play a central role in the global economy, oil imperialism is a key feature of the current world system.20 These imperial politics (in various forms) are conveyed in the Star Trek franchise. The most lucid instance of energy imperial politics in all of U.S. television history is the original series episode “Mirror, Mirror” (1967) (described in Chapter 6). The Empire is determined to destroy the Halkans if they don’t turn over their dilithium crystals. The U.S. destroyed Iraq in the process of gaining control of its oil. 

In Star Trek, space, itself, is an instrument in Star Trek. Whereas Earth has established a world government21 in Star Trek,22 an interstel-

lar nation-state system, nevertheless, exists. While the Federation is an inclusive political system23 (i.e., allowing new planets [nations] to join on the basis of full equality), the Klingons, Romulans, Cardassians, etc. 

base their regimes on narrowly construed nationalities (i.e., species identities). The result is boundaries between these different political formations. (With the Federation and the Romulans having a “neutral zone” 

or de-militarized zone as a border.) The different states of Star Trek compete/fight over territory (space; planets), and the (mineral) resources that inhere in these territories. For instance, in the original series episode “Friday’s Child” (1967) the Klingon Empire and the Federation vie for a planet that contains “the rare mineral  topaline, vital to the life-support systems of planetoid colonies.” Thus, nature in Star Trek is not treated as a collective resource to be managed; cared for; enjoyed by all, but as a basis of political power—and a perennial source of conflict. 

One example of space and natural resources serving as an instrument of power occurs in the  Deep Space Nine episode “Statistical Probabilities” (1997). The Dominion and the Federation are negotiating a border, and the Dominion is asking for the “Kabrel  system” 

in exchange for a concession on its part. It is discovered that the Dominion wants this system of planets because it contains  “yridium bicantizine”—a building block of “Ketracel White”—a substance vitally needed by Dominion soldiers, who are genetically engineered and bred in mass production. Similarly, in the original series episode 
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“Elaan of Troyius” (1968), the Klingons attack the Enterprise in an effort to scuttle peace between two warring planets—as peace between these worlds would weaken the Klingons’ claim on a planet rich in dilithium crystals. 

Interestingly, clear instances of labor exploitation/oppression in Star Trek occur almost exclusively in connection to mining/mineral processing—positing an enduring relationship between the exploitation of nature and the exploitation of humans.24 The most salient instance in Star Trek (perhaps in all of American television) of linking resource exploitation and human exploitation/oppression occurs in the original series episode “Cloud Minders” (1969). As noted earlier, this episode centers on a society that is sharply stratified—with the laboring class (referred to as Troglytes) engaged in grueling work in the “zenite” mines (with little to show for it), while the privileged caste exists in a world of splendor on the cloud city of Stratos. 

Torture and racism is deployed in an effort to break the Troglytes’ 

political movement. A prisoner being tortured screams in agony, dis-comforting onlookers. Spock, in his famous calm, equanimous voice, observes that “Violence in reality is quite different from theory.” 

But what else can [Troglytes] understand, Mister Spock? 

All the little things you and I understand and expect from life, such as equality, kindness, justice. 

Troglytes are not like Stratos dwellers, Mister Spock. They’re a conglomerate of inferior species. 

The U.S. used torture25 and racism26 in an effort to conquer Iraq. 

Conclusion

Dilithium crystals offer a template through which to politically judge sources of energy. These are deemed an affirmative (progressive) fantasy because they fictionally generate virtually unlimited amounts of energy, and, as a result, they serve as a foundation of the universal justice of 
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the Federation. Additionally, dilithium crystals are cast as generating no emissions—it’s a “clean” energy source. In contrast to the template of dilithium crystals, fossil fuels are a regressive energy source—finite and dirty. This is not an empty, intellectual exercise as more progressive energy sources exist. There is wind and solar, which the U.S. has historically ignored. Additionally, plutonium energy holds the possibility of generating so much energy that everyone’s needs can be met. 

Nevertheless, the U.S. refuses to explore the scientific merits of plutonium and continues to oppose other countries pursuing this energy source. The U.S. opposes plutonium perhaps precisely because it should be internationalized and can serve as a basis of global government—

usurping the present nation-state system the U.S. presently dominates. 

With the world vitally dependent on fossil fuels as the basis of modernity, state power, and the global trading regime, fossil fuels imperialism is a salient feature of the current world system.27 Star Trek depicts this imperialism. Importantly, Star Trek shows the racism, torture, and violence inherent to mineral-related (oil) imperialism. 
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Star Trek and the Marxist Theory  

of the State

Abstract  This chapter begins with a treatment of the state and politics within the Federation—where the governing norms are fairness and equality. The overall analysis and conclusion offered in this chapter is consonant with Karl Marx’s view that a repressive modern state apparatus is directly, solely a function of entrenched class hegemony, oppression. 

Keywords  Karl Marx · Theories of the state · Governmental transparency · Authoritarianism

The broadcast iterations of the Star Trek franchise present a future where human society is classless and free of ethnic, gender biases (Chapter  3). While Star Trek casts the future of humanity as inherently egalitarian and fundamentally fair, other species (societies) are depicted as repressive and authoritarian. Therefore, the Star Trek text offers a (fictional) comparative analysis of states within these starkly different circumstances. Star Trek indicates that societies based on federation (liberal humanism) are rather immune to corruption and authoritarianism among their political elites because of the success of 

© The Author(s) 2018 

83

G. A. Gonzalez,  Star Trek and the Politics of Globalism, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-95411-0_6

84    

 

G. A. Gonzalez

whistle-blowing—since such societies and their elites (overall) are committed to truth and honesty. In contrast, repressive states in Star Trek are directly linked to embedded, caste-like elites (entrenched class hierarchy, hegemony). 

In this latter case dominant elites are a class in-themselves, for-themselves (as Marx put it). Put differently, they prioritize their own power over the needs and well-being of society as a whole—violently suppressing any perceived challenge to their authority.1 This view of elites is most sharply evident in the leadership group of the Dominion (featured in  Deep Space Nine ), known as the Founders. Nonetheless, contemporary capitalist elites are also suggested in Star Trek to act/think as a class in-themselves, for themselves ( á la the Founders). 

I begin the analysis by treating the state and politics within the Federation—where the governing norms are fairness and equality. The overall analysis and conclusion offered in this chapter is consonant with Karl Marx’s view that a repressive modern state apparatus is directly, solely a function of class hegemony, oppression. 

Governance Within Modernity

While humanity in Star Trek has ostensibly embraced the values and economics envisioned by Karl Marx, the state in Star Trek has seemingly not withered away. Quite the contrary, the state appears as more entrenched then ever—with Starfleet (the military institution of the Federation)—at the center of the franchise. But are Starfleet and the Federation state institutions? There is the question in the writings of Marx of what exactly is meant by the state. 2 No doubt Marx believed that the state as the ultimate enforcer of class stratified capitalist society would be discarded along with capitalism. 

Star Trek indicates that government and governance institu-

tions would be required in advanced modernity. After all, how can society construct huge, immensely complicated spaceships in the absence of governance? How can a fleet of such starships be effectively deployed without a coordinating, commanding institution (Starfleet)? 
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Additionally, how can the principles of universal justice and fairness (inherent in Marxism) be upheld across interstellar space without a government to normalize and uphold them (the Federation)? Hence, Star Trek suggests that Marx and Marxism do not predict anarchy, anarchism. 3

How can citizens be certain that government and governance institutions aren’t actually states (intended to repress) or will not become states over the course of time? Naeem Inayatullah in his essay “Bumpy Space: Imperialism and Resistance in  Star Trek: The Next Generation ” 4 

seeks to link the Federation’s mission to “seek out new life and new civilizations” with imperialism. In the episode “First Contact” (1991—

 Next Generation ) the Chancellor of Malcor 3, upon first learning of the Federation and meeting Captain Picard, points out that “my world’s history has recorded that conquerors often arrive with the words, ‘We are your friends’.” Picard explains that “trust takes time and experience”—an ostensibly sensible response. Nevertheless, Inayatullah rather cynically holds that “Picard’s answer obfuscates the critical issue: the hidden desires that lie beneath the apparently benevolent intentions of the Federation.” 5 Why would Inayatuallah suggest that the Federation would have “hidden desires”? Inayatullah expressly conflates the Federation with Western imperialism: “In Western life, not much thought has gone into the desires and intentions of missionaries.” 6 

After expressly likening the American and British imperial projects to the Federation, Inayatullah writes “the dominance of the teaching drive over the need to learn sustains the usual props for benevolent imperialism. ”7

Inayatullah asks “why engage”? the Malcorians and other societies on the verge of discovering warp speed—a velocity faster than light. 8 

Inayatullah rejects the idea that helping a society into the fraternity of warp capable societies is necessary to harmonize relations between polities with such advanced capabilities—the reasoning offered by Picard. 

Instead, Inayatullah holds that Picard is murky in explaining why the Federation seeks to “guide” the Malcorians. Inayatullah appears intent on the idea that the only reason a power like that of the Federation would be interested in new peoples is imperialism—i.e., resource 
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exploitation and political hegemony. (Inayatuallah doesn’t ask if the purpose of the Federation in “contacting” the Malcorians is motivated by imperial/hegemonic designs, why wait until the Malcorians are on the verge of warp speed capabilities?). 

One point I make in  The Politics of Star Trek is how shockingly (or willfully) ignorant of the Star Trek text its critics are.9 Arguably the most anti-imperialist episode ever on American television is the original series episode “Mirror, Mirror” (1967). “Mirror, Mirror” opens with a discussion between Kirk and the leader of the “Halkans” (named 

“Tharn”). The Halkans refuse to allow the Federation to mine the dilithium crystals on their planet because “dilithium crystals represent awesome power. Wrongful use of that power, even to the extent of the taking of one life, would violate our history of total peace.” Kirk asks 

“When may we resume discussion?” Tharn: “The council will meditate further, but do not be hopeful of any change.” Tharn adds: “Captain, you do have the might to force the crystals from us, of course.” Kirk: 

“But we won’t.” 

Through a technical glitch, the Enterprise landing party is transported to an alternate universe. The Enterprise exists in this alternate universe, but instead of the Federation the political authority is the 

“Empire”—where “behavior and discipline” is “brutal, savage.” While in the Federation universe the Enterprise only pursues peaceful means with the Halkans, in the Empire universe Kirk is “ordered to annihilate the Halkans unless they comply.  No alternative.” Kirk (from the Federation universe) incurs great risks in an effort to prevent the destruction of the Halkans. “Mirror, Mirror” is an explicit rejection/critique of military intervention into other societies—particularly for purposes of controlling natural resources. 

On the question of imperialism or hegemony with regard to the Federation, the episode “The Paradise Syndrome” (1968) is also noteworthy. The Enterprise crew comes upon a group of Native American tribes transported to an alien planet. (“A mixture of Navajo, Mohican, and Delaware, I believe. All among the more advanced and peaceful tribes.”) Significantly, no effort whatsoever is made to colonize or 
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interfere with the transported natives. Instead, Kirk et al. succeeds in ensuring that the tribes can continue their pre-modern existence undisturbed. 

In the ( Next Generation ) episode “Time’s Arrow” (1992) Samuel Clemens (a.k.a. Mark Twain) (transported to the twenty-fourth century) assumes that the Federation represents/institutes a regime of conquest and control. His reasoning is based on the existence of the starship Enterprise—i.e., the political/economic regime he thinks it represents. “Huge starships, and weapons that can no doubt destroy entire cities, and military conquest as a way of life?” One factor that proves Clemens wrong about the Enterprise and the Federation is the technology it does not employ–the “cloaking device.” The cloaking device is introduced in the original series, and it is a weapon deployed/developed by the Romulan Empire. Later, the Klingon 

Empire adopts this technology as well. It allows star ships to travel under a shield (“cloak”) of invisibility. The cloaking device is a tre-mendous tactical weapon—as ships can approach enemies totally undetected, thereby allowing devastating surprise attacks. A Romulan commander tells of a battle where Klingon “warships decloaked, they took us completely by surprise. The Klingons managed to destroyed half my squadron before we even opened fire” ( Next Generation—

“Face of the Enemy”, 1993). Glaringly and significantly, when a Starfleet officer surreptitiously develops cloaking technology for the Federation his actions (once discovered) are denounced as criminal and expressly in violation of the law: “As Captain of the Enterprise, I’m placing you under arrest” ( Next Generation—“The   Pegasus ”, 1994). Notably, the U.S. pioneered the development/use of stealth military airplanes—designed to evade enemy radar and, hence, exe-

cute surprise aerial attacks.10 Another stealth technology pioneered by the U.S. is “predator drones”, 11 where operators in an air conditioned facility in Nevada guide small airplanes (drones) flying over remote regions of the world, and with the push of a button fire missiles on unsuspecting individuals from 50,000 feet. 12
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The fact that the Federation foregoes cloaking/stealth technology communicates that its starships—to the extent that they have military capabilities—are deployed solely for purposes of defense. Cloaking/

stealth military technology is expressly offensive in nature—solely intended for the vanquishing of enemies, including rebellions. The fact that Federation ships do not have this offensive capability serves to substantiate the claim that the Enterprise “is a ship of peace. Not of war” 

 (Next Generation—“Yesterday’s Enterprise”, 1990). 

The Threat of Elites

The Star Trek text does address the concern that the governance institutions of Starfleet and the Federation can become  states. The franchise does issue a specific warning about elites and their potential corruption and power hunger—even in the context of Federation. In the  Deep Space Nine episode “Homefront” (1996) a terrorist bombing occurs on Earth—killing 27. In the aftermath of this attack, Starfleet (i.e., the military) argues for greater security measures. The President of Earth resists this suggestion: “I understand the need for increased security, but…” 

President: I believe the changeling threat is somewhat less serious than Starfleet does. 

Admiral Leyton: Mister President, I assure you the threat is real. 

President: For all we know, there was only one changeling on Earth, and he may not even be here anymore. 

Captain Sisko: But if he is here, we have a problem. There’s no telling how much damage one changeling could do. 

President: Forgive me for saying so, Captain, but you sound a little…

paranoid

Sisko: Do I? 

This exchange presages the Bush Administration contention that the Al-Qaeda threat required greater political/legal latitude for the military- 

security apparatus.13 President Bush took this position even though  
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the 9/11 attack involved only a hand-full of perpetrators, many of whom died in the attack. 

In the end, the Earth President agrees to the enhanced security measures being proposed by the military. Interestingly, the enhanced security measures are seemingly instituted with simply the President’s signature—there are no other deliberations presented or discussed. 

These increased security measures are cast as necessary defensive measures to protect “paradise” or utopia (i.e., Earth):

I would hate to be remembered as the Federation President who destroyed paradise. 

We’re not looking to destroy paradise, Mister President. We’re looking to save it. 

Just like the Bush Administration argued for enhanced security measures and greater power for the presidency to protect “our American way of life.” 14

In the denouement of “Homefront” Earth experiences a planetary-wide blackout. A state of emergency has been declared. The subsequent  Deep Space Nine episode “Paradise Lost” (1996) begins by showing platoons of troops patrolling the street, and everyone submitting to security screening (blood tests)—to establish that they are not enemies. We learn that the power outage was perpetrated by elements within Starfleet. Thus,  Deep Space Nine issues a caution against the use of national security threats to suspend civil and political rights, as well as democratic decision-making processes: “What you’re trying to do is seize control of Earth and place it under military rule.” “If that’s what it takes to stop the Dominion.” 

In 2002 as the neoconservative agenda (i.e., invading Iraq) is gaining momentum both through the Bush government and the national media—most prominently the  New York Times15—the   Enterprise episode “Fallen Hero” aired. The Enterprise picks up the Vulcan Ambassador to the planet of Mazar—she has been recalled by the her government. Soon after Enterprise departs, the Mazar government demands that the Vulcan Ambassador (V’lar) return—sending ships 
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in pursuit. After initially refusing to tell Captain Archer the cause of the current controversy, V’lar relents and informs the Captain why the Mazarites are so eager for her return. 

The Mazarites pursuing us are criminals. They are members of an organization that’s infiltrated all levels of government, making themselves wealthy and powerful at the expense of many innocent victims. Their methods include eliminating anyone who stands in their way. 

She adds that “the corruption ran deeper than I thought.” 

Star Trek takes the optimist stance that in the context of   federation, the public can ultimately trust its leaders because whistle-blowing is inevitable and overall the governing elite can be counted on to do what’s right. The  Next Generation episode “Conspiracy” (1988) posits a scenario where aliens take over the bodies of the highest governing officials within Starfleet for a seemingly nefarious purpose. 

The alien takeover is stopped by officers within Starfleet—who become suspicious of the behavior, decisions of the top commanders invaded by the aliens. (The aliens are killed before we learn the content of their plan.) Similarly, when Captain Sisko in the  Deep Space Nine episode “Paradise Lost” (1996) comes to understand that his commanding officer is conspiring against the government of Earth, Sisko, along other officers subordinate to the conspirator, reject the chain of command and thwart the conspiracy. Additionally, when the crew of the Federation starship “Pegasus” (episode title—1994) realized that their captain was engaging in illegal research into cloaking technology, they mutinied ( Next Generation ). Moreover, in the movie   Insurrection (1998), once Picard et al. from the Enterprise learn that the Federation leadership has sanctioned the forced removal of a village they directly block this removal. Also, in the 2013 Star Trek movie  Into Darkness, when the Enterprise crew learn that elements within Starfleet conducted a false-flag operation to initiate a war with the Klingons, Kirk et al. successfully expose the subterfuge. 

Therefore, the embedded institutional commitment to (or ethics of) truth (morality; legality; fairness) in Starfleet (Federation institutions) 
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serves as an effective prophylactic to conspiracies to bamboozle the public—see below. As Picard informed Data: “Starfleet doesn’t want officers who will blindly follow orders without analyzing the situation” 

( Next Generation—“Redemption”, 1991). 

Star Trek makes the claim that a prime duty of military officers’ 

(political leaders’) within  federation is to prevent authoritarian outcomes. The  Deep Space Nine episode “Past Tense” (1995) features the following exchange:

Are humans really any different than Cardassians… or Romulans? If push came to shove, if something disastrous happened to the Federation, and we got frightened enough, or desperate enough, how would we react? 

Would we stay true to our ideals… or would we just? [resort to authoritarian/oppressive means]

Captain Sisko responds “I don’t know. But as a Starfleet officer, it’s my job to make sure we never have to find out.” 

The politics and government responses to whistle-blowing con-

veyed in Star Trek is starkly different to those politics and government responses in the U.S. 16 Well known government whistle blowers Edward Snowden and Chelsea Manning have been aggressively persecuted, forced into exile (Snowden) and imprisoned (Manning) by the American government. Julian Assange, who facilitates whistle-blowing through Wikileaks, has been similarly persecuted.17

Star Trek presumes a commitment to the truth among the military/

political leaders of  federation to ensure that the institutions of governance are not used to establish a state. This is in sharp contrast to the leaders of  empire. In pursuing the invasion of Cardassia and thereby ending the decades old Klingon-Federation alliance, the Klingon Empire head of government, Chancellor Gowron, declares that “history is written by the victors ” ( Deep Space Nine—“The Way of the Warrior”, 1995). Contrary to this sentiment that the perception of reality (facts) is malleable and can/should be shaped to serve any (corrupt) agenda, Captain Picard declares that “The first duty of every Starfleet officer is to the  truth. 

Whether it’s scientific truth, or historical truth, or personal truth.  It is 
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 the guiding principle upon which   Starfleet is based ” ( Next Generation—

“The First Duty”, 1992). In another instance, Picard, speaking to one of the leading political figures of the Federation (“Sarek”—episode title, 1992— Next Generation ), declares: “Sarek of Vulcan never confused what he wanted with the  truth.” 

This (fictional) commitment to the truth among Federation elites is in sharp contrast to the George W. Bush administration use of the WMDs hoax to induce an invasion of Iraq. The Downing Street Memo is a case in point. The memo written by a high ranking British government official offered the opinion that the Bush Administration was seeking to “fix the facts around the policy” in pushing for the invasion of Iraq.18 Ron Suskind in 2004 described the following encounter with a Bush Administration aide (presumed to be Karl Rove):

The aide said that guys like me were “in what we call the reality-based community,” which he defined as people who “believe that solutions emerge from your judicious study of discernible reality.” … “That’s not the way the world really works anymore,” he continued. “We’re an empire now, and when we act, we create our own reality. And while you’re studying that reality — judiciously, as you will — we’ll act again, creating other new realities, which you can study too, and that’s how things will sort out. We’re history’s actors…and you, all of you, will be left to just study what we do. ”19

More succintly,  history is written by the victors (i.e., the American empire20). 

Star Trek offers templates and signposts to distinguish between a government and a state. 

The franchise, however, goes further in positing an argument with regard to elites that are entrenched via class. Star Trek indicates that such elites conceptualize themselves as ruling castes, and they actively oppose any effort that challenges their dominance and/or authority. As I explain below, this conclusion has significant implications for Marxist state theory. For it indicates that entrenched hegemonic elites, classes exercise direct control of the state, and do not solely hold power over the state through indirect means. 
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Ruling Castes

The clearest case of a ruling caste in Star Trek is the Founders of the Dominion. But prior to the Dominion, Star Trek the original series offered a lucid example of a ruling caste in the episode “The Cloud Minders” (1969). As noted earlier, this episode depicts a society (the planet of Ardana) where torture technology (“the rays”)—and unsurprisingly racism—are used to maintain/stabilize a caste system. 

When Kirk explains to the leader of Adrana that a simple filter-mask would protect the Troglytes from the negative effects of a gas in the zenite mines, and this would allow them to reach their full intellectual potential as well as allow them to fully integrate into Stratos’ society, the leader angrily forbids Kirk from interfering in Adrana’s affairs. Later, Adrana’s leader complains that Captain Kirk “knows nothing except how to destroy our power.” 

A great deal of  Deep Space Nine (1993–1999) revolves around the Dominion and the Federation/Klingon/Romulan war against it. The Dominion (from the Gamma Quadrant) is a violent empire populated by genetically engineered and mass produced technicians (Vorta) and soldiers (Jemh’dar) who are totally subservient to the Founders. During season five the Dominion invades the Alpha Quadrant intent on conquering the Federation (along with all of the quadrant) and “eradicat-ing” the Earth’s population. 21

The leadership caste of the Dominion—the Founders—is composed of a species that mostly live in a liquid state. As noted above, the leadership caste of Adrana is not concerned about justice but only about power and maintaining order. The same is true of the Founders. They justify their empire through the idea that “many years ago we set ourselves the task of imposing order on a chaotic universe.” As a species the Founders are known as “Changelings”, and one changeling tells another (named Odo—who was separated from the Founders): “It’s not justice you desire, Odo, but order. The same as we do” ( Deep   Space Nine—

“The Search”, 1994). 

The Founders (who oversee a massive military) are cast as ruthless and place no value whatsoever on the lives of individuals outside of 

94    

 

G. A. Gonzalez

their caste. In one noteworthy scene a Founder decides that a new set of Vorta humanoids should be brought in to research a cure for the affliction she is suffering from. The Founder is informed a “team of Vorta Doctors [is] working night and day to find a cure.” The Founder orders: “have them document their efforts.  Then eliminate them.” 

“Founder?” her Vorta aide asks. She explains “activate their clones and order them to continue their predecessors’ work. Perhaps a fresh per-spective will speed matters along.” 22

The Dominion has politically absorbed Cardassia, and rebels mobi-lize against Dominion rule. At the first sign of disobedience among the Cardassian populace, the Founder in charge orders the destruction of a Cardassian city as collective punishment—killing “two million”. 

Ultimately, the Founder orders the destruction of all of Cardassia’s cities. 23 In 2003 the American government wantonly and illegally invaded the country of Iraq, subsequently killing untold numbers and leveling entire cities. 24

The science fiction notion that the callousness of American governing elites can be attributable to their being an alien species (a biologically distinct caste) is posited in the 1988 movie  They Live. The corporate and political elite are (hideous looking) aliens overseeing a heartless neoliberal global economy, regime. The aliens’ identities are masked by a machine that allows them to look like humans. 

The extreme concentration of wealth characteristic of the neoliberal world system is indicative of extreme concentrations of political authority, whereby the “billionaire class” does constitute an entrenched class, caste that is socially and politically alienated from the rest of society. 25 

The wealth and income of the economic elite (billionaire class) allow it to accumulate superior (seemingly insuperable) amounts of other valua-ble resources, such as social status, 26 deference, 27 publicity,28 prestige, 29 

organization, 30 campaign finance,31 lobbying,32 political access, 33 and 

legal34 and scientific expertise. 35

This has profound implications for the long running debate among Marxist scholars over the nature and content of the state within capitalist society.36 One strand of thinking among Marxist scholars holds 

6  Star Trek and the Marxist Theory of the State 95

the argument (dating to the 1970s) that political elites (elected and appointed public officials) are not directly subservient to capitalist elites, but are nevertheless hostage to the ideological structures and impera-tives embedded within the capitalist, free market system. 37 The present configuration of wealth and political authority, however, strongly indicates that capitalist elites exercise direct control of the state apparatus ( á la the Founders).38

American Capitalist Elites in Star Trek

The Star Trek franchise depicts American capitalist elites as indifferent to the suffering of others, self-important, and prioritizing their own well-being above that of others, society. The  Deep Space Nine episode “Past Tense” doesn’t depict capitalist elites as nonhuman, but, nevertheless, capitalists are portrayed as an overly privileged caste—inured to the suffering and desperation of the masses. 

The creators of the episode juxtapose the poverty and destitution of the residents of “Sanctuary Districts” (where the poor and dispossessed of 2024 America are forcibly interned) with the life of opulence of the economic elites. After conveying, treating the dismal conditions that inhere in the Sanctuary District of San Francisco (Fig. 6.1), the next scene (somewhat jarringly) is of a party of impec-cably dressed and manicured well-to-do (Fig. 6.2) discussing their 

large-scale business projects and vacations: “I hear you just came back from Christchurch?” … “Yes. Did a little skiing on Mount Cook.” … 

“You’re lucky. We had to cancel our trip to the Alps this year because of the student protests in France.” While, again, these elites are not aliens, they do seemingly think of the poor as a different species: Sanctuary Districts “keep  those people off the streets.” Another capitalist elite deludes himself into thinking the districts are for the benefit of its residents: “That’s the whole point of the Sanctuary. To give people in trouble food and a place to stay.” A social critic observes: “If that’s all it’s for, then why is there a wall around it?” 

[image: Image 19]
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Fig. 6.1  Residents of the San Francisco Sanctuary District 2024— Deep Space Nine, “Past tense” 

Fig. 6.2  Party of the well-to-do in San Francisco 2024— Deep Space Nine, “Past tense” 
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In “The Neutral Zone” (1988— Next Generation) (referred to above) the twentieth century capitalist, Ralph Offenhouse, is completely self-absorbed. Upon being awoken from his cryogenic slumber, he explains that “I have a substantial portfolio. It’s critical I check on it.” 

Later, he adds “I have to phone Geneva right away about my accounts. 

The interest alone could be enough to buy even this ship.” Ralph dons an attitude of arrogance; entitlement; and authority. He tells Captain Picard “I demand you see me.” When Picard tries to put Ralph off by referring to the sensitive situation the ship is dealing with at the time, Ralph retorts “I’m sure that whatever it is seems very important to you. 

My situation is far more critical.” Ralph condescends the Captain: “It is simply that I have more to protect than a man in your position could possibly imagine.” 

“Future’s End” ( Star Trek: Voyager ) takes place in the late twentieth century—the year 1996 (when the episode aired). The action of this episode centers on Henry Starling. By the time that Voyager comes into contact with Starling he is a very wealthy technology wizard, like Steve Jobs and Bill Gates. (“Our Mister Starling has built himself quite a corporate empire. Looks like he’s got wealth, celebrity and an ego to match.”) Starling is only able to introduce “breakthrough” technologies to the twentieth century because years earlier (in 1967) he came upon a space ship from the future. Over time Starling was able to pilfer technology from the ship. 

Voyager’s mission in “Future’s End” is to discover why a ship from 1996 sought to travel in time, thereby destroying Earth’s solar system in the twenty-ninth century. We learn that it will be Starling that will destroy the solar system when he to tries to go to the twenty-ninth century to retrieve more “new” technology for his commercial ventures. He is no longer able to extract usable technology from the ship he found years earlier. (“I’ve cannibalized the ship itself as much as I can. There’s nothing left to base a commercial product on.”)

Janeway warns Starling that his attempt to travel into the future will lead to massive catastrophe. Starling, nevertheless, is determined to pursue his goal. Janeway rebukes Starling for his lack of ethics: “You’d destroy an entire city? [Starling threatens to destroy present-day Los Angeles if Janeway tries to stop him.] You don’t care about the future, 
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you don’t care about the present. Does anything matter to you, Mister Starling?“ Starling feels justified in his means and the risk he is creating because his goal is “The betterment of mankind.” More specifically, he is driven by technological advancement (at least for his time period): My products benefit the entire world. Without me there would be no laptops, no internet, no barcode readers. What’s good for Chronowerx 

[Starling’s company] is good for everybody. I can’t stop now. One trip to the twenty-ninth century and I can bring back enough technology to start the next ten computer revolutions. 

Janeway: In my time, Mister Starling, no human being would dream of endangering the future to gain advantage in the present. 

In response, Starling openly dismisses the devastation that could (will likely) result from his actions: “Captain, the future you’re talking about, that’s nine hundred years from now. I can’t be concerned about that right now. I have a company to run and a whole world full of people waiting for me to make their lives a little bit better.” 

One cannot help but of think of the fact that U.S. capitalists (particularly in the energy sector) overtly oppose regulating greenhouse gas emissions, in spite of the escalating global devastation being brought about by climate change.39 Corporate leaders in the U.S. energy sector seemingly adopt Starling’s amazingly callous stance with regard to global warming: “Global warming is about the future, we can’t be concerned about that right now. We have companies to run and a whole world full of people waiting for us to make their lives a little bit better.” 40

Conclusion

The Star Trek franchise provides important insight into the post-capitalist conception of society that inheres in Marxist theory. While the state may wither away in a classless world (as predicted by Marx), Star Trek indicates that governance and government will persist. Such governance and government is necessary to oversee a technologically advanced modernity and to normalize and uphold the universal justice 
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foreseen (hoped for) by Marx. While Starfleet and the Federation represent  governance and government, they are not states (repressive institutions). This is particularly indicated by the technology that the Federation, Starfleet forego and legally ban (e.g., cloak technologies). 

Star Trek goes further: the values that shape the Federation and Starfleet makes corruption and authoritarianism a virtual impossibility—as these institutions are deeply imbued with the values of honesty and truth. In such an environment, whistle-blowing is a virtual certainty and such whistle-blowing will find a receptive audience among fellow elites. 

The Star Trek franchise indicates that an authoritarian state is directly linked and the result of an entrenched elite or class—that conceptualizes itself as a ruling caste. Such a state is the means through which a caste maintains its power and dominant social position. Such a caste and state are not concerned with justice, truth, or the well-being of others, society (even the environment), but only with their power. 

This is consistent with a particular Marxist view of the capitalist state. 

Perhaps more significantly, a state is directly a product of entrenched elites that conceptualize themselves as a hegemonic caste. This suggests that in a just society—free of entrenched privileged classes and of gender, ethnic biases—humanity need not fear the formation of a state. 
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7

Star Trek and Technologies of Empire

Abstract  One of the means that Star Trek uses to convey Empire (as opposed to Federation) is technology. As such Star Trek makes the explicit claim that particular technological regimes will exist within Empire which would not ostensibly exist in Federation. The technologies of  empire are evident in Star Trek through weapons of mass destruction and torture. In laying a claim that the politics of technology is decidedly different in Empire from that of Federation, Star Trek allows us to identify a “politics of intersubjective agreement” in contradistinction to the “politics of justice.” One conclusion of this analytical comparison/juxtaposition is the U.S. in the contemporary era could be viewed as operating within a  politics of empire. 

Keywords  Pragmatism · Neo-pragmatism · Intersubjective agreement Authoritarianism

The Star Trek franchise outlines the key political tension/disagree-ment in modernity:  pragmatism versus the attaining of “justice”. At the heart of Star Trek is an explicit critique/rejection of  pragmatism1 
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(i.e., an excessive fixation on stability2), and the active argument that free, thriving, stable societies are those that are based on “justice” and not on  intersubjective agreement ( neo- pragmatism ). 

The consensus in the academic literature that centers on the Star Trek franchise is that the concept of justice that inheres in the multiple broadcast iterations of the franchise is “liberal humanism”. The seeming claim (via Star Trek) is that the liberal humanism conception of justice is manifest (exists) as a classless society—without want and gender/ethnic biases. 3 In Star Trek the antithesis of liberal humanism justice (i.e., the “Federation”) is “Empire”. Whereas the basis of the Federation is the concept of justice as elaborated in  liberal humanism, the philosophical foundation of Empire is  pragmatism and the maintenance of  intersubjective agreement ( neo- pragmatism ). 

One of the means that Star Trek uses to convey Empire (as opposed to Federation) is technology. As such Star Trek makes the explicit claim that particular technological regimes will exist within Empire which would not ostensibly exist in Federation. The technologies of  empire are evident in Star Trek through weapons of mass destruction and torture. 

In laying a claim that the politics of technology is decidedly different in Empire from that of Federation, Star Trek allows us to identify a “politics of intersubjective agreement” in contradistinction to the “politics of justice.” One conclusion of this analytical comparison/juxtaposition is the U.S. in the contemporary era could be viewed as operating within a 

 politics of empire. 

Pacifism:  Pragmatic or Principled? 

Star Trek cautions against pragmatism. One of the issues that Star Trek grapples with is whether pacifism is  pragmatic or principled. This is especially germane for a discussion centered on differentiating the politics of  empire from those of  federation ( liberal humanism ). Star Trek indicates that pacifism is a  pragmatic (i.e., maintaining stability) tactic, and should be avoided. There are key instances when pacifism is cast negatively in Star Trek. An obvious rebuke of pacifism to maintain stability (i.e., avoiding war) is offered in the 1990  Next Generation episode 
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“Allegiance”. Captain Picard, along with someone from the planet 

“Mizar Two”, is being held captive. The character from Mizar Two (a 

“Mizarian”)—with some pride—alludes to his planet’s pacifist tradition: “My race has no enemies.” Picard, incredulously, retorts: “None?  

In the last three hundred years of Mizarian history, your planet has been conquered six times!” Arguing that pacifism is a practical/appropriate response to oppression (military occupation, etc.), the Mizarian (named 

“Tholl”) explains that “we’ve survived by not resisting.” Finally, Tholl holds that pacifism ( pragmatism) is morally superior to fighting for democracy, freedom, equality, etc.: “Mizarians value peace above confrontation.” One of the other captives denounces Mizarians as “A race of cowards”—the viewer cannot help but to agree. 

One (perhaps generous) view of humanity is that people prefer death rather than endure pronounced/obvious injustice. This view is vaunted in the Star Trek original unaired pilot “The Cage”.4 A powerful alien race is planning on breeding and exploiting humans. They, however, come to conclude that humans are not appropriate for such a project because they cannot be adapted to unjust circumstances (specifically, imposed captivity):

We had not believed this possible. The customs and history of your race show a unique hatred of captivity. Even when it’s pleasant and benevolent, you prefer death. This makes you too violent and dangerous a species for our needs. 

The ostensive importance of being willing to sacrifice oneself for justice is succinctly and artfully conveyed in the 1982 movie  Star Trek: Wrath  of Kahn when David tells his grieving father, Captain Kirk, that “how we face death is at least as important as how we face life.” In other words, to live a meaningful (even enjoyable) life people have to be ready to die for just/appropriate causes (e.g., striking out against a perpetual regime of forced captivity; or willingly giving one’s life to save your ship and crew mates [as Spock did in  Wrath of Kahn ]). 

Arguably the most salient and broad ranging critique of pacifism in American television/literary history is rendered in the original series  episode 

“City on the Edge of Forever” (1967). Upon learning that the pacifist 

“Edith Keeler must die” in order to restore history, Kirk and Spock express 
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agreement that peace is a laudable goal, but the desire for peace has to be tempered against broader considerations (e.g., the “Fight Against Fascism”). 

Kirk: “She was right. Peace was the way.” Spock: “She was right, but at the wrong time.” 

The parable convened in “City on the Edge of Forever” is that pacifism represents passivity in the face of injustice; corruption; malfea-sance; warmongering, etc. Put differently, justice, freedom, and even good governance require “eternal vigilance.” The  Deep Space Nine episode “Past Tense” (1995) features the following exchange:

Are humans really any different than Cardassians… or Romulans? If push came to shove, if something disastrous happened to the Federation, and we got frightened enough, or desperate enough, how would we react? 

Would we stay true to our ideals… or would we just [resort to authoritarian/oppressive means]? 

Captain Sisko responds “I don’t know. But as a Starfleet officer, it’s my job to make sure we never have to find out.” 

Star Trek’s prime contribution to an analysis of  pragmatism (i.e., stability as the prime normative value) is that there is a straight line from this mode of thought to dictatorship and torture. Star Trek’s claim (discussed in the next section) is that dictatorship and torture are overt, explicit efforts (means) to maintain societal, political stability. 

Dictatorship and Torture in Service of Stability

To fully comprehend how the normative prioritization of stability justifies (causes) authoritarian governance and regimes of torture we must consider the logical conclusion of pragmatism:  intersubjective agreement ( neo- pragmatism ). American philosopher, Richard Rorty, writing in the early 1980s, in fashioning  neopragmatism argues that societies are based on  intersubjective agreement.5 Thus, what is required for societal stability is enough consensus on a set of ideas—any set of ideas. Hence, what matters is consensus, and not the ideas themselves. Presumably, when there is not enough intersubjective consensus/agreement, then social/

political breakdown occurs. 
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 Intersubjective Agreement and the Politics of Empire With the  neopragmatism conceptualization of society as little more than intersubjective agreement, the prime goal of institutions is achieving societal cohesion by fashioning, fostering, and/or imposing such agreement. 

Therefore, authoritarian (dictatorial) regimes, as well as torture practices/technologies, can be effective (even appropriate) means to maintain (impose)  intersubjective agreement—thereby establishing political/

social stability. 

Star Trek introduced the concept (not the term) of  intersubjective agreement and the implications of such political theorizing in the 1967 episode 

“Mirror, Mirror” (1967). In this episode we see the juxtaposition of a society based on justice (the Federation) versus one based on maintaining  intersubjective agreement. One important conclusion from Star Trek’s treatment of the  intersubjective agreement argument is those societies that prioritize achieving such agreement, as opposed to those that base their cohesion on the attainment of  liberal humanism, develop/deploy technologies intended to impose political consensus—or, at least, to suppress/punish those that would challenge this consensus. In the Empire (of “Mirror, Mirror” and later “In a Mirror, Darkly” [2005]) torture technologies called an “agoniser” and an “agony chamber” exist. The agony chamber is also depicted in   Star Trek: Discovery, when the Discovery visits the Empire universe (“Vaulting Ambition” and “What’s Past Is Prologue”—both 2018). When used they cause extreme pain without causing tissue damage. “In a Mirror, Darkly” the following is explained of the “agony booth”: “Traditional forms of punishment can overwhelm the nervous system. After a time, the brain ceases to feel anything.” “These sensors continually shift the stimu-lation from one nerve cluster to another, keeping the subject in a constant state of agony.” Thus, pain can endlessly be inflicted. Such fictional technologies presage the 2003 Bush Administration notorious memo author-izing torture. In this memo perpetual, intense pain was deemed legally allowable. Only “death, organ failure or permanent damage resulting in a loss of significant body functions will likely result” were prohibited.6 

While the Bush Administration didn’t develop infinite pain machines (i.e., agonisers or agony chambers) (as far as we know), technologies/practices like “water boarding” (where drowning is simulated) were used hundreds of 

times on individual victims.7
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It is through such means that the Empire maintains stability—most importantly, threatens/menaces those that seek to operate outside of (or challenge) its  intersubjective agreement regime. Communicating the political theory at the heart of the Empire: Spock explains that “Terror must be maintained or the Empire is doomed. It is the logic of history.” 

In the episode “Cloud Minders” (as already described) torture, racism is used to maintain/stabilize a caste system: “the rays” are deployed in an effort to break a political movement in opposition to the governing regime—i.e., defying society’s  intersubjective agreement. The leader of Ardana argues that “Troglytes are not like Stratos dwellers, Mister Spock. They’re a conglomerate of inferior species.” 

The use of the threat of torture (and worse) to politically cow a populace is dramatically depicted in  The Next Generation episode “Face of the Enemy” (1993). Enterprise’s ship counselor, Deanna Troi, is impressed into impersonating an officer from the Romulan secret police—known as the “Tal Shiar.” Troi is forced into a mission whereby as this officer (named “Major Rakal”) she is to oversee the transport of special cargo to the Federation. As a Tal Shiar officer, Troi is able to order a Romulan ship captain into transporting this secret shipment—high ranking members of the Romulan government who wish to defect. They are in boxes—suspended in “stasis.” 

Troi, at first, is disoriented and frightened—as she was drugged; kid-naped; surgically altered (without her knowledge); and literally thrust into the role of a Tal Shiar officer abroad an enemy military ship. (If Troi were to be found out she “will be killed.”) Troi, however, has empathic abilities (i.e., able to sense the emotions of others), and she quickly realizes that the Romulans on the ship are petrified of her—a Tal Shiar officer. (“They’re all terrified of me.”) Her Romulan collabo-rator explains to Troi: “The purpose of the Tal Shiar is to ensure loyalty 

[i.e., subservience to the Romulan  intersubjective agreement ]. To defy them is to invite imprisonment… or death.” We learn that the Romulan government maintains a regime of terror to maintain political stability as “thousands of dissidents [i.e., those who challenge their society’s intersubjective agreement ] … live in fear of their lives.” When Major Rakal (Troi) decides to take command of the ship she threatens the bridge crew and their families: “If any one of you defies the Tal Shiar, 
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you will not bear the punishment alone. Your families… all of them, will be there beside you.” They dutifully accede to her orders. 

Troi, as Major Rakal, and the Romulan ship captain (Toreth) engage in an exchange that sums up the difference between a regime based on intersubjective agreement and one based on justice ( liberal humanism ). 

The captain openly resents the Tar Shiar and their crushing of dissent: recounting how it  disappeared her father for ostensibly questioning the hegemonic   intersubjective agreement. (“Was the Empire threatened by the words of an old man, a devoted citizen who merely tried to speak his mind?” “He was just an idealistic old man… and I never saw him again.”) Having lost all patience, Major Rakal barks “I don’t need your devotion, Commander. Just your obedience.” Toreth retorts: “That is all you have.” Thus, regimes predicated on maintaining  intersubjective agreement compel (force) loyalty, compliance, subservience, etc. Whereas regimes based on “justice” (presumably  liberal humanism ) impel (inspire) sacrifice, service, commitment, etc. The different political tacks of Federation and Empire yield decidedly different technological regimes. 

More specifically, the  politics of empire yields  technologies of empire. 8

The Politics of Assassination9

Star Trek makes the empirical claim that certain technologies exist in Empire that do not exist in Federation. As noted above, in the Empire (as conveyed in the series  Enterprise ) exists an agony booth. Notably, when the Captain Archer of the Federation feels compelled to torture someone (to save planet Earth) he is forced to use conventional technology (an “airlock”) to do so—in the process Archer comes close to killing the person (i.e., the torture victim) that has vital information (“Anomaly”, 2003). 

The   intersubjective agreement argument in “Mirror, Mirror” is brought into sharper relief in  Deep Space Nine, where the alternate universe is revisited a century later (”Crossover”, 1994). We learn that Kirk’s time in the alternate universe had a profound impact. “On my side, Kirk is one of the most famous names in our history.” In “Mirror, Mirror” Kirk apprized Spock of a weapon (“the Tantalus field”). From 
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one’s quarters a person could zero in on victims and with the push of a button make them disappear. Kirk counseled Spock to use such technology to profoundly change the Empire, and base it on the values of the Federation. 

Focusing on the “Tantalus field”, this is explicitly a technology of the Empire—as it does not exist in the Federation universe. The Tantalus field communicates key aspects of the structure and practice of political power in the context of  empire (i.e., a polity whose priority is the maintenance of  intersubjective agreement ). Importantly, the concept of intersubjective agreement does not directly speak to the question of how many people, nor precisely who, has to participate in an  agreement in order for society to be stable. Authoritarian polities ( empires ) seek to concentrate political and institutional authority in a small number of people—who exercise institutional control and work together to impose their  intersubjective agreement on the whole of society. 

In turn, this is precisely why the phenomenon of  palatial politics occurs—people maneuver among the coterie of power wielders to hold and/or attain power. In the  Deep Space Nine episode “When it Rains …” (1999) the argument is made that the Klingon Empire’s current head of government (Chancellor Gowron) has no significant accomplishments other than successfully mastering Klingon “palace intrigue”10: “what has he done except plot and scheme his way to power.” 

In a context where political power is highly concentrated assassination becomes an effective means of advancing a military/political career (agenda)—as rivals/obstacles are vanquished. In the Empire universe of “Mirror, Mirror” “Captain Kirk’s enemies have a habit of disappearing” (via the Tantalus field). The Klingon Empire’s Chancellor, K’mpec, is poisoned to open the path to power for an ambitious clan ( Next Generation—“Reunion”, 1990). In the  Deep Space Nine episode “Inter Arma Enim Silent Leges” (1999), a clandestine operation is successfully executed to manipulate the politics of the Romulan Star Empire by politically destroying (i.e., character assassination) a 

“Senator” to ensure the appointment of a reliable Federation ally to the Romulan “Continuing Committee”—the highest policymaking body 
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in the Empire. Assassination resulting in the protection/entrenchment of a policy regime brings to mind the President John F. Kennedy assassination, as his killing seemingly cleared the way for a more reliable 

“Cold War Warrior” in Lyndon B. Johnson to ascend to the American presidency.11

Weapons of Mass Destruction

In the ( Next Generation ) episode “Time’s Arrow” (1992) Samuel Clemens (a.k.a. Mark Twain) (transported to the twenty-fourth century) assumes that the Federation represents/institutes a regime of conquest and control. His reasoning is based on the existence of the starship Enterprise—i.e., the political/economic regime he thinks it represents. “Huge starships, and weapons that can no doubt destroy entire cities, and military conquest as a way of life?” One factor that proves Clemens wrong about the Enterprise and the Federation is the technology it does not employ—the “cloaking device.” The cloaking device is introduced in the original series, and it is a weapon deployed/developed by the Romulan Empire. Later, the Klingon 

Empire adopts this technology as well. It allows star ships to travel under a shield (“cloak”) of invisibility. The cloaking device is a tre-mendous tactical weapon—as ships can approach enemies totally undetected, thereby allowing devastating surprise attacks. A Romulan commander tells of a battle where Klingon “warships decloaked, they took us completely by surprise. The Klingons managed to destroyed half my squadron before we even opened fire” ( Next Generation—

“Face of the Enemy”, 1993). Glaringly and significantly, when a Starfleet officer surreptitiously develops cloaking technology for the Federation his actions (once discovered) are denounced as criminal and expressly in violation of the law: “As Captain of the Enterprise, I’m placing you under arrest” ( Next Generation—“The   Pegasus ”, 1994). 

The fact that the Federation foregoes cloaking/stealth technology communicates that its starships—to the extent that they have military 
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capabilities—are deployed solely for purposes of defense. Cloaking/

stealth military technology is expressly offensive in nature—solely intended for the vanquishing of enemies, including rebellions. The fact that Federation ships do not have this offensive capability serves to substantiate the claim that the Enterprise “is a ship of peace. Not of war” ( Next Generation—“Yesterday’s Enterprise”, 1990). Notably, the U.S. pioneered the development/use of stealth military airplanes—

designed to evade enemy radar and, hence, execute surprise aerial 

attacks.12 Another stealth technology pioneered by the U.S. is “predator drones”, 13 where operators in an air conditioned facility in Nevada guide small airplanes (drones) flying over remote regions of the world, and with the push of a button fire missiles on unsuspecting individuals from 50,000 feet.14

Along the lines of stealth military technology, are weapons of mass destruction. Such weapons, as well, are weapons of  empire—capable of intimidating/destroying those that challenge/resist particular  intersubjective agreements.15 It is noteworthy that the U.S. pioneered in the development and use of nuclear weapons. Importantly, it has historically led in the advancement of the delivery of nuclear weapons—making them ever more effective/menacing. 16

Conclusion

The Star Trek franchise taps into the prime philosophical dilemma in modern society: striving for justice (liberal humanism) or settling for stability ( pragmatism and  neo- pragmatism ). Thus, judging from Star Trek, the modern mind (the American Mind[?]) sees that modernity can be used to establish a global regime of justice. The fear, however, is that such visions are utopian (i.e., unattainable) and/or implementing such a vision is risky insofar as an effort to revolutionize (profoundly reform) society could result in anarchy (i.e., societal/political breakdown). Reflective of these fears, within modes of thought rooted in pragmatism and  neopragmatism is the idea that the best humanity can hope for is stability (i.e., sufficient  intersubjective agreement ) and should eschew universal concepts of justice. 
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Star Trek warns against such reasoning—asserting that  pragmatism/ neopragmatism are consonant with slavery (next chapter), pacifism (i.e., inaction in the face of injustice), political change through assassination, torture, dictatorship, racism, weapons of mass destruction, etc. 

Moreover, the “good”, stable society is one where citizens are willing to endure great sacrifices/risks for justice. Star Trek indicates that regimes that prioritize stability ( pragmatism) and  intersubjective agreement ( neopragmatism ) above justice are identifiable through their technologies. 

Applying this methodology would lead to the conclusion that the U.S. 

hews to a  politics of empire. 

Notes
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Star Trek: Captain Kirk  

as a Revolutionary

Abstract  What is theoretically, philosophically salient about the original series, in particular, is the acknowledgment that humanity’s  socio-  organism (as Roddenberry put it) has evolved globally in an uneven manner—

with the so-called under-developed world more characterized by religiosity and authoritarianism. Even in the putatively developed world, there is a major barrier to social, economic, political advancement—a fixation on stability (i.e., pragmatism, neo-pragmatism). Kirk and the Enterprise crew in this context are revolutionaries—directly confronting, destroying the factors that inhibit progressive change. 

Keywords  Georg Hegel · Karl Marx · Theocracy · Pragmatism Neo-pragmatism · Intersubjective agreement

The television character of James T. Kirk, Captain of the starship Enterprise, has been profoundly misunderstood. Original  Star Trek, and Kirk in particular, have been derided as pro-American Cold War propaganda. Professor of international relations, Mark P. Lagon: “the zealous desire of James T. Kirk, as the hero of the original  Star Trek, to spread the Federation’s way of life serves as a mirror to observe the American 
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style of foreign policy. ”1 English professor, M. Keith Booker: Captain 

“Kirk is a walking icon of Americanism. ”2 My argument is that the literary figure of Captain Kirk is in fact a Hegelian, Marxian character, directly promoting progressive revolution. Kirk in many instances serves as a critique (in at least one instance explicitly so) of American foreign policy. 

What is theoretically, philosophically salient about the original series, in particular, is the acknowledgment that the  progressive dialectic has evolved globally in an uneven manner—with the so-called under-developed world more characterized by religiosity and authoritarianism. Even in the putatively developed world, there is a major barrier to social, economic, political advancement—a fixation on stability (i.e., pragmatism, neo-pragmatism). Kirk and the Enterprise crew in this context are revolutionaries—directly confronting, destroying the factors that inhibit progressive change. 

Kirk as Revolutionary

In   The Politics of Star Trek, I observe that the political themes of the original series are somewhat different than those of the  Next Generation. 3 The original series creators were determined to comment on American foreign policy and the Cold War. The  Next Generation elided these issues. Thus, in comparing Captain Kirk and Captain Picard it can be discerned that Kirk readily intervenes in the politics of other societies, whereas that is not the case for the character of Picard. I have already outlined that Kirk’s interventions are not, at least motived, by imperialism, and in general Star Trek rejects, critiques imperialism. Thus, what motivates Kirk’s interventions? In the introduction I noted that Kirk, and the Enterprise crew, are involved in confronting, destroying the barriers that are not allowing societies to properly engage the progressive dialectic—or, as Roddenberry put it, preventing societies from evolving along the telos of the socio-organism. In seeking to destroy these barriers Kirk et al. are not imperialists, but fictional 
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revolutionaries. The specific barriers that Kirk confronts are threefold: (1) political religion (theocracy); (2) authoritarian states that are sponsored by the American government; and (3) people’s intuitive desire for stability (pragmatism and neo-pragmatism). 

Political Religion (Theocracy) as Retrograde

Two episodes from the original series explicitly point to political religion as barriers to social, political, economic, and intellectual progress: “The Return of The Archons” (1967) and “The Apple” (1967). 

“The Return of the Archons” focuses on a planet where a religious cult predominates—centered on the figure of “Landru”. Almost everyone on the planet is an obedient follower of Landru. Those under his spell speak in overtly religious, evangelical terms: “He goes to joy, peace, and tranquillity. He goes to meet Landru. Happiness is to all of us, blessed by Landru. … Blessed be the Body [i.e., the community of Landru followers], and health to all of its parts.” The adherents of Landru are cast as vacuous drones. Spock observes: “The expression on that man’s face. 

The mindlessness. Vacant contentment.” 

The religion of Landru is explicitly described as retrograde, as under his auspices society went “back to a simple time.” Thus, the planet’s society was highly advanced but it returned to a technological-level consonant with nineteenth century small-town life, and has been in this state for 6000 years. 

Kirk decides to destroy the machine that imposes the cult of Landru, and in so doing expressly holds that this religion is preventing the evolution of society. When Spock invokes the Prime Directive (the Federation policy of non-interference),4 Kirk responds the directive “refers to a living, growing culture. Do you think this one is?” Directly implying that political religion stifles autonomous thought and a vibrant, evolving society, Kirk (to the computer that upholds the cult of Landru): “Without creativity, there is no life. The body [i.e., community] dies.” Spock adds: 

“Creativity is necessary for the health of the Body.” 

130    

 

G. A. Gonzalez

Star Trek again argues that political religion is an inherently socially, intellectually stunting phenomenon in “The Apple”. Visiting the planet Gamma Trianguli VI, the Enterprise crew find that the inhabitants are content living a primitive life. They are sustained by an artificial intelligence also inhabiting the planet: “I just ran a check on the natives, and there’s a complete lack of harmful bacteria in their systems, no decalci-fication, no degeneration of tissue, no arteriosclerosis. In simple terms, they’re not growing old, and I can’t tell you how old they are—20 years or 20,000 years.” The natives provide the machine (Vaal) with energy (food) to maintain it. McCoy objects to this arrangement but Spock objects to applying human values to the situation, regarding it as “a splendid example of reciprocity”:

 McCoy: It would take a computerized Vulcan mind, such as yours, to make that kind of a statement. 

 Spock: Doctor, you insist on applying human standards to nonhuman cultures. Humans are only a tiny minority in this galaxy. 

 McCoy: There are certain absolutes, and one of them is the right of humanoids to a free and unchained environment, the right to have conditions which permit growth. 

…

 Spock: Doctor, these people are healthy and they are happy. Whatever you choose to call it, this system works, despite your emotional reaction to it. 

 McCoy: It might work for you, Mr. Spock, but it doesn’t work for me. 

Kirk expresses a similar opinion in “This Side of Paradise” (1967) when his crew opts under an alien influence for a bucolic, sedentary life: 

“Man stagnates if he has no ambition, no desire to be more than he is” 

(i.e., evolve socially, intellectually). 

Kirk in the end decides to destroy Vaal arguing that it is preventing the inhabits of the planet from developing socially, economically, or even intellectually: “These people aren’t living, they’re existing. They don’t create, they don’t produce, they don’t even think. They exist to service a machine [i.e., a god].” Kirk uses what can be viewed as Enlightenment rhetoric when assuring the natives that their lives will 
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be better post-Vaal—in spite of the fact that the machine provided for all their needs: “You’ll learn to build for yourselves, think for yourselves 

… You’ll like it, a lot.” In the denouement an argument against religious paternalism (the natives worshiped Vaal) is posited (as biblical allegory is expressly invoked):

Captain, you are aware of the biblical story of Genesis. 

Yes, of course I’m aware of it. Adam and Eve tasted the apple and as a result were driven out of paradise. 

Precisely, Captain, and in a manner of speaking, we have given the people of Vaal the apple, the knowledge of good and evil if you will, as a result of which they too have been driven out of paradise. 

Despite Spock’s claim that they drove the people of Vaal out of Eden, McCoy confidently holds “we put those people back on a normal course of social evolution.” Thus, it is preferable to struggle for survival and develop your mind and society as a result (i.e., forward the advancement of the socio-organism), than it is to live in comfort but in ignorance (in a stifled society). 

Authoritarianism

Two original series episodes point to the authoritarianism that American foreign policy fosters in the world. “Patterns of Force” (1968) and 

“A Piece of the Action” (1968) can both be interpreted as critical of American intervention in  underdeveloped societies. In “Patterns of Force” 

a renown Federation historian is sent to a relatively primitive planet (Ekos) as a “cultural observer.” Nevertheless, in an effort to stabilize the planet’s society the historian models its politics on Nazi Germany. When the historian (named Gill) is asked why he interfered in the primitive planet’s politics/social organization, he responds (in a drugged stupor): 

“Planet … fragmented … divided. Took lesson from Earth history.” 

“Why Nazi Germany?” as a model. Gill: “You studied history. You knew what the Nazis were. Most efficient state … Earth ever knew.” Thus, just 
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as the U.S. was doing during the Cold War in its relations with  underdeveloped countries, Gill prioritized political stability and expediency over virtually all other values. Kirk et al. help to destroy the Nazi regime. 

“A Piece of the Action” involves a remote planet (Sigma Iotia II) a Federation ship visited a 100 years ago. This contact distorted the planet’s society because the ship left behind a book dealing with “Gangsters. 

Chicago. Mobs. Published in 1992.” “They seized upon that one book as the blueprint for an entire society. As the Bible.” As a result the society of Sigma Iotia II organized itself into a set of competing mafia organizations (circa the 1920s)—where the mobs themselves are the government. This is similar to the distortion that occurred in  underdeveloped countries when they were incorporated into the American world system. In many  underdeveloped societies rentier/compradore classes came to dominate, as they offer raw materials and cheap labor to multi-national corporations. Such countries are characterized by corruption and authoritarian practices. 5 The following exchange in “A Piece of the Action” occurs between women on the street and a mafia lieutenant: Women: When’s the boss going to do something about the crummy street lights around here, eh? A girl ain’t safe. And how about the laundry pickup? We ain’t had a truck by in three weeks. 

 Mafia Henchman: Write him a letter. 

 Women: He sent it back with postage due. We pay our percentages. We’re entitled to a little service for our money. 

 Henchman: Get lost, will ya? Some people got nothing to do but complain. 

Prioritizing stability and expediency, the Enterprise crew sets on the following course: “Oxmyx is the worst gangster of all [on this planet]. We quarrel with Oxmyx’ methods, but his goal is essentially the correct one. 

This society must become united or it will degenerate into total anarchy.” Just as the New York mafia did with Costa Nostra in the 1930s, 6 

the Enterprise establishes a federated political structure employing the planet’s mafia groups: “You people, you’ve been running this planet 
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like a piecework factory. From now on, it’s going to be under one roof. 

You’re going to run it like a business. That means you’re going to make a profit.” 

Viewing Star Trek, not as metaphor of the Cold War, but as a com-mentary on great power politics of the era, the original series can be interpreted as offering a critical stance on the West’s (U.S.’s) conduct in its competition with the Soviet Union. At a minimum, the claim is made that the U.S. is no better in its tactics in the underdeveloped world than the Soviets. “Private Little War” (1968), Kirk relates to a native on a primitive world that “there came a time when our weapons 

… grew faster than our wisdom, and we almost destroyed ourselves.” So when the Klingons seemingly begin to supply particular tribes on this planet with advanced weapons, Kirk is reticent to do the same. In the context of U.S. involvement in Vietnam, where the American military command measured success by the number of enemy dead, McCoy’s comment that “killing is stupid and useless” can be viewed as a powerful condemnation. Kirk refers explicitly to the Vietnam War: “do you remember the twentieth century brush wars on the Asian continent? 

Two giant powers involved … Neither side could pull out.” Drawing his inspiration from this historical precedent, Kirk concludes that the Federation will arm its allies on the planet with the same kind of weaponry given by the Klingons: “The only solution is what happened back then. Balance of power. The trickiest, most difficult, dirtiest game of them all, but the only one that preserves both sides.” 

Kirk plays an unambiguously revolutionary role in the face of authoritarianism on a sharply class stratified world in the episode 

“Cloud Minders” (1969). When Kirk explains to the leader of Adrana that a simple filter-mask would protect the Troglytes from the negative effects of a gas in the zenite mines, and this would allow them to reach their full intellectual potential as well as allow them to fully integrate into Stratos’ society, the leader angrily forbids Kirk from interfering in Adrana’s affairs. Later, Adrana’s leader complains that Captain Kirk “knows nothing except how to destroy our power and our society.” 
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Importantly, the Federation (i.e., the U.S.) protects Adrana’s racist regime. When Kirk decides to proceed with his plan for change in the face of the opposition of Ardana’s government, Spock warns him: “If you are apprehended deliberately violating the [Ardana] High Advisor’s orders, he will be within his rights to have you executed.” Adrana is a member of the Federation. Apparently, Federation rules do not extend to the treatment of member planets’ citizens. Kirk is nevertheless successful in revolutionizing Adrana’s society. 

Pragmatism and Neo-Pragmatism  

as Anti-Revolutionary

The Star Trek franchise makes a distinct and significant contribution to philosophy and political theory. Its creators explain that pragmatism and neo-pragmatism are explicitly anti-revolutionary, and are consistent with repressive regimes and torture. Harvard historian Louis Menand points out that the core of  pragmatism is “the belief that ideas [ethics, morality] should never become ideologies”—which early pragmatists saw as the cause of the American Civil War.7 Therefore, pragmatists seemingly hold that concepts of justice or political principles should not precede the goal of maintaining social stability. To do so invites devastating conflict (e.g., the American Civil War) and chaos. It is political/

societal stability, and not justice (per se), that allows for economic, technological progress. 8 Star Trek adopts the opposite stance: the desire for stability (i.e., pragmatism) is a barrier to social, political progress (i.e., advancement of the  socio-organism ). 

Star Trek, in the original series episode “Bread and Circuses” (1968), is ostensibly critical of  pragmatism and its overriding emphasis on societal stability—with the outcome being the persistence of slavery worldwide. The Enterprise crew comes upon a planet that is virtually identical to mid-20th Earth (America); except on this world the Roman Empire never collapsed and, instead, spans the entire planet. “A world ruled by emperors who can trace their line back 2,000 years to their own Julius and Augustus Caesars.” The result is that slavery continues—in part 
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because the slave system was reformed to maintain its stability: “Long ago, there were [slave] rebellions” but “with each century, the slaves acquired more rights under the law. They received rights to medicine, the right to government payments in their old age, and they slowly learned to be content.” Spock: “Slavery evolving into an institution with guaranteed medical payments, old-age pensions.” In defending this society, one of the characters explains: “This is an ordered world, a conservative world based on time-honored Roman strengths and virtues. … There’s been no war here for over 400 years.” “Could your land of that same era make that same boast?”, he asks of the Enterprise landing party (specifically Kirk and McCoy). Explaining why Federation citizens who had come upon this Rome-like world could not be allowed to leave (thereby having the opportunity to tell others of its existence): “I think you can see why they don’t want to have their  stability contaminated by dangerous ideas of other ways and places”—i.e.,  ideologies of freedom, democracy, equality, etc., that could be politically destabilizing. Spock, in response, opines: “given a conservative empire, quite understandable.” 

In “A Taste of Armageddon” (1967) a clear argument is made that concerns about stability in the developed world block revolutionary advancement. The Enterprise is seeking to establish diplomatic relations with the planet “Eminiar Seven”. The planet is thoroughly modern and wealthy: “Their civilization is advanced.” Spock adds: “we have completely scanned” Eminiar Seven… “It [is] highly advanced, prosperous in a material sense—comfortable for” its people. The planet of Eminiar Seven is so obsessed with stability that it prefers to wage war through computer simulations, as opposed to actual war. When the computer system identifies someone as a causality they report to “disintegration chambers.” Eminiar Seven has lost 1–3 million people annually to this virtual conflict for 500 years. In waging this war, the planet prioritizes social stability: “Our civilization lives. The people die, but our culture [i.e.,  intersubjective argeement ] goes on.” Arguing against actual war the leader of Eminiar Seven also argues against the potential con-sequences of revolution (e.g., U.S. Civil War [as the second American Revolution]): “Millions of people horribly killed. … Disaster, disease, starvation, horrible, lingering death, pain and anguish!” 
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Conclusion

The Star Trek franchise is directly predicated on a  progressive dialectic (or as Roddenberry put it—the advancement, evolution of humanity’s socio-organism ). An end point of this dialectic, advancement, evolution is a classless society, free of gender, ethnic biases. This thinking parallels that of Hegel and Marx (even more clearly) (Chapter 3). The animated 

series is most explicit, specific about the notion that humanity has (is) intellectually, ethically developed/developing (Chapter 1). 

Within the Star Trek franchise, the original series stands out for its treatment of the factors that stunt society. The creators of the original series singled out three factors that prevent human social, political progress: (1) political religion (theocracy); (2) authoritarianism (backed by the U.S.); and (3) the desire for social stability (pragmatism, neo-pragmatism). In casting its critique of the retrograde aspects of society Star Trek creators had Kirk et al. often play the role of revolutionaries—

destroying social, intellectual inhibitors. The logic of episodes didn’t always allow to Kirk to revolutionize the societies, worlds he encountered. Nevertheless, he frequently risked life and limb to help them move forward— à la the progressive dialectic, the  socio-organism telos. 

Notes

1.  Mark P. Lagon, “‘We Owe It to Them to Interfere:’  Star Trek and U.S. 
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4. A critique of U.S. foreign policy can be read into the Federation’s Prime Directive. It is a policy of “Non-Interference”, which expressly proscribes changing/influencing “the normal evolution” of non-Federation worlds (“A Piece of the Action”, 1968). While not always upheld by the Enterprise crew, the Prime Directive establishes that the Federation is prohibited from giving advanced technology to non-Federation planets, as well as influencing the politics/economics of said planets (“The Apple”, 1967; “Private Little War”, 1968; “Friday’s Child”, 1967; “Bread and Circuses”, 1968; “A Piece of the Action”). The Prime Directive would be directly at odds with Modernization Theory, embraced by foreign policy-makers in the White House during the 1960s. Modernization theory amounted to a Cold War strategy to share advanced technology and foster particular economic policies within the pro-Western countries of the  developing world in an effort to solid-ify their position within the American-led camp. Michael E. Latham, Modernization as Ideology: American Social Science and “Nation  Building” 

 in the Kennedy  Era (University of North Carolina Press, 2000), and  The Right Kind of Revolution: Modernization, Development, and U.S. Foreign Policy from the  Cold War  to the Present (Cornell University Press, 2010); Nils Gilman,  Mandarins of the Future: Modernization Theory in  Cold War America (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2007). 
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Conclusion: Star Trek, Technology, 

and Justice

At the beginning of this volume I explained that the entirety of reality is comprised of the Absolute (the Preface). The four physical dimensions of the  absolute are uncontroversial. The schism between continental philosophers and analytic philosophers is over the fifth dimension. In this volume I have labeled the fifth dimension  justice. Postulated about most saliently by Georg Hegel, the fifth dimension ( justice) is where normative values inhere. Art is a means to know, understand the dimension of justice (Chapter 1). I have relied on the broadcast iterations of the Star Trek franchise to gain insight into this dimension. 

The ontology of reality is the dialectical interaction between the five dimensions—with the human mind being a dialectical process involving the brain and the fifth dimension. Humans with their powerful minds, creativity, free will hold a qualitatively distinct role in the dialectic of the  absolute. Because people are distinctly able to engage the five dimensions, they are able to modify the absolute—the dimension of justice. Individuals, societies develop, deploy technology, engineering, 
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infrastructure that creates new politics, ethics, morality. Much of history, philosophy (political theory), social science is understanding, analyzing the dialectical processes whereby new technologies, etc. create new politics, etc. The most significant politics created by modern technologies are those related to nuclear war, global warming, deforestation (loss of biodiversity), and the international trading regime. These factors have resulted in a global society—globalism. 

Within the context of a global society, the Star Trek text casts nationalism as a psychological pathology (the Bajorans) that can result in planetary destruction (the Xindi). Conversely, global government (internationalism) is rational in a globalized world (Chapter 2). Star Trek is highly optimistic in that the prime institution of the franchise is the Federation. This interstellar institution is the direct result of the  progressive dialectic (Chapter 3)—a historic process centered in the United States (according to the Star Trek text), whereby through revolutionary moments, events (the American Revolution, the U.S. Civil War, and the fictional Bell Uprising) humanity establishes a modern classless society, free of ethnic, gender biases. While the creators of the Star Trek franchise demonstrate a bias for world government resulting from the progressive dialectic ( federation), the franchise also acknowledges that empire and  neoliberalism are other modes, templates of global government. The Star Trek text, however, indicates that only the federation path is a viable means to attain a robust, thriving society (Chapter 4). 

The basis of the modern nation-state and globalism is energy 

(Chapter  5). It is seemingly the centrality of energy to modern life, politics that prompts the creators of Star Trek to engage the issue of energy through the literary device (fantasy) of  dilithium crystals. Again indicating the optimism of the Star Trek text, dilithium crystals are cast as highly progressive—yielding virtually unlimited amounts of energy, with little ostensive environmental liabilities. With dilithium crystals having these fictional features, we can judge fossil fuels to be regressive—limited energy and significant environmental liabilities 
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(e.g., global warming). The United States government has actively sought to maintain humanity’s dependence on fossil fuels. This is most clear in the hostility that it maintains toward plutonium—a source of energy that could be virtually limitless. A result is people, nation-states compete for finite, depleting fossil fuels (especially petroleum). With this competition what we observe is an active imperial, global oil politics (e.g., the 2003 invasion of oil rich Iraq by the United States). The Star Trek text portrays, critiques the brutal (even racist) politics surrounding mineral (energy) politics. 

A feature of the modern era is the state—resulting from the utilization of technology and energy to establish sovereignty over virtually the entirety of the planet. At the center of modern political theory is the nature of the state. Is it inherently corrupt, repressive, authoritarian, or are fair, transparent states possible, feasible? The creators of Star Trek weigh in on this momentous issue—arguing that polities based on federation (the  progressive dialectic) are by definition just. This results from the fact that elites (broadly) in such a circumstance are committed to equity and legality. This makes whistle-blowing an effective means of combating corruption and authoritarianism. Conversely, repressive states are the direct result of an entrenched elite (or class). This is consonant with the understanding of modern politics postulated by Karl Marx (Chapter 6). We can extend this analysis to the technologies of empire. As we can expect that corrupt, authoritarian regimes have entrenched elites at their core. These elites, in turn, will spearhead the development, deployment of technologies that can serve to repress the populace (Chapter 7). Star Trek, the original series, is optimistic that through transparent, fair institutions (the Federation) the normative benefits of modernism (the Enlightenment, political and social equality) can be successfully imparted throughout the world. Political religion (theocracy), authoritarianism (sponsored by the U.S.), and pragmatism, neopragmatism (the prioritizing of  stability and  intersubjective agreement) have to be overcome for the full promise of modernism to triumph  (Chapter  8). 

Index

A

“A Taste of Armageddon” (1967) 

Absolute, the 1–3, 61, 139

( Star Trek, original series) 135

“Accession” (1996) ( Star Trek: Deep 

“Attached” (1993) ( Star Trek: The 

 Space Nine) 56

 Next Generation) 28, 78

Afghanistan 22

“Author, Author” (2001) ( Star Trek: 

“A Knight of Shadows” (2002) 

 Voyager) 122

( Justice League) 8

“Awakening” ( Star Trek: Enterprise) 58

Al-Qaeda 88

“Allegiance” (1990) ( Star Trek: The 

 Next Generation) 112

B

“A Man Alone” (1993) ( Star 

“Babel One” (2005) ( Star Trek: 

 Trek:Deep Space Nine) 18

 Enterprise) 54

analytic philosophy 2

“Bar Association” (1996) ( Star Trek: 

 Angel of the Revolution 22

 Deep Space Nine) 42

“Anomaly” (2003) ( Star Trek: 

Barnwell recycling/reprocessing 

 Enterprise) 117

facility 72

“A Piece of the Action” (1968) ( Star 

“Battle Lines” (1993) ( Star Trek

 Trek, original series) 131, 132, Deep Space Nine) 49

137

“Bem” (1974) ( Star Trek, animated 

Assange, Julian 91

series) 5

© The Editor(s) (if applicable) and The Author(s) 2018 

143

G. A. Gonzalez,  Star Trek and the Politics of Globalism, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-95411-0

144    

 

Index

Blue Ribbon Commission on 

D

America’s Nuclear Future (pres-

“Day of the Dove” (1968) ( Star Trek, 

idential commission) 73

original series) 15

“Bread and Circuses” ( Star Trek, orig-

“Defector” (1990) ( Star Trek: The 

inal series) 21, 134, 137

 Next Generation) 51

“Broken Arrow” (2001) ( Star Trek: 

dilithium crystals 8, 70, 71, 74–76, Enterprise) 58

86, 140

Bush, George W. (presidential) 

“Distant Origin” (1997) ( Star Trek: 

administration 53, 60, 88, 89, 

 Voyager) 16

92, 115

“Duet” (1993) ( Star Trek: Deep Space 

 Nine) 15, 17

C

“Cardassians” (1993) ( Star Trek: Deep 

E

 Space Nine) 15, 18

“Elaan of Troyius” (1968) ( Star Trek, 

Carter, James E. (presidential) 

original series) 74

administration 72, 77

“Emissary” (1993) ( Deep Space Nine) 16

“Chain of Command” (1992) ( Star 

“Errand of Mercy” (1967) ( Star Trek, 

 Trek: The Next Generation) 15

original series) 52

“City on the Edge of Forever” ( Star 

 Trek, original series) 25, 36, 

37, 50, 53, 60, 61, 113, 114

F

climate change 7, 23, 27, 28, 63, 73, 

“Face of the Enemy” (1993) ( Star 

78, 98.  See also global warming Trek: The Next Generation) 57, 

Clinch River breeder reactor 72

87, 116, 119

“Cloud Minders” (1969) ( Star Trek, 

“Fallen Hero” (2002) ( Star Trek: 

original series) 55, 75, 93, 116, Enterprise) 89

133

“Far Beyond the Stars” (1998) ( Star 

Cold War 21, 38, 46, 50, 59, 61, 63, 

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 50

119, 120, 124, 127, 128, 132, 

“Fight or Flight” (2001) ( Star Trek: 

133, 137

 Enterprise) 54

“Conspiracy” (1988) ( Star Trek: The 

“First Contact” (1991) ( Star Trek: 

 Next Generation) 90

 The Next Generation) 85

“Crossover” (1994) ( Star Trek: Deep 

“Flashpoint” (2005) ( Justice League 

 Space Nine) 117

 Unlimited) 7

Index    

 

145

“Fortunate Son” (2001) ( Star Trek: 

International Atomic Energy Agency 

 Enterprise) 54

73

France 42, 72, 95

 International Nuclear Fuel Cycle 

“Friday’s Child” (1967) ( Star Trek, 

 Evaluation 73

original series) 74, 137

 Intersubjective Agreement 

“Fusion” (2002) ( Star Trek: 

( Neopragmatism) 112, 114, Enterprise) 58

115, 121

“Future’s End” (1996) ( Star Trek: 

“In the Cards” (1997) ( Star Trek: 

 Voyager) 97

 Deep Space Nine) 35

“In the Hands of the Prophets” 

(1993) ( Star Trek: Deep Space 

G

 Nine) 15, 16

Georgia, Republic of 22

Iraq (US Invasion of) 22, 53, 60, 74, global warming 7, 23, 24, 28, 70, 

75, 89, 92, 101

71, 73, 77, 78, 98, 124, 140, 

141.  See also climate change

Great Britain 72

J

Johnson, Lyndon B. (U.S. President) 

119, 123

H

“Judgement” (2003) ( Star Trek: 

Hegel, Georg 1, 2, 4, 9, 10, 136, 139

 Enterprise) 79

“Homefront” (1996) ( Star Trek: Deep 

 Space Nine) 88, 89

Hook, Sidney 39, 42

K

“How Sharper Than A Serpent’s 

Kennedy, John F. (U.S. President) 

Tooth” (1974) ( Star Trek, ani-

119, 122, 137

mated series) 5

“Kir’Shara” (2004) ( Star Trek: 

hydrofracking 71, 76

 Enterprise) 58

Kuwait 22, 137

I

“In a Mirror, Darkly” (2005) ( Star 

L

 Trek: Enterprise) 51, 115

Lenin, V.I. 21, 28

“Innocence” (1996) ( Star Trek: 

Libya 22

 Voyager) 49

“Little Green Men” (1995) ( Star 

“Inter Arma Enim Silent Leges” 

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 35

(1999) ( Star Trek: Deep Space 

“Living Witness” (1998) ( Star Trek: 

 Nine) 118

 Voyager) 16

146    

 

Index

M

“Penumbra” (1999) ( Star Trek: Deep 

Manning, Chelsea 91

 Space Nine) 101

“Marauders” (2002) ( Star Trek: 

Persian Gulf War (1990-1991) 22

 Enterprise) 54, 55

Pragmatism 111–114, 120–121, 

Marx, Karl 3, 4, 10, 14, 21, 26, 27, 

128, 129, 134, 136, 141

29, 33, 35, 40, 42, 49, 84, 85, 

“Private Little War” (1968) ( Star 

98, 99, 136, 141

 Trek, original series) 133, 137

McCain, John (U.S. Senator) 60, 63

 Protocols of the Elders of Zion 22

“Mirror, Mirror” (1967) ( Star Trek, 

Putin, Vladimir V. (Russian 

original series) 51, 74, 86, 115, President) 60, 64

117, 118

R

N

“Redemption” (1991) ( Star Trek: The 

 New York Times 10, 27–29, 37, 

 Next Generation) 91

40–42, 60, 62–64, 76–79, 89, 

“Reunion” (1990) ( Star Trek: The 

100–105, 122, 123

 Next Generation) 118

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of 

“Rocks And Shoals” (1997) ( Star 

1978 (U.S.) 72, 77

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 27

Roddenberry, Gene 3, 4, 10, 128, 

136

O

Rorty, Richard 114, 122

Obama, Barak (presidential) admin-

Rove, Karl 92

istration 63, 73, 77

Russia 22, 49, 60, 64.  See also Soviet Union

P

“Paradise Lost” (1996) ( Star Trek: 

S

 Deep Space Nine) 89, 90

“Sacrifice of Angels” (1997) ( Star 

“Past Prologue” (1993) ( Star Trek: 

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 101

 Deep Space Nine) 18

“Sanctuary” (1993) ( Star Trek: Deep 

“Past Tense” (1995) ( Star Trek: Deep 

 Space Nine) 16

 Space Nine) 36–38, 58, 60, 91, 

“Sarek” (1992) ( Star Trek: The Next 

95, 114

 Generation) 53, 92

“Patterns of Force” (1968) ( Star Trek, 

Schmitt, Carl 48, 56, 57, 63

original series) 20, 131

“Scorpion” (1997) ( Star Trek: 

“peak” oil production 73

 Voyager) 61

Index    

 

147

“Shadows of P’Jem” (2002) ( Star 

“The Conscience of the King” (1967) 

 Trek: Enterprise) 58

( Star Trek, original series) 24

Snowden, Edward 91

“The Doomsday Machine” (1967) 

Soviet Union 21, 22, 54, 59, 133. 

( Star Trek, original series) 46

 See also Russia

“The Eye of the Beholder” (1974) 

“Space Seed” (1967) ( Star Trek, origi-

( Star Trek, animated series) 5

nal series) 21, 61

“The First Duty” 1992 ( Star Trek: 

 Star Trek: Discovery (2017-2018) 115

 The Next Generation) 52, 92

 Star Trek: First Contact (1996) 57, 58

“The Forge” (2004) ( Star Trek: 

 Star Trek: Insurrection (1998) 90

 Enterprise) 58

 Star Trek: Into Darkness (2013) 90

“The Homecoming” (1993) ( Star 

 Star Trek: Nemesis (2002) 29, 79

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 18

 Star Trek: The Undiscovered Country 

“The Jem’Hadar” (1994) ( Star Trek: 

(1991) 79

 Deep Space Nine) 51

 Star Trek: The Voyage Home (1986) 

“The Magicks of Megas-Tu” (1973) 

23

( Star Trek, animated series) 4

 Star Trek: Wrath of Kahn (1982) 113

“The Mark of Gideon” (1969) ( Star 

“Statistical Probabilities” (1997) ( Star 

 Trek, original series) 23

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 74

“The Mind’s Eye” (1991) ( Star Trek: 

 The Next Generation) 52

“The Neutral Zone” ( Star Trek: The 

T

 Next Generation) 34, 97

“Terra Prime” ( Star Trek: Enterprise) 

“The Next Phase” (1992) ( Star Trek: 

18, 55, 59

 The Next Generation) 53

 The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn 3

“The Omega Glory” (1968) ( Star 

“The Aenar” (2005) ( Star Trek: 

 Trek, original series) 38, 46

 Enterprise) 54

“The Paradise Syndrome” ( Star Trek, 

“The Andorian Incident” (2001) 

original series) 86

( Star Trek: Enterprise) 57

“The  Pegasus” (1994) ( Star Trek: The 

“The Apple” (1967) ( Star Trek, origi-

 Next Generation) 4, 5, 18, 19, nal series) 129, 130, 137

23, 24, 27, 34, 38, 39, 46, 

“The Arsenal of Freedom” (1988) ( Star 

49–54, 57, 58, 86, 87, 91–93, Trek: The Next Generation) 46

97, 113, 119, 129, 130, 137

“The Cage” (unaired) ( Star Trek, 

“The Return of The Archons” (1967) 

original series) 113

( Star Trek, original series) 129

“The Circle” (1993) ( Star Trek: Deep 

“The Savage Curtain” (1969) ( Star 

 Space Nine) 18, 19

 Trek, original series) 38, 39

148    

 

Index

“The Search” (1994) ( Star Trek: Deep 

U

 Space Nine) 52, 93

Ukraine 22

“The Shipment” (2003) ( Star Trek: 

“United” (2005) ( Star Trek: 

 Enterprise) 27

 Enterprise) 54

“The Siege” (1993) ( Star Trek: Deep 

United Nations 14, 22

 Space Nine) 18

United States 35, 39, 41, 42, 63, 64, 

“The Void” (2001) ( Star Trek: 

77, 100, 101, 105, 122, 140, 

 Voyager) 49, 50

141

“The Way of the Warrior” (1995) 

( Star Trek: Deep Space Nine) 

51, 52, 91

W

 They Live (1988) 94

“What You Leave Behind” (1999) 

“This Side of Paradise” ( Star Trek, 

( Star Trek: Deep Space Nine) 

original series) 130

101

“Time’s Arrow” (1992) ( Star Trek: The 

“When it Rains …” (1999) ( Star 

 Next Generation) 46, 87, 119

 Trek: Deep Space Nine) 118

“To Another Shore” (2005) ( Justice 

Wikileaks 91

 League Unlimited) 7

“Transfigurations” (1990) ( Star Trek: 

 The Next Generation) 29, 58

Y

Trotsky, Leon 33, 49

“Yesterday’s Enterprise” (1990) ( Star 

Trump, Donald J. (U.S. President) 

 Trek: The Next Generation) 88, 

14, 22, 26, 53, 60

120





Document Outline


	Cover

	Title

	Copyright

	Dedication

	Preface

	Contents

	List of Figures

	1 Art and Knowledge

	Abstract  

	The Evolution of Human Society

	Technology and the Dimension of Justice

	Globalization and the Justice League





	Conclusion and Book Overview

	References





	2 Star Trek: Nationalism as Pathology and Internationalism as Rationalism

	Abstract  

	Nationalism as Pathology

	World Government/Internationalism as Rationalism

	The “Great American Melting Pot” 

	Conclusion

	References





	3 The Progressive Dialectic of Star Trek

	Abstract  

	Star Trek and Capitalism

	Neoliberalism

	Trotskyism and the Progressive Dialectic

	Conclusion

	References





	4 Globalism in Star Trek

	Abstract  

	Federation

	U.S. as Federation

	Empire

	Empire and Claims of Superiority

	Deception and Empire

	The U.S. as Empire

	Neoliberalism

	The “Foe/Friend” Dichotomy and Star Trek

	Neoliberalism and the U.S. 

	Conclusion

	References





	5 Energy, the Nation-State, and Imperialism

	Abstract  

	Dilithium Crystals and Plutonium Energy

	Energy as Instrument

	Conclusion

	References





	6 Star Trek and the Marxist Theory of the State

	Abstract  

	Governance Within Modernity

	The Threat of Elites

	Ruling Castes

	American Capitalist Elites in Star Trek

	Conclusion

	References





	7 Star Trek and Technologies of Empire

	Abstract  

	Pacifism: Pragmatic or Principled? 

	Dictatorship and Torture in Service of Stability

	Intersubjective Agreement and the Politics of Empire

	The Politics of Assassination





	Weapons of Mass Destruction

	Conclusion

	References





	8 Star Trek: Captain Kirk as a Revolutionary

	Abstract  

	Kirk as Revolutionary

	Political Religion (Theocracy) as Retrograde

	Authoritarianism

	Pragmatism and Neo-Pragmatism as Anti-Revolutionary

	Conclusion

	References





	Conclusion: Star Trek, Technology, and Justice

	Index




index-24_1.jpg





index-44_1.jpg





index-1_12.png





index-12_1.jpg





index-1_10.png





index-1_11.png





cover.jpeg





index-1_5.png





index-1_3.png





index-1_4.png





index-1_1.png





index-1_2.png





index-1_8.png





index-1_9.png





index-1_6.png





index-1_7.png





index-121_1.jpg





index-136_1.jpg





index-106_1.png





index-106_2.png





index-79_1.jpg





index-93_1.jpg





index-56_1.jpg





