Reactive Proactive Philanthropy and Budgets:
Considerations  affecting policies, programs and financing

Personal predilections affect the way we deal with human and environmental issues. There are those who respond directly to ameliorate conditions, Biblically speaking, They feed fish to the hungry. There are others who think/act to deal with causes, and Teach the starved how to

fish. Evolution, over time must have selected for this balanced reactive and proactive behavioral combination as being absolutely necessary for survival. It is suggested that today we must carefully consider the appropriate mix. Times have changed.

Robert Ornstein, in The Evolution of Consciousness, says that "The world we adapted to [with sudden predatory dangers] is gone and we need to do nothing less than adapt anew. A tribal mind has no place in a global world. Our minds, like all else on Earth, evolved to help us survive in our environment---to get food, avoid danger, and find the right mate… There will be no further evolution without conscious evolution."

It is of course not simply a matter of survival. Today we seek sustainability with life quality; and this calls for qualitative cultural evolution attending to such matters as distributive justice

racism, sexism… all having to do with life quality. This suggests the absolute need to place all of this within a moral framework. Some have pointed out that budgets are essentially moral statements. Federal budgets and philanthropic decisions starkly reveal the efforts that run

counter to the whole development process; and also set the amount of attention given to the underlying structural and other causes that keep us from meeting goals.
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