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As we contemplate topics for interstellar discourse 

that may be of particular interest to an independently 
evolved, extraterrestrial civilization, subjects that high-
light core aspects of humankind seem especially prom-
ising. In this project we examined the range of human 
needs as well as forms of self-identity that were re-
flected in the text messages, pictures, and sounds sub-
mitted by people from over 50 countries around the 
world through the SETI Institute’s online project Earth 
Speaks, in which participants were asked what mes-
sages they would want to send to an extraterrestrial 
civilization. 

Using a widely known organization and differen-
tiation of human needs proposed by Abraham Maslow, 
we examined message content through the geographic 
distribution, variation, and relative strength of percep-
tions on particular human need areas around the globe.  
These need areas are wide-ranging, and include such 
diverse topics as access to clean water, social and po-
litical equality, spirituality and spiritual concerns, love 
and affiliation, and disease or poverty.  In addition, we 
examined relationships between basic human needs 
expressed in these messages and other key demo-
graphic variables.   

Finally, we explored the extent to which messages 
reflect self-identity that is either 1) global and at the 
level of the species (identifying with being “human”) 
or 2) group-specific (e.g., belonging to a particular 
nationality, ethnicity, political party, social class, or 
religion). We then compared the frequency of refer-
ences to being human to the frequency of these other 
group references, providing a measure of degree of 
affiliation at the species level, versus other forms of 
affiliation and identification.   
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