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INTRODUCTION  
———————

Humans are smart enough to create opportunities, 
dumb enough to misuse them. -Doug

—————————
We now find ourselves from the very start in the midst 

of a dialogue between nature and man, a dialogue of which 
science is only one part, so much so that the conventional 
division of the world into subject and object, into inner 
world and outer world, into body and soul, is no longer 
applicable and raises difficulties. For the sciences of nature, 
the subject matter of research is no longer nature in itself, but 
nature subjected to human questioning, and to this extent 
man, once again, meets only with himself.

— Heisenberg 
  ——————————————————

Vitruvius, in his Ten Books of Architecture, arranged 
building designs around the human body and its actions, 
and he did not leave out the implications for surrounding 
room sizes and the size and proportions of the various parts 
of the body. As we move through the 21st century, we need 
to struggle to bring the human, as the design criteria, back 
into the center of design and policy. 

– John Carl Warnecke.
 —————————————————

 
Any politics which does not aim toward the 

humanization of its people and the gardening of the world is 
not an adequate politics.- Doug

 ______________________________________
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Our current world situation,  including people,  land 
and  all  that  is  spread  out  here,   is  not  doing  well.  This 
should be a stimulus to rethink - but how far? We might find 
that Chinese civilization is better prepared to cope with the 
real conditions than can Western civilization. Because it  is 
more secure with large organization and balancing thought 
and feeling, the practical and the spiritual. Perhaps the very 
idea of civilization - which can be directly linked to slavery 
and war and inequality needs to be rethought. Remember, 
we  need  changes  big  enough  to  positively  affect  climate 
warming trnds.

In  the  context  of  current  major  issues  of  climate, 
terrible  distribution  of  wealth  and  poverty,  population, 
threats  of  war,  the  economy and economic  thinking  have 
come to dominate the mental  and anxiety landscape.  One 
result is that the power of money has increased and the elite 
buys the politics.  Politics  ought to control  economics,  and 
politics  ought  to  be  relatively  representative,  and 
representative  should  be  about  people’s  real  desires,  not 
those  manufactured  by  advertising  controlled  by  the 
economic forces  that  are  causing the problems.  being rich 
implies at least big house in a neighborhood of others also 
rich, lots of travel, children go to good college, and lots if 
discretionary time. 

Yet  the  possibility  of  greening  the  planet  and 
spreading a humane culture does exist.The current situation, a 
bit more chaotic than a year ago, cries out for a vision of where we 
might go. Tech futures and more economic growth, just don’t do it. 
The Internet as alternative governance, hacker culture, share 
economy, grass roots are all plausible and attractive, but lack an 
aesthetic or an image of human development. I keep hearing and 
reading that we need some sense of what is the purpose so that we 
can direct our activities meaningfully. But we get bogged down in 
proposals for change that are not integrated into a vision with other 
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proposals. we can see the population as divided into 

• those who want a life, security, continuity and rewarding 
work.

• those who want ownership that pays interest ir dividends 
and want to push siciety towards controlled change called 
innovation, leaving them in control and rewarded. which 
the rich are trying to maintain and the 99% are afraid.

I would like to put the emphasis in this book on the positive, say 
the viion of Hockney and Chris alender and erich Fromm, but we 
live in darkening times and need to discuss it.
Aristotle wries:

The true politikos is supposed to be a man who has concerned 
himself with particular care with the nature of Arete, for he wishes 
to make the citizens good and law-abiding men. As an example of 
this we have the lawgivers of the Cretans and Lacedaemonians, as 
well as any others of the kind there may have been. And if this 
inquiry belongs to political science, clearly its pursuit will be in
accordance with our original plan. But clearly the Arete that we 
must study is human Arete; for we were in search of human good 
and human happiness.
And by human Arete we mean not that of the body but of the soul; 
and happiness we also call an activity of the soul. Now if this is so, 
the politikos clearly must know something about the psyche, just 
as the man who is to heal the eyes or the body as a whole must 
know something about the eyes or the body. All the more so, since 
political science is more honorable and better than medicine.
And even among physicians the better ones labor hard at acquiring 
knowledge of the body. The politikos, therefore, must study the 
psyche; and he must study it with these objects in view, and to the 
extent that is sufficient for the purposes of his inquiry. (Aristotle, 
Nicomachean Ethics I, ch. 13, 1102a 8–25. This is Voegelin’s own
translation from the Greek)

The balance now means a destructive economy hurting the 
environment and achieving an increasing bad distribution of 
income and wealth. The  people are restless and the rich are 



4

militarizing the police. We have no vision beyond this balance. 
GardenWorld is an attempt to articulate a vision plausible, 
attractive and already present in the minds of all the people. 
GardenWorld is more of an intent to make our world more green, 
aesthetic, pacific and supportive of individual and community 
environment, and maybe a coherent believable culture, but not a 
plan. 

What would it take to improve the social and natural world 
nexus and get  us off  the path of catastrophe?

There is a fairly wide-spread understanding that we must deal 
with

• Climate (global warming, sea rise and ocean death)
• Population. (Too many people).
• Debt (unpayable, a siphon from poor to rich)
• Governance weakness (representative democracy not 

working, can't solve problems)
• Systematic poverty (housing job discrimination, racial 

markers)
• Automation (robots are owned, jobs are lost)
• Food (quality not providing health)
• Education (purpose has been lost)
• Health (poorly maintained and an environment that makes 

us sick)
• The use of social wealth beyond the limits of allocation 

through capital
• Growth, what is it? 

The problem is, the standard approach to each tends to make 
the others worse. Jobs increase pollution which increases global 
warming. Automation making things cheaper fails to deliver 
income to buy them. Preparation for war makes wars more likely.

Economics, because it has become the normal language of 
social thought, the infrastructure of daily life, a close look at 
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economics will pervade the book.

The stress on the material , the shift from citizen to consumer, a 
ahift we have allmost all made,  avoids the deeper issues might 
have to do with culture. Can a society without a shared 
comprehensive belief in the nature of reality survive? We might be 
living in a world where are believe is somewhat arbitrary but 
essential. Lots to discuss here. So far looks like we are 
fragmenting, bringing isolated individuals to the internet or 
marginalising people outside the networks.

Several other larger issues from unaided nature: asteroids, 
plagues, and then from aided nature, the geo-politics of war and 
competition. We know the sun will go out in a few billion years 
and earth has been here for a few billion. We have so to speak 
borrowed fromthe sun and created the nuclear threat. Should we 
even talk about these?[ Douglass Carmichael 6/6/18, 4:44  
PMtalk about  what ahs ben revealed by a ertin kinf of 
science, adam smith astronomy.] 

I think that the list of issues is too heavily weighed to the 
materialsit thing oriented side of our culture at the expense of the 
cultural - political, social, educated and arts side. Primarily 
relationships, self with other, self with self, self with nature - and 
all with all.

Our absence of vision as to where me might try to go is 
paralyzing and needs to be understood. My writing here is based 
on the idea that there is already in the musings of most people a 
viable vision which I am calling GardenWorld - a mixture of nature 
and civilization driven by an intent to make the world more green, 
more productive of what we really need, and more aesthetic.

There is a possible shared culture: scientific attitude of honesty 
and comparison of ideas. Open interest in how things work and 
respect for facts.  There is also a rising culture of compassion and 
concern  for others. From Princess Diana to the multi million 
person marches against the war in Iraq to concern for migrants and 
children and concern for health and parks. A kind of post christian 
christianity in the human feeling of christ, buddha, Confucius, 

scrivcmt://94864713-C2ED-4B2D-8834-FDBA2FE7436B
scrivcmt://94864713-C2ED-4B2D-8834-FDBA2FE7436B
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maybe even the open heart of Islam, and many less well-known 
religious and spiritual achievements which lead to compassion. 
This raises critical isues about divesity we have to explore with 
bettter thnking. 

But we are  not good thinkers, for example lying to ourselves 
when we confuse rising GDP with third world welfare for 
everyone. A rising income by a factor 2 when costs go up by a 
factor of 4 is not good. A per capita GDP driven by the rising 
income of the top and lowering income at the bottom is not good 
thinking. We are using military spending as a way to do Keynes 
without saying so to sustain the wrong parts of the economy, and 
intimidating our own populations  at the same time. We lie when 
we think we are good and they are bad. This is just lack of interest, 
lack of compassion, lack of imagination.

But lets face it, we have a weak culture  centereed on 
consumerism and frustration, not of citizen, art and respect with 
serious interest in the world.

We create things like (I have not visited these sites so they may 
well be more thn meets the eye. I am illustrating a point, not 
making claims about these particular realities).

A greavyard without elementary respect.
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We are prone to stories about feel good examples without 
looking. “Better ways of growing beef.” Appels. So we get 

To my ey, this is attractive from the point of view of CO2 but - 
thee are no people and the shape of the land and trees suggests 
mega operations, not the work of local farmers but of agribusiness. 
The people are off elsewhere. It may be OK outside the frame of 
the camera but I would like to see this tied to a village and the trees 
arrnged in a more aesthetic way. This is a design issue whee money 
controls good initiatives that take on a sinister tendency to grow 
wealth but not people. Business wants us housed, worked nad 
buying in small controlled areas that encapsulate the full cyklce 
wher bsuines controls the flow cradle to gravewe are in the 
hamster cage and busines - and owners - live off of the activity.

Intent informs, planning constrains.

From sunsets, spring breezes, reflections of light off of water, 
 buildings or landscapes – we all, city and country,  immigrants and 
Native Americans, have thousands of powerful memories of 
nature’s presence.  The same sun shines on us all. The moon still 
stuns. Children and artists are able to take the broken glass in an 
abandoned lot andfinding beauty in it. Let the green grow in the 
midst of all our circumstances with renewed interest and our care, 
and let well developed human characters flourish!

Interesting things can happen. Here is  a little gem of 
inspiration.

From New Yorker. May 6 2013 . 
“for the past twenty years archeologists have begun to realize 

that their assumptions about how pre-Columbian people lived in 
the rain forest were mostly wrong. Earlier theories held that the 
rain forest soils of Central and South America are too poor to 
support large populations, and that many areas could support only 
scattered hunter-gatherer tribes. increasingly, it appears that the 



8

Amazon jungle once harbored sophisticated farming  civilizations 
that cleared huge areas and built cities, towns, and networks of 
roads and canals.  Likewise, the Mosquitia of today looks 
inhospitable, but in pre-Columbian times it was probably more like 
a vast, tended garden, according to Christopher Fisher, a 
Mesoamerican specialist at Colorado State University. Crops, 
flowers, and fruit and cacao trees would have been mingled 
together, unlike monocrop agriculture of today, and spaced around 
dense housing settlements, with woods, paths, and shaded parks. 
Even the vistas were tended, Fisher said. like pyramids and large-
scale monuments were built to be seen from a distance
—”something like Frederick Law Olmstead’s vision for Central 
Park.”

If they can do it why can’t we?

The tragedy we are in: we have seen ourselves as alien from 
nature by virtue of sapiens rathe than close to nature, even as a part 
of it, as mammals.  This was a real struggle in social thoght 
moving from hte renaissance which saw humans as deeply animla 
like to the enlightenment whihc stressed the mecanical/ The result 
is a series of strongly interconnected problems that need to be 
understood, and a path forward engaged.

I want to start with optimism, if not as to outcome at least as to 
a plausible path that would be attractive.

Dvid Hockney the artist writes in his new book A history of 
Pictures, 

In the end –after you got a roof food warmth– all you can buy 
is beauty  what else can you spend money on?  

The implication here is that while part of our working life and the 
income it produces, goes to consumption and on to trash and traps 
us in anxious drive fir necessities. much of thus is really 
discretionary, and we can make better choices . - we can do what 
occurs to us that makes life better - and it will not usually be 
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consumption based on advertising as we currently have it, but on 
things we can do for beauty. Garden world aims to bring our sense 
of the small scale decisions into alignment with larger effects. We 
need to keep Hokies perspective constantly in mind. To get there 
we need to keep renewing division that'll work harder against 
existing power and politics.

This is quite simple and gives real leverage to rethink how we 
do things. To do this we need to rethink education and especially 
the opportunity and responsibility for self education. We need ty 
think of ourslverd as larger, and that much of us is hidden from 
oursleves and from each other, but can be activated with a new 
vitality.

GardenWorld is to be greener, more productive, more 
attractive, less hostile world , a place to grow families, 
children, and adults who live a profoundly meaningful, less 
segregated life, more democratic and with some lucky 
breaks on tech such as sequestering, and with some serious 
rethinking of current economic institutions. The problem 
with populism , strong on indignation and frustration, right, 
left and center, is there is no proposed set of institutional 
changes. We must go further. Let me quote those line again 
from Hockney.

In the end –after you got a roof food warmth– all you can 
buy is beauty  what else can you spend money on?  

Deep truth is often simple. Try practicing Hockney’s 
suggestion in your own life, and bring this to politics and 
into conversations. In most of the world these things,  the 
necessities, are only acquirable throuh work equal to or close 
to simple slavery. “You want to eat you gotta  let me pay you 
for some work I need.” Can we do netter or are we trapped?

GardenWorld - what is it?
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Reader: I want you to think of the most serious question 
you have had on your mind in the last days and ask, is this 
book responding to that question? 

We are in a period of flux. Expectations we had of the 
future have collapsed and the contemporary experience feels 
thin, like thin ice, insubstantial like a fading rainbow. 

“Postmodernity, then, ‘is what you have when the 
modernization process is complete and nature is gone 
for good’; without ‘the idea of nature and the natural 
as some ultimate content or referent’ there can be no 
sense of time, and we are stranded in the mega-city 
where glass surfaces mirror each other,”

Excerpt From: Andreas Malm. “The Progress of this 
Storm: Nature and Society in a Warming World.” 
iBooks. 

The purpose of this book is to provide a kind of studio 
for thinking,  for reintegrating people with the surrounding 
world,  integrating humans with nature.  GardenWorld is the 
goal but lots of work figuring out exactly what is and paths 
to get there. There will be a lot of discussion of  
gardenworld, what is it, and the politics and economics to 
get us there, and the philosophy to guide our thinking. We 
need to cope with climate change, inequality and 
governance.

The problems we face and their solutions are still a bit 
vague - more-so the solutions than the problems, but both 
require refinement. Whether the world falls apart, or hangs 
together, GardenWorld would be helpful. It is, as the 
futurists say, robust across scenarios. We may be living 
toward a perfect storm: water depletion, economic 
breakdown, disease vectors on the loose, and a failure of 
government to know how to manage the complexities of 
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technical penetrations in the large context of climate and 
wealth. We need an image of what we are trying to 
accomplish and how we want to live. Perhaps we just have 
lots of affluence and widespread success but  just are not 
clear about to do with it. I want to open up the discussion 
with you, looking to resonate with all our incomplete 
thoughts. 

 I think the problems and solutions lie deeper, and 
require more imaginative and passionate thinking to deal 
with governance weakness, automation and militarization 
all at the same time. As of now proposed solutions to each 
make the others worse. In order to cope with the full range 
issues much has to change. I am convinced that part of what 
has to change is our understanding of the universe, what it is 
and our place in it. 

The Garden of Eden beckons, but we have lost our way - 
Waiting for Godot - like people milling around the gate after 
the flight was cancelled. We act as if we no longer know 
where we are going, and tend to drift off, one by one to 
nowhere in particular. But I think this is only on the surface – 
what we are willing to show. Hidden inside our private 
experience I think we have a robust image – often without 
words - of what we want from a good life. Most people, 
across class lines and national boundaries, would like to live 
closer to nature and civilization. Why do we not use our 
resources and technology – our wealth - to go there?

The book is based on the core idea that we have lost a 
public vision of the future. Democracy and technology no 
longer seem to mobilize hope, but fear. And yet a direction 
already exists in the minds of most people, and they would 
embrace it, if were offered by the political leaders

GardenWorld is that vision, a world where advanced 
technology and natural growth are blended through design 
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(architecture, city planning, landscape planning) in a robust 
economy of local and regional experimentation in 
restoration, development and local business initiatives. In 
GardenWorld health and education are seen as enablers of 
participation, and tough environmental regulation drives 
technical innovation. Doing a better job on local 
development and retrofitting for energy conservation and 
growing green for energy and food independence creates 
local jobs that are much harder to export. Democracy would 
expand locally. GardenWorld requires reengagement with 
gardens and agriculture, with a more creative, perhaps 
Waldorfian approach to education of young people (with 
Montessori and Piaget), and a fuller embrace of adult 
education, not just for skills but for attitude towards self, 
mind and society, and a serious rethinking of politics. The 
democracy project is failing and even the consumer project 
in is faluering.

I am going to write   on the idea that the culture of things 
is not serving us well and that it is a human creation has 
become untethered and developed a momentum of its own, 
and we ned to reengage it as a human create that can be 
subject to our design criteria, not its own. 

GardenWorld is more of an intent to experiment, than a 
plan to follow. The idea is simply, from the window box or 
roof top in the inner city, through the malls and the suburbs, 
to the fringe wilderness, we should be looking for ways to 
enhance the aesthetics and the usefulness through landscape 
design, from the micro to the macro: gardens, food, parks, 
paths, climate amelioration through tree planting in hot 
cities.

GardenWorld is not just the sum of these practical 
activities but an intent to realize a vision. It is how we can 
put together a goal, with the positive potential of technology, 
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capital, human lives and politics. We need to explore that 
these four things are and not reley on conventioanl 
assumptions. By vision I mean something like what the 
Impressionist painters, Monet, Renoir, Bonnard and all their 
friends, did for the emerging bourgeoisie middle class life – 
enhance every space with color and life, mixing nature and 
human relationships in a new harmony. From the Hanging 
Gardens of Babylon to Central Park, the British estate 
gardens, Architectural Digest, and the impact of simply 
putting flowers in our living room – bring human 
relationships into a better balance with plants, as food and 
beauty, as a core design principle, throughout our entire 
environment. Even in the desert a subtle and creative 
arrangement of rocks can be marvelous.

I am going to quote David Hockney again. 
“I believe that painting can change the world. If you see 

your surroundings as beautiful, thrilling and mysterious, as I 
think I do,

then you feel quite alive. I’ve always loved pictures; they give 

me ideas.”
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GardenWorld is not a plan for what we should do. It is an 
invitation to creatively participate from the very local, to 
neighborhood, regional, national and global as we explore 
how to replace the techno-mechanical image of the 
potentialities of the use –and misuse - of our wealth with a 
goal of a more humane, democratic, organic and natural 
environment that can please us and feed us and help recover 
the planet for human thriving.. If this world we have isn’t 
the world you want, what do your want? As Socrates asked, 
“what is a fit life for a human being?”

GardenWorld is an integrating vision that already 
exists in the minds of most people. Most serious thinkers, 
such as Keyes in his paper Economiic  possibilities for our 
grandchildren, ” naivly assumed that progress would lead to 
sharing the advances in production. Few foresaw that the 
productive benefits would be, through law  tax and 
regilations, taken by the richest. 

I believe the vision articulated here, GardenWorld, has 
world wide application, and there are many vital 
experiments outside the US we can learn from. There is a 
valley I’ve heard about in India where “progress” is 
measured by the increase in biomass and the number of 
species of songbirds. The US is best at being a beacon, not a 
bully, and our narrowed views of economy, democracy and 
governance and the aims of life are due for repair. 

One view of our current situation is that the West, with 
empires and wars, beginning in the 15th Century with 
Portugal’s intrusion into the peaceful and extensive trade in 
the Indian Ocean, and represented now by the US and its oil, 
dollars, and military, has increasingly come to be seen by the 
rest of the world as a tragic costly culturally narcissistic 
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outrage that did not live up to its own values, the ones the 
world admires: success with participation and justice. We are 
isolated and broke. 

An alternative view is that the country is doing basically 
well, as we manage the world the US inherited at the end of 
WW2, and we are in a phase of institutional experimentation 
with digital tech and globalization. American productive 
power is still sound and, with the flow of money and ideas 
in the system, we can remain the most dynamic country.

The narrowing elite in the country have an increasing 
share of resources available to them, and that money is used 
for the exploitation of existing or obvious cash producing 
“opportunities”. There is much less money for R&D and 
worse far less for he major part of the population which lives 
in anxiety ansd is surrounded by militawrized police power.. 
This is not good for business, science, technology, wealth 
creation, human development nor the environment. It is not 
a a path to “Life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness”. The 
United States is not paying attention to “..the decent respect 
for the opinions of mankind.”

We need to find a way to, as the musicians say, re-mix. 
GardenWorld, because of its existing, but latent, 
attractiveness, in the hopes of people across class and 
national lines, is very possibly the way to re-jazz our life, 
and to recall that the Declaration says “We mutually pledge 
to each other our Lives, our Fortunes and our sacred Honor.”

Materialism has dominated the west since early greek 
thinking and continued through Descartes and everyone 
else. What is ignored is the that such a mental universe as 
materialism exists in our culture and thinking because it 
passes through humans, yet the human contribution is 
ignored in favor of the mechanical and material. Curious 
because the origin of the word material is in matter, Latin 
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and Greek for mother. I have taken the view that changing 
from a material based culture to a human based culture is 
crucial if we are to have any chance. 

By human based I mean a shift in attitude and 
understanding toward what is primary in the universe. This 
is because the problems are caused by entrenched interests 
which use the materialism (things and wealth) as the 
relevant frame rather than the well-being of people and the 
assumptions in their thinking. Materialist culture has 
separated itself from society as a self contained system that 
draws on the externalities from which it draws its wealth. 
This is unsustainable and unsupportable.

We force people to live in a constant game of Monopoly, 
on a Ouija board of opportunities and disasters, on a merry-
go-round of mere traffic constantly 24 hours a day. If you 
stop you will fall over, fail to keep up, you get run over from 
behind. We have created the condition where to not 
participate is to be such a serious loser that your health and 
state of mind are at risk and you become incapable of any 
art, and a loving relationship, any serious political thinking. 
Yo make matters worse, the shrinking economy of jobs 
means everyone is fearful of musical chairs.

The result is the merry-go-round of only including some, 
those who can  contribute to the mainstream effort, in the 
dynamics of society. That society is limited in its capacity to 
include everyone.  GardenWorld would re-normalize this 
tendency, bringing focus back to regional and local – even 
backyard – developmental opportunities. As Jefferson 
wanted people to express their talents through having many 
roles in society, happenings,  making up “happiness” so we 
need more opportunities for roles and status in important 
and interesting local culture. People need to be known 
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where they live and work, and their children can see their 
parents’ involvements. 

A single example fo now. “World wide incomes are going 
up, so all is terrific”. This is often measured in average GDP 
(the rich incomes increase increase faster than the the poor 
decrease, on average all incomes go up. “People are moving 
to the city for jobs”. No they are pushed off the land by the 
police and military and moved into high rise apartments. 
While incomes go up in the cities, costs go up faster).

We need to shift off of the mother breast of materialism 
and our dependence to the human humus , earth, where we 
have responsibility to create a sustainable civilization. 
Moving from dependence on mother to co-partnership with 
earth is a step toward maturity.

But I want to go further. Maybe the real contrast is 
between the mechanical and the living, not just the human. 
Life is core and when something is alive it wants to burst 
forth. The weeds in the garden, the family dog, a civilization, 
your children left alone, and your own randy self. To break 
out.

But that is a problem for culture because we need some 
sense of order and quiet. Hence a kind of repression. I have 
long thought that the change in attitude in children towards 
their own creativity is worth consideration. The young child 
- well, lets say you ask a group of second graders, “can you 
sing” can you draw?” Yes!! But ask again in the 6th grade, no 
hands go up. This is education. As if society is terrified of 
plenitude out of control.

Thus it is possible that much of our current culture is 
based on an over development of control and an 
underdevelopment of lively breaking out. An adult is a 
subdued child.

Like so many things: society, money, love, nations - they 
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only exist if people believe in them. Thus all concepts are 
very vulnerable and the conditions of their existence make a 
substantial difference. The future we work toward should 
enable conditions of good thinking. My aim here is not to 
tear down - that is happening enough - but to think through 
as to what we might nudge towards that would be felt as 
positive, optimistic, giving dignity and enthusiasm to life. 
Enthusiasm. Greek for en-theus - to have a god within. The 
Athenian Greeks used the word to describe the hills people 
in the north who still were en-theus, whereas the Athenian 
city folk had lost that spirit. So have we. We are short on 
imagination and vital response to the challenge. Most books 
and symposia and institutes about climate have become 
strong on diagnosis - what’s wrong - but stop there. I have 
felt that we need now clarity about goals - vision - and some 
thinking about implementation. These have not emerged 
holistically but only as extensions of specialist culture. - I 
think because “what should we do? Is so difficult. The 
changes needed, the changes major enough to make a 
significant difference - require that we give up much of what 
we rely on and have no clear image of an alternative. Most of 
us are pretty clear about the difficulties ahead. I don’t want 
to be trivializing, sanitizing, about this because the phases 
we will probably go through are terrifying. If there is a 
plausible path to the future with only a low probability of 
success - that is enough to mobilize us. 5% is not hopeless.

A few sentences back I slid in the word “spirit” . Spirit. If 
you look at something, like the “mouse” at your computer, it 
has an atmosphere, a quality a presence, perhaps cold, 
maybe lurking, waiting for my hand. Western culture 
seriously downplays this whereas I think in Japan for 
example people see spirit in everything. The worker in a 
factory attributes spirit to the machines, to the parts being 
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worked on. We do this some, “god damn machine”, but are 
far less likely to see the positive, “ah, beautiful machine look 
what we made together!”, as another part moves out of the 
lathe. This is not unlike a receptivity to the greek gods who 
can manifest themselves in a moment. You are in a 
conversation, suddenly tension is felt (the impact of the 
words on the thinkers) and it feels as though the god of 
conflict has entered turning the twosome into a threesome. 
Try this: Imagine the gods of love and war hovering about 
you. How will you react? Which one will you seize and pull 
into yourself, let affect you? Ignorance of the soul is the dark 
side of monotheism.

Understanding the spirit of things, cultivating the spirit 
in things, is crucial to rethinking our spiritually bland world 
that has gotten us into such deep trouble. We do feel a spirit 
in things, but that spirit is dead, inert - that o what we have 
learned to feel. Instead of the greek gods, or other 
anthropomorphic gods, we are surrounded by the pull of 
consumer choices. This speaks to the world we have lost, the 
world we are in and the worlds we need to explore. 

Sorry to make this so difficult at the beginning, but if not 
now, when? My aim is to create a kind of work book, a 
studio of ideas and resources for getting to GardenWorld.

One deep “resource” is the ensemble of what people, you 
and me, believe in. This requires a kind of thinking we are 
not used to. For example:

From Hickman
Knowing that we must find within ourselves the 

sustaining courage to be, to exist in a world bereft of any big 
Other is to know for the first time that one is on equal 
footing with all other creatures in this universe. This is the 
only true democracy of objects, to be free and withdrawn 
from all so that one can then enter into relations out of that 
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solitude and freedom. Knowing one’s shared knowledge is 
bound within the network of illusions and neglect that is our 
lot as humans. All revolutionary thought starts from this 
inner core of solitude and freedom.

First off what is GardenWorld? Most writing about how 
to cope with the mess we are in has policies, but no goal 
beyond the proposed language of he policies: “More equal 
taxes,” “Smaller carbon footprint.”. , no vision of what kind 
of life we are trying to build and would like to participate in 
making beyond a better distributed progressive , libertarian 
or merely middle class achievement one house, one car, one 
spouse one and a half children plus a dog a cat a parakeet. 
These were apparently good but no longer pass the smell 
test.

Gardenworld is the intent to create the legal and 
institutional framework to the use of land to grow food to 
grow people in a civilizing and attractive environment, with 
well argued for use of technology in a vital democracy with 
engaged and interested people.

We need to be thinking of multiple system changes at the 
same time: Energy, food, land use, housing, health 
distribution and less transportation. These are obvious. Less 
obvious, culture, meaning, media, arts, news, relationships, 
need for more conversation. We need flexible not massive 
projects, since we do not know what will happen. . Think of 
a world where , with change, everyone gets active to cope. 
Chaos? Coherence? Authoritarian? Unknown at this point.

Gardenworld is the intent to create 

the legal and institutional framework 

to the use of land to grow food 

to grow people in a civilizing and attractive 

environment, with well argued for use of technology 
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in a vital democracy with engaged and interested 

people

Frameworks

But going further requires understanding ourselves we 
are and how we got here. Most social history is written as 
the achievement of the enlightenment. But most of what we 
have, institutions, attitudes, beliefs, was formed before the 
enlightenment. All that came before is ignored.

To imagine and implement new approaches to our basic 
awkwardness as a species on the planet, we must 
understand what can be called “the world we take for 
granted”, and break out of it. 

In the title I included politics because it needs more 
thinking. Technical innovation alone will not get us out of 
the mess we are in which is social, cultural and political.  
Starting with politics

Why is leadership and benefit so narrowly 
distributed? My view is that the centers of power: 
Washington, Wall Street, industrial centers,  and real estate 
interests (rent and interest on loans), have created a very 
dynamic  but fenced in merry-go-round of activity that is set 
up in such a way that most of  us can’t get on.

The economy is like a merry-go-round. Dynamic and 
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attractive, it has not got  places for everyone. For the merry-
go-round to keep going it must generate  money. It hires 
those people and sells those projects in which the circle of 
cash  can be kept going. Beyond a certain point including 
more people, especially poor,  would slow down of the 
merry-go-round, and force changes in its current  economic 
system of ownership, investment, regulations and jobs. And 
the merry-go-round is increasingly automated.

This economy  is not big enough to hold everyone, and 
even moves toward greater inclusion  threaten the operators 
of the merry-go-round, either threatening that it will come 
 apart, or that the salaries to the owner/managers would be 
cut. Politics is the  mechanism of governance of those 
Republicans and Democrats who own  significant rent or 
interest earning property, manage parts of the system, or 
serve  it as professionals and media.

Remember, or imagine, (both will get us there) being a 
child at the County  Fairgrounds at night, the glitter, the 
milling crowds the lights, candy-cotton, and the merry-go 
round – and you are entranced by the horses, the young 
girls’ pony  tails flying, the parents protecting the little ones, 
the music and the gathering  speed, and you can’t afford a 
ticket to get on, and you know it. The people on the  merry-
go-round are somehow different, and inaccessible. At the 
level of the  national society those with access to the carousel 
through power and wealth  relate to those others who also 
have power or money, or their lawyers, brokers  and 
lobbyists, but they avoid the rest of the population, not 
knowing where they live, mush less sitting in on the 
conversations.
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The game has to do with status enhancement – and 
survival – and  the use and acquisition of power and money. 
Other issues, such as educating the  people, maintaining the 
quality of infrastructure, such as roads and bridges, or  the 
creating through architecture the attractiveness of 
government buildings, and  replacing war with peace, are of 
no interest to them. They remain networked  internally with 
each other, and un-networked with the issues and people 
that  make up the great part of the nation. Part of the 
problem is that the merry-go-round is more than the people 
on it: it is  the stage set of glitter and action, hidden 
machinery and operators, bearings and  gears and horses, 
that motivates the people on it (and who want to get on). 
This  makes it much harder to change than if it was just 
relationships. The glue that  comes from momentum is 
powerful The stage set is law, regulation, courts, jails,  traffic, 
airports, banking, gated communities, SUV’s, colleges, sex, 
and the fun of  being dollar rich in a money society.

Real change must change attitudes and stage sets 
simultaneously. The physical  and regulatory structures are, 
for most people, felt to be natural, part of the  environment, 
inevitable, and not subject to change. But these components 
of the  stage set too are man-made and we should be able to 
imagine changes. It is really  worse, because the dynamics of 
“productivity” and “efficiency” and the  administrative 
powers of software mean there are going to be still fewer 
good  jobs, and the merry-go-round with its glitter and 
substantiality is shown to be a  more bitterly constructed 
game of musical chairs. You think you have a seat on a 
 horse and a pole to hang onto, but watch out for the next 
turn or when the music  shifts. But the two political parties 
represent minor differences within the activity   on the 
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carousel and neither sets of leadership really need us – 
providing they can  get enough of us to vote for them. We 
think we are voting on real issues, but we  are voting only on 
the issues we are offered. We do not create the menu for our 
elected or business leaders; they create the menu for us. 
“Representative  democracy” is a procedure to legitimate the 
selection of representatives, give  them the power “from the 
people”, and they keep it.

For example, the leadership and its financial interests 
don’t base their well-being  on maintaining the total 
productive activity of the country, but on growth. For  most 
of us doing as well this year as last would be ok, but for the 
bankers,  lawyers, and investors what counts is growth, 
because that is where they make  their wealth. Our whole 
politics is skewed towards this class as if were the social 
 good. Phrases like “the US economy is doing badly” most 
often means that  growth is slowing, not that we are doing 
less well in terms of total wealth from  last year (beyond the 
needs of population expansion.) This is really absurd, as a 
 societal policy, and it is driving the destruction of the whole 
system. The idea that  only growth will help the ones left 
behind is an illusion that hides the reality of  large incomes 
and wealth at the top, incomes based on rent and 
investment, or  mere benefit of stock ownership. Perhaps 
half of all income in the US is from  interest and rent. 
(Growth is driven by interest, because I must pay back the 
 principal  and interest, and where can this increase come 
from except “growth”?)

History has always had this tendency of the leaders to 
lead the led for the benefit of the leaders. But it is worse 
 now. Traditionally leaders needed agricultural or industrial 
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workers.  Industrialism required a vigorous group of 
educated middle level managers to  glue the enterprise 
together. New technologies have made that middle level, 
and  its middle class incomes, largely redundant and 
replaceable by computers and  networks. Wage workers are, 
if not made redundant by technology, replaced by  cheaper 
in other places. The result is, with outsourcing, downsizing, 
and computerization, the merry-go-round governing group 
– those with power money and access – has grown  smaller, 
and it is more expensive to get on. “Opportune of the” exists 
but with  decreasing probability of entrance and higher pay 
off for those who make it in.  This will continue unless trend 
lines alter direction. The Internet age seems to  require fewer 
managers, and provides mega corporations and 
governments with  the tools to concentrate power. Notice the 
increased concerns to control the flow  of people (getting 
ludicrous with Chinese walls between the US and Mexico, 
Palestine and Israel – didn’t we learn from the Berlin Wall?).

Most people are disenfranchised in the current political 
process, in that the political discussions and conflicts do not 
involve their issues. The issues of concern to the ruling 
group are financial, but the issues of concern to the rest of us, 
having to do with the long term heath of the country in 
social as well as economic terms, basically issues of the 
quality of life, are not going to get into the discussion. These 
issues are as disenfranchised as the voters who care about 
them.

The issues of  concern to the ruling group are financial, 
but the issues of concern to the rest of  us, having to do with 
the long term heath of the country in social as well as 
 economic terms, basically issues of the quality of life, are not 
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going to get into the  discussion. These issues are as 
disenfranchised as the voters.

The problem for business is that the free flow of 
information drives down profit,  which then makes it more 
mandatory that the business be structured in a quasi-
monopoly way through patents, regulations or government 
contracts. In classical  economic theory there is no profit 
when information is complete and free. Profit  can only come 
from monopoly, or short term positions that are soon 
acquired by  stronger corporations, or driven out of the 
business. Remember the quotes from  Adam Smith in the 
Preface about the problems of corporations tending towards 
 monopoly.

So, in summary, given the narrow oscillations between 
“liberal” and  “conservative”, real solutions cannot emerge, 
and the leadership does not need to  include the larger part 
of the population that would insist on nation-enhancing 
 policy alternatives. We really have not so much class 
warfare hidden behind a  veil, but a co-opting class vs. 
national well-being. The existing party process in  both 
parties prevents naming the already identifiable serious 
issues.

To do so I will make use of a number of existing 
frmeworks of thought and analysis. They are (not yet in 
order, we are gaheind resources for thinking though to 
GardenWorld)
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• Scenarios: plausible futures

• The Human life Cycle (Eric Erikison, Colin Turnbul)

• Social character ( Erich Fromm), how motives are 
organized in a society, a humanized view of human 
needs)

• Eric Voegelin, Order in History. 

• Christopher Alexander on liveliness, architectural 
theory of liveliness(and Fromm’s biphilia, Hockney’s 
art)

• Watershed identity, taking where we live seriously 
and what  actions to take

• Comprehnesive community center

• David Hockney

• Pitrim Sorokin. Much longe view of the shift of 
culture from mterial to spiritual to meaterial

• • Piaget (theory of the active and constructing mind)

• Cassirer (the symbolic forms of languages)

• Kenneth Burke (literature as theory of living)

• Barrington Moore (Social origins of dictatorship 
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and democracy).

• Geoff Malm (Authoritarian vs Grass roots 
organization, along With Salins,  Charles C. Scott)

• National Performance Review,  Al  Gore.

• Democracy project vs. Capitalism project.

• Fredric Law Olmstead( Central Park and much more)

There are many others of conscious or unconscious 
influence. These are the ones  worth a little explanatory text 
because I think they are so useful for those of us  thinking 
about what to do.

Lets start with what was a starting point in time for 
GardenWorld.

The broad minded historian Stephen Toulmin wrote 
Cosmopolis, which takes the Enlightenment myth apart. His 
is a rough book, a draft of serious thinking, not complete, 
but very to the point of what troubles us. Instead of being 
the source of all that is new and interesting, the 
enlightenment (of which our current time is considered by 
most thinkers ad an exrapolation, an unfolding of it sinner 
logic of clarty of thought and stress onmeasurement and the 
aoidance of feelings,)   was a regime of repression and 
control, all to avoid items of controversy because too many 
little wars were killing too many people. The enlightenment 
project can be characitured, but close to the truth, that we 
were to do math and not Shakespeare. In current jargon  that 
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we were to do stem, not steam.

After training in mathematics and physics in the late 
1930s and early'40s, I was introduced to philosophy 
at Cambridge after World \War II, and learned to see 
Modern Science-the intellectual movement whose first 
giant was Isaac Newton-and Modern Philosophy-the 
method of reflection initiated by Descartes-as twin 
founding pillars of modern thought, and prime 
illustrations of the strict "rationality" on which the 
modern era has prided itself.` It all began early in the 
17th century, when Descartes persuaded  his fellow 
philosophers to renounce fields of study like 
ethnography, history, or poetry, which are rich in 
content and context, and to concentrate exclusively 
on abstract, decontextualized fields like geometry, 
dynamics, and epistemology.

The purpose was to avoid conflict and the enlightenment 
can be seen as a criss project, to cope wth the wars and avoid 
congtroversial topics, such as religion and human 
charachteristics. Toulmin proposes retrning to the previous 
generation of thinkers like Shakespeare, Erasmus, Rabelais 
who had much more complex views of human nature, views 
that we desperately need now to prevent the total colonizing 
digitalization of  the human. 

Part of why Toulmin is hard reading for us is that most of 
us, and I include myself trying to correct this,  do not know 
much of the history that got us from say the Reformation 
and Renaissance to the modern period. We tend to see this as 
a progressive line of events, but we are wrong. Paul Valtery 
wrote in 1900 “We too reize our civilization is vulberable.”
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Coming into awarenes is also the understanding that we 
do not understand how the West emerged, through 
embracing gunboats and science (compass and nvavigation 
for example) that were avoided by the Chinese while 
embraced by the West.

“Everything has two handles: beware of the wrong one.” 
Chinese proverb.

Charles Mann in his crucial book, 1491, describing the 
world before Columbus arrived in the americas, brining 
small pox and stealing gold, shows us a very diffeent picture 
of the world, a world n which the US is just one of a number 
of civilizations, larger than ours for a long time, We need this 
perspective.

We also have a rethinking of early human habitats, pre 
and early civilizational, that lived by very different 
principles. We need these because the logic we are in tries to 
self reinforce by saying, with Margaret Thatcher, there is no 
alternative. Just not true. James C. Scott in his Against the 
Grain shows thta ewarly shift to settlements rather than 
herding and hunting and gathering were not to keep 
marauders out, but to keep captives (slave labor) in. He 
further shows that humans spent millennia resisting 
settlements because of their reduction in life vitality .

More to come..


