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GardenWorld Politics Preface
Update Nov 2016

_________________________

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 proposals. GardenWorld is an attempt to 
do just that. GardenWorld is more of an intent to make our world more green, aesthetic, 
pacific and supportive of individual and community environment, not a plan. 

What would it take to improve the system and get  off  the path of catastrophe?

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
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The problem is, the standard approach to each tends to mae the others worse. Job 
increases  pollution  which  increases  global  warming.  Automation  making  things 
cheaper fails to deliver income.

Deeper issues might have to do with culture.  Can a society without a shared 
belief survive? So far looks like we are fragmenting. Treaty of Westphalia to the internet.

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. Concern 
for health and parks. A kind of post christian christianity in the human feeling of christ, 
buddha, Confucius, maybe even the open heart of Islam, and many less well-known 
religious and spiritual achievements which lead to compassion. 

But we are lying to ourselves when we confuse rising GDP with third world 
welfare for everyone. A rising income by 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 are not  there yet.  We do not  have an emerging systemic 
approach.  We  have  a  weak  culture,  not  of  art  and  respect  and  interest  but  of 
consumerism and frustration.

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. 
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The moon still  stuns. 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 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?
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Chapter 1. Toward the Vision of 
GardenWorld

Humans are smart enough to create opportunities, 

dumb enough to misuse them.

____________________________________________

 

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 gardening of the world

and the humanization of its people
is not an adequate politics.

We are near and possibly past the point of no return on climate warming. People are 
divided  between  hysteria,  depression,  or  tuning  out.  But  fortunately  an  increasing 
number are tuning in and ready for news about what to do.  The future for humanity 
must  include technology,  democracy,  science,  biology,  human history,  personal   life, 
culture, civilization and a theory of governance. It has to do with putting the ambiguous 
"human" together with the ambiguous "nature.  

But we are stuck at a bottleneck  of interlocked issues we are all aware of  but in 
isolation  from  each  other,  not  together  as  a  system:    population,  inequality, 
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robotization,   climate, war, weak and corrupt governance,  and poor quality of life, all 
issues of human making on the planet, that keep us from getting to the future.  I would 
like to add that culture too is in decline: the appreciation of art and music, poetry and 
dance, architecture and landscape. The pain felt by almost everyone is not represented 
in the press or policy.  It  is  all  kept  numerical and cool.  We must face the fact that 
capitalism is one way humanity can relate to nature. It liberates creativity and it has a 
siamese twin called greed that always joins in the action.  We have lots of thinking to 1

do.2

The  vision  of  GardenWorld,  or  something  like  it,  is  necessary  to  have  an 
organizing  leverage point for our efforts at making a better world. Popular culture 
tends  to  be  pounding  and  rude,  not  encouraging  of  creativity,  reflection  and 
compassion. The book is about GardenWorld as a viable and shared image of the good 
life  in the future on this  planet  in this  century,   what  it  is   and the politics  of  and 
economics and the legal structures for getting there.  We cannot get to GardenWorld 
without some  serious rethinking of politics and economics. Corporations, "bodies", are 
designed  to  treat  the  society  outside  themselves  as  food  to  digest,  not  a  source  of 
partnerships among peers. Politics, which was hoped to be representative, only allows 
the choices it wants. 

 Jason Moore’s Capitalism in th Web of life, 2015, “ is one among many books working the 1

issue.” The turbulence of the twenty-first century derives from “converging crises.”2 This 
convergence’s most salient expression is the “triple crisis” of food, energy, and finance.3 While 
many prefer a different, or longer, list of crisis categories—surely climate must be included!—the 
import of environmental factors, conditions, and relations has registered in critical political 
economy as never before. This is an advance over the crisis discourse of the 1970s, when 
political ecology and political economy rarely overlapped. The converging crises argument is the 
highest stage of “Green Arithmetic”: political economy plus Nature equals converging crises.
(From 'Moore Jason W. Moore-Caitalism in the Web of Life_ Ecology and the Accumulation of 
Capital-Verso (2015)', page 14)

 The need to read and study and converse extends outward from the limited project of 2

economy. We need to be more deeply aware of the political and for example Ellen Wood’s 
Property and Freedom, and Wendy Brown’s End of the Demos. In psychology we can start with 
Eric Fromm’s Escap e from freedom, but we need a deeper story. The writings of James Hillman 
are helpful. David Graeber’s approach from Anthropology is also helpful.

There is still a tendency to deal with biology and complexity as if it were comprehensive. Fritjof 
Capra’s The Systems View of life   2016 is representative of this bias.
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We have discovered our interdependence with nature, but don’t have a view of 
what to do with it. GardenWorld replaces that vacuum with a promise. Whether the 
world  falls  apart,  or  hangs  together,  GardenWorld  would  be  helpful.  It  is,  as  the 
futurists  say,  robust  across  scenarios.  We  need  an  image  of  what  we  are  trying  to 
accomplish and how we want to live. There is so much green talk, but we lack a vision 
of how it coheres around the way we might live our lives. An uncomfortable result now 
is that we are both anxious to hold onto old ways and anxious to move to new ones. 
Should we give up on economic well being for the environment? No way most have 
been saying. Should we ignore the ecological impact of a full speed economy?  Not 
wise, most would say. So we are stuck between these two plausible attitudes.

Much of the life as we have known it is over. The apocalypse is not coming. It is 
here. We are in it. Living it.  As the weeks go by it seems increasingly more essential to 
understand, develop and broadcast what  I’ve called it GardenWorld. We need a view of 
greening our world and loving our children that is aesthetic, providential, flexible, and 
doable. We need an image of where we could evolve to, starting in the very near future, 
that is positive. 

We need to like each other which means we have an obligation to be likable. 
Adam and Eve were beautiful in the Garden of Eden,  and we have to learn how to find 
the garden of the future also beautiful and to find ourselves beautiful in it. We need to 
learn how to make each other feel secure in the world that, for a while a least, will be 
full of anxiety.

GardenWorld is essentially a return to the core of human life, production and 
reproduction,  companionship,  culture,  and  food.  Early  human  communities  grew 
people and used the environment to do it. Its meant knowledge of plants and animals 
and of each other. The use of the land was to nurture communities that blended the 
human and the organic in a fully engaging culture. Art and meaning were central to the 
project  of  growing  humanity.  Human  activity  was  simultaneously  pragmatic  and 
aestheticized.  Utility was always embedded in stories,  myths and design.   We have 
reduced too much of the land to a commodity owned by corporations for the purpose of 
growing more commodities. 
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The present emerges from the past over many generations. In one important aspect the past 
contains a clue to our present and future possibilities. The word for capital come from the greek 
cap, meaning head, as in baseball cap, capital of a country or the top of a column. For the 
romans it meant also a new head of cattle (chattle, cattle and capital all related words).  Cattle 
was the main measure of wealth in the Roman Empire, as it had been for the Greeks. A new 
head of cattle, one plus one equals three, is hence about growth, and the question has been, 
who owns that cap, who gets to decide its fate and its use? The rules around cattle reproduction 
moved with commerce n cattle to commerce in things as the Italian city states emerged with 
more affluence an complex tastes in decorative things. 

Hence what we mean by economy has its roots in the most profound aspect of the universe, the 
production and reproduction of life in all its organic messiness. Sex and growth and economy 
are thus deeply connected. I conclude that treating the economy as about managing growth in 
its organic connection to biology and evolution and the environment is the basis for 
GardenWorld and its politics. GardenWorld is about generativity, and how to manage it so that 
the next generation is, as it often has been, a blessing and not a problem.

GardenWorld is about sex and children and parents and food and flowers and  art and culture 
and reflective adults who appreciate having lived.

We have unfortunately built up  habits and expectations that are going to be hard 
to give up. But as you know from experience private spaces for quit  with books or 
friends and family are harder to find as th space of relationships is replaced by the 
internet of all things and we experience ourselves as points in the grid rather than as a 
person. To get the attention of another, which used to mean just being ourself, we now 
have to break trough their concentration of the flow of information they are a part of.

 The  idea  that  relationships  with  people  and  the  land  would  replace  these 
technologies seems a bit  far-fetched though we are ambivalently attracted to such a 
future. In too many ways we have learned to dislike each other and to live with it. As a 
result we are not good at growing food nor each other.

Things  we  thought  we  like,  all  the  technology,  the  availability  of  data,  the 
numeracy  in  the  accounting  of  things,  efficiency,  and  industrially  supplied  and 
corporate manipulated markets are beginning to wear down and we do not know how 
to replace them with things that are more deeply spiritual and organic, and lets face it, 
humanly successful in terms of lives we are happy to be living.
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The very idea of organic frightens many people.  And spirituality for many is 
Halloween and nightmares, the mumbo-jumbo of the ju ju man whose wife is selling 
unwholesome  looking  hot  food  over  a  kerosene  stove  down  the  street  in  some 
unpronounceable city.

I am not prepared for the world I think is coming. I am too soft. Too old. Maybe 
too sentimental. Maybe too indoctrinated by technical perspectives to be truly warm 
hearted. But we will all need to extend our basic skills of material reuse and basic habits 
of compassion and companionship – and broad eclectic study of the world.

Quality  of  life  choices  are  easier  in  the  GardenWorld context  because  such a 
context tells us about what we are trying to achieve. If people are facing a deteriorating 
social and physical environment the choices they make will not be the ones that align 
personal  well  being  with  the  environment.  In  moving  toward GardenWorld,  where 
alignment of the human and nature is the intent, a convergence of desires and actions is 
more likely. Simply being in a more natural environment, a city garden, a suburban 
back yard, often reminds us of who we are and how to live a little better.

Living in a poor neighborhood of rundown houses  does not encourage us to fix up our own. Not 
because it looks bad, but because the landlord will raise the rent.

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. Good people and an attractive setting. Most people, 
across class lines and national boundaries, would like to live in a blend of nature and 
civilization. Why do we not use our resources and technology – our wealth – to go 
there?

Most people would like to live in a blend of
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nature and civilization. Why do we not use
our resources and technology– our wealth

to go there?

GardenWorld is a turn away from the rationality of production with its irrational 
conclusion  that  more  stuff  means  more  happiness.  Clearly  “happiness”  is  a  deeper 
problem to which “more” is a pathetic and destructive answer. This book is based on 
the core idea that we have lost  a public vision of the future and our education has 
stunted individual imagination for the better life. Democracy and technology no longer 
seem to mobilize  hope,  but  apprehension.  And yet  a  direction already exists  in  the 
minds  of  most  people,  and they  would  vote  for  it,  if  were  offered  by  the  political 
leaders. And it will not be, at least in the early phases. Politicians vote for what is. The 
hope is that people will do some inventing and creating themselves. With the Internet 
creating the possibility of discussing everything, including why, and how to live, the 
hope is not impotent. 

GardenWorld is  that  vision,  a  world where advanced technology and natural 
growth are blended through design (including architecture,  city planning, landscape 
planning, food, recreation and institutions, and more) in a robust economy of local and 
regional experimentation in restoration, development and local business initiatives, all 
under the guidance of GardenWorld as an intent, blending aesthetics and pragmatics. 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 potentially a very large number of local jobs that are 
much harder to export. Democracy would expand and complexify locally, moving from 
mere voting to conversational networks across generations and class lines.

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.
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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, capital, human lives and politics. 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 and meaningful discord. 
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.

GardenWorld  is  not  a  plan  for  what  you  should  do.  It  is  an  invitation  to 
creatively participate as you help invent, 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. If this isn’t the world you want, what do 
you want? As Socrates asked, “What is a fit life for a human being?" 

But readers might be surprised that i think Technology must be a major part of 
the future. The problem will be the mix technology with sensitivity to the needs of a 
cultural and spiritual humanity. The people who tend to develop the technology tended 
to see him in mechanistic and digital terms. To get the cut the logical future will require 
a  lot  of  serious  The  people  who  tend  to  develop  the  technology  tend  to  think  in  
mechanistic digital terms. Achieving the technological future will require a lot of serious 
thinking.

I have been deeply influenced by Erich Fromm’s books, especially Escape From 
Freedom     and The Sane Society,  and GardenWorld is an answer to the question I have 
mulled over for a few decades:, “If we don’t escape freedom, but stick with it, what 
then?” Fromm talked about the ways our fears shut down our social imagination, but 
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he  did  not  explore  what  kind  of  realizable  society  might  support  freedom.  3

GardenWorld is my project to explore the realizable possibilities, given our moment in 
history.

Many new books and articles point in the direction of GardenWorld. If I make 
any claim it is to showing the common source of the problems of both the Democratic 
and Republican leaderships to fail  to respond to real needs yet,  the existence in the 
minds of most people of a common agenda around the desirable qualities of living, and 
the need for a vision of GardenWorld to bring that agenda to life. I am also profoundly 
influenced  by  the  work  of  Fredric  Olmstead.  He  created  the  design  plans  for  the 
Stanford campus, Berkeley, the entrances to Yosemite and Niagara Falls,  the Fens in 
Boston,  and  most  famously,  Central  Park  in  Manhattan.  The  design  was  always  to 
purify the pollutions from the city using natural processes,  and in the same design, to 
create attractive spaces for people.

The  context  of  current  events  in  which  I  write  and  probably  you  reading  is 
dynamic. Our leaders have a too narrow focus on extremely complex events. We have 
been drawn into a financialized and militarized frame of mind, rather than facing our 
real  problems,  which  would  support  dealing  with  the  climate,  environment, 
strengthening the people through education and health, and thinking about the quality 
of life and its distribution. Better security would follow.

I am proposing three groups of ideas.

 Given the time, late 1930’s the alternative answer was socialism. That didn’t work. complex 3

reasons. We need to work harder at exploring the details of GardenWorld. technology, what kind 
of democracy, use of the land, what kind of aincial system? Many very interesting 
questions.Fromm did discuss socialism. Socialism in that period meant mostly worker owned 
industrial society. Socialism didn’t work, in that form, because it relied on bureaucracy and 
equated status with hierarchy. It was not smart about management and about innovation. 
Communication and coordination which were necessary also led to the rise of the computer 
generations and so self destroyed “socialist” hierarchy. The idea of socialism also implies one 
coherent set of institutions in society. But experience shows that mixed ownership and 
conflicting institutions:, state, business, civic, church, private property, give rise to dynamics 
that enhance freedom and prevent one group from running the whole show. Much to discuss 
here. Fromm’s interest in the fully human stands as a major contribution. I was a student at his 
Psychoanalytic Institute in Mexico City in the late ’60’s
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1. There exists an agenda that 80% of the population would vote for if it were 
offered.

2. GardenWorld is an integrating vision that already exists in the minds of many. 
 It would include the 80% agenda  and go beyond it.

3. Build a resonance in the public mind with 1 and 2 and a campaign to get us 
there.

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, the significance 
of culture, and the aims of life,  are due for repair.

The 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 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.

There is some ambiguity about which view is correct. probably both, but the first 
seems increasingly salient, conscious and requiring a coherent response.

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. This is not good 
for  business,  science,  technology,  wealth  creation,  human  development  nor  the 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !15 255

environment. It is not 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.”

The book has six core ideas

1. The promise of a better life after WW2 has not been realized. The slavery of the 
field turned into the slavery of the Factory and then into the slavery of the cubicle. 
Progress for all turned into privilege for ever fewer in a great game of musical chairs. 
Chapter 1 and 2. The image of the future and the promise of progress have languished, 
under  the  pressures  to  adapt  to  “modernism”,  through  a  failure  of  imagination, 
leadership, and resources.

2. Both major political parties are stuck. Chapters 2

3. Political attitudes are a way of saying “no” to the whole system when “no” is 
not something people can vote for. Chapter 2.

4. There exists a political agenda that 80% would agree to. Not an agenda of mere 
platitudes, but deep, dealing with real issues. (See chapter 1,5,6,7). It requires mixing a 
new business  climate  with  environmental  rigor,  and using  health  and education  as 
enablers. At the simplest, simply turning downward the rising curves of inequality and 
environmental degradation would be sufficient for a vast increase in hope. Chapter 8.

5. An analysis of why we are in this jam. The merry-go-round economy, working 
for those who are in it, but marginalizes those who are not but having to compete  in 
the brutal life denying game of musical chairs, Chapter 2.

6. A vision is necessary to make the 80% solution come alive and be evocative. 
GardenWorld,  a  blend  of  the  organic  and  the  technological,  entrepreneurship,  and 
serious environmentalism, oriented for human development, is that image. Chapters 3 
and 4
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And there are some more philosophical, historical and psychological discussions 
in chapter 7, 8, and 9. And some specific discussion of economics and technology in 
chapters 6 and 8. Chapter 7 is a riff on human nature which is really what it is all about 
nurturing.

The context as I write, most observers agree, is  that:

The economy is  making the  rich richer  and the  poor  poorer  in  almost  every 
country (including the Middle East, creating the conditions for chaos there) and that the 
legal  structures  of  corporations  are  a  major  factor.  Everyone  now  knows  this  and 
frustration with the politics is increasing. The plausibility of global climate change is 
also  now  conventional  wisdom.  But  the  actionable  conclusions  have  not  been 
architected by the politicians. There is no easy win win, solid and difficult choices will 
be made.  The idea and practice of democracy have been corrupted and nothing yet 
replaces them. The Internet is in trouble. Security in a crowded world is better achieved 
by  diplomacy  and  pinpoint  police  professionalism  than  by  militarism,  but  the 
militarists, driven by those who want to protect the current bad distribution of assets, 
are in the ascendency. All these problems affect the local quality of life.

The long term divides more or less among three major scenarios .

1.  Technocratic  centralist  control  of  the world economy as a single integrated 
machine,  a  police  world  with  strong  media  control.  This  is  a  new  feudalism  with 
corporations and a weakened system of national state. A population scared by climate 
and migrations, will be attracted to this, maybe even demand it.

2.   A  shift  toward  more  participation  and  democratic  unfolding  and  the 
supporting human development in health and education, toward GardenWorld. This is 
regional  networked market  democracy.  This  scenario fits  our philosophical  tradition 
and does not have to invented but renewed.

3.  And, of course, one must add, the possibilities of collapse where human needs 
overwhelm the social system.[i]. Rwanda, Syria, Ukraine, and too many american cities 
are already there.
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The book proposes  that  GardenWorld,  the  second scenario,  is  the  viable  and 
more attractive possibility. To get there, as I’ll describe in Chapter 3, might require some 
more aggressive changes,  such as rethinking corporate charters,  the way interest  on 
capital works, the way Congress works, land use, and international cooperation. Great 
progress  can  be  made  simply  by  shifting  the  rules  enough  so  that  increasing 
concentration of wealth and income stops and measurable and visible decreases are 
sustained.  Rethinking  bureaucracy,  as  Gore  rather  successfully  attempted  with  the 
National Performance Review, and a better distribution of resources from the Federal to 
the local level are probably also necessary.

“Sustainability” has emerged as a consensus word to describe where we going, 
but “sustainability” for a farmer or soap manufacturer is different than sustainability for 
a bank or a brokerage house. This second group, the financial houses and extended 
broker relations, depend on expansion of economic activity beyond population growth 
and force all of us to align with that financial agenda.

 Financial services, which ought to be the oil that makes investment function, is 
about 15% of all US economic activity, and pulls out  about 40% of the profit. This is 
intolerable. GardenWorld helps give meaning to sustainability, making clearer what can 
be sustained and what cannot. Choices have to be made. One of the first and most oft-
cited definitions of  sustainability is  the one created by the Brundtland Commission, 
sustainability  “meets  the  needs  of  the  present  without  compromising  the  ability  of 
future generations to meet their own needs.” A good starting point,  but need is too 
often limited to economic need, such as “basket of goods”, and not the requirements of 
quality of life based on a better human understanding.

Aristotle wrote a little book, Coming to Be and Passing Away, in which he argues 
that we can have growth without development, and development without growth. (fn) 
Pondering this may be the key to the 21st century. When I read it I felt intense relief. It 
gives license to think beyond the usual growth or climate trade off we are mostly stuck 
in.  Development without growth? The rearrangement of what we have, not extracting 
from earth or each other. Development without growth provides us with an opening to 
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a more interesting, humane, intelligent, intuitive future we can start on now in this first 
decades of the 21st century, as we replace more with better. What really is quality of life 
for humans and the planet, and what have we sacrificed that was precious for growth 
and the rat race?

We can have growth
without development,

and development
without growth.

There  may be  a  deep continuity  running from Napoleon,  Bismarck and then 
Lincoln, through WW1, WW2, and the Cold War to our present situation. Communism 
and Fascism (think Mussolini) were attempts to solve the problem of how to integrate 
capital, corporations, governance, status and power. Those attempts fortunately failed. 
They  both  tried  to  be  technocratic  and  control  oriented.  But  the  problems  of  the 
organization of the state and the corporation, elites and the people, capital and benefits, 
are unsolved, and current politics may be a replay of the 20th Century, showing we are 
stuck in an endless loop, “sustainable” in the worst sense. Market capitalism in the US 
and its partnership with government might be a third attempt to solve the problem of 
capital and technology, and it too might be failing through narrowing ownership and 
increasing militarization.

How  will  we  negotiate  the  difference  between  the  growth  forces  and  the 
development possibilities? I’m convinced that getting to a sustainable future is possible 
and attractive, but the story needs filling out, a lot of creativity, a lot of seriousness, and 
lot of tolerance. In particular, to protect and give hope and some measure of security but 
the many of us who are not developing time to thinking about it.  They didn't ask for 
this. GardenWorld is an attempt to provide an integrating vision for action that creates a 
vibrant and attractive economy without technocratic and bureaucratic over-control, and 
with concern for the environment and quality of life.

Simply think of what it would be like if our cities and towns were organized like 
most college campuses, with green space between buildings, where walking to work 
and small stores is possible, in the midst of green space that mediates between humans 
and nature, rich in species variety and providing local niche crops. Connections to the 
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global through a ubiquitous Internet would be even easier, and It is entirely within our 
means to do this local design and global connectedness for everyone. And we may be 
forced to.

Recent  work  in  hierarchies  and  meshes,  networks,  self-organization  and 
emergent  phenomena,  led  by  writers  like  Prigogine,,  Castells,   deLanda,  and Chris 
Alexander’s  ideas  about  liveliness  in  architecture,  provide  some  helpful  ideas  for 
thinking about the future. It is not a question of hierarchies or networks, but how to 
combine them. Not one issue at a time, but integrated interdependent multi-feedback 
loops and emergent effects should change the way we think about historical causality 
and  politics.  Ideas  do  help.  But  the  current  political  leadership  is  still  framed  by 
Democrats  and Republicans  who,  fighting,  like  Don Quixote  over  what  is  not  real, 
define a nearly imaginary landscape of issues, while the real world lies spread out in the 
face of their voters many of whom see through the fog what is happening, and have no 
adequate response available on the ballot.4

Let’s combine the quality of life vision of a GardenWorld with the practical task 
of wider participation in income, wealth, education, and health in a vital economy of 
entrepreneurship  and  technical  innovation  that  is  environmentally  and  humanely 
sensitive.

In such a world,  growing and making are in better balance, making our world a 
place where we are delighted to live.  In such a world the current focus on finance, 
technology,  health  and security  (all  the  big  systems)  are  balanced with  concern  for 
family,  children,  home,  community,  justice,  art,  education and the  environment  (the 
local systems). We are far from such a balance now.

The book has been hard to write because it is a mix of obvious ideas (though the 
consensus has been won only slowly in recent years) with some ideas that are newer 
and more controversial. Hence many readers feel insulted by the simplicity and others 
scared off by the challenge to accepted opinion. Read it in the spirit of my trying to tell 

see Manuel Castells very helpful book, Aftermath, where the conflict between corporate 4

networking and citizen networking is increasing and explanatory of much of the unfolding of 
current events
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the  whole  story,  which  requires  both  modes,  in  different  proportions,  for  different 
readers. Everyone feels an obligation to work out the story of where we are, how we got 
here, and what we should do now. This does require a combination of the obvious with 
things that are not obvious, hard thought and study. To help, I’ve tried to write each 
chapter  with the core ideas toward the beginning,  and more reflective and detailed 
thinking toward the end.

Almost every argument made here or assumed has been made elsewhere, often 
passionately and with a lifetime of discipline. David Handlin’ s book on the American 
Home  describes  how  in  each  generation  since  the  Constitution  major  community 
reforms were crushed by technological forces. Christopher Lasch in his book The True 
and Only Heaven, shows that each generation, since the Founding Fathers, had leading 
critics who saw through to our problems and got it right, but it made no difference. I 
think of the work of Walter Anderson on the need for society To Govern Evolution. I think 
of the work being done to create better diplomacy by people such as Richard Falk. Will 
this good work have a cumulative effect? In health, education, and art there are also 
efforts toward brilliant reform. But these efforts are barely visible, especially if you start 
looking  from scratch  without  guidance.  Why?  The  great  trend is  towards  technical 
“rationalization”, which means power coordinates itself into one machine, a machine 
owned by very few. I learned a great deal about this from Phillip Mirowski and his great 
book Machine Dreams: how economics became a cyborg science. From Philip Hart’s Money in 
an Unequal World I learned that markets are not the same as capitalism and that we have 
been misled to think that our problem is free markets when it really is the functioning of 
our current corporate and financial (rather than agricultural or industrial) capitalism, 
which is really a mechanism of controlled exchange, not free exchange.

I am struck by how little people can imagine about the future. Our fading images 
are still the Buck Rogers – Star Trek, or the 1937 New York World’s Fair vision of bullet 
trains and personal helicopters in “modern” cities – no dogs, squirrels, children or old 
people. Can we bring into greater clarity what already exists within most of us about a 
sense of a decent and creative life? GardenWorld is my sense of that image and hope. I 
think we each already carry a personal, but not public, image of GardenWorld in our 
hopes for the future.
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We need a vision of were we are going. That vision, seems to many of us, must be 
built  around  a  task  of  reintegrating  humans  with  the  natural  environment. 
GardenWorld is a fleshing out and  a greening out of that vision.

Above all, through lack of vision, the way we have allowed the economy to be 
managed has severely failed to achieve the promise that seemed ready to manifest itself 
after WWII. Simply being aligned with the economy, as owner, manager, employee or 
consumer, has absorbed the energy of most people, and many of them are not happy 
with the results. Instead of shared wealth we have bifurcated society, domestically and 
internationally, and, perhaps, reduced our vision of what a human being is, and what 
the universe is. The promise of leisure in 1945 was co opted by the managers into rising 
managerial,  professional  and  owner  incomes,  while  making  every  effort  to  cut  the 
wages of workers. Think what it would be like if wages and profit were on one side and 
costs on the other. Such simple accounting rules have huge effects.

I believe that most people have a deep image in their mind of good living, and I 
believe this image usually contains a natural setting, with green and sky – close or near 
at hand, clean air, flowing water, greenery, flowers, sun and shade. It usually takes the 
form of a house surrounded – and hence separate from other houses – by trees, grass, 
gardens and cultivation, then extends outward to green or interestingly shaped hills or 
sky,  streams,  rivers  and lakes,  oceans or  mountains.  The human community,  in this 
image,  feels  contained  and  protected  by  a  mostly  benevolent  natural  settings  with 
seasonal and diurnal rhythms. We also want one or more of the landscapes from the 
home to open towards easily accessible work, markets, arts, and meeting places.

We are also attracted to the complexities of civilization: the bustle of invention 
and  new  ideas,  high  art  and  good  conversation,  watching  strangers  and  products, 
rhythms and information. The two desires; for rural calm and downtown stimulation, 
are both powerful.  Is  there a 21st century place between the rural idiocy of a mind 
without companionship and the urban sprawl of a mind without safety?

history
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duplicate

But  GardenWorld  is  not  a  one-size-fits-all  planning  task  like  Le  Corbusier’s 
nineteen  twenties  plan  to  replace  much  of  Paris  with  a  new  garden  city.  For 
GardenWorld should be an evolution over time responsive to the existing buildings, the 
settings,  preservation,  and  the  emerging  possibilities  that  people  discover  as 
GardenWorld unfolds. We are looking for organic growth that integrates people and 
nature,  a  mixture  of  ease  and  innovation,  creativity  and  restful  appreciation.  Not 
narrowing of the range of activities, but supportive, from the  bustle of our ambitions to 
the sleep that knits up the raveled sleeve of care.

LONG HISTORY

GardenWorld, by allowing for continuity between the built and the natural gives 
much greater scope for design and living conditions than is typical of even the best 
standard “communities” or new towns being designed now. It is not to design isolated 
“lots”, but creatively interconnected pieces of terrain. Too many designed communities 
are  conspicuously  framed by new roads while  inside the  whole  development  looks 
slightly abstract, as though it is still on the drawing board. There is no reason why a 
cultivated environment cannot be kind to technology,  art,  animals and plants at  the 
same time, and therefore much kinder to us as well. The GardenWorld ideas have a long 
history in America from the “City on a hill”,  the image of good living and cultural 
leadership, of early puritans in Massachusetts, to the realization of a natural place in 
Central Park.

Leo Marx while professor of history at MIT, in his still  extraordinary gift,  the 
1965 book, The Machine in the Garden: technology and the pastoral ideal in America, helped 
lay out the psychological and cultural issues as reflected in American literature when it 
is read deeply. Through the great American writers, .” He called this the “middle place” 
showing how deep is the American desire for the GardenWorld, and how reality of 
economic  interests  and  perceived  benefits  kept  collapsing  us  towards  the  machine 
world. He shows that “in between” the urban and the wilderness, the garden is what 
the real reformers had in mind.
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William  Cronon’s  Changes  in  the  land:  Indians,  colonists  and  the  ecology  of  new 
England, showed that the New England landscape to be was founded on a cultivated 
forest where underbrush had been cleared by generations of the people already there, 
and hunting was easy (with skills). This gives us an image of a region-wide approach to 
the natural environment made hospitable to those who lived with it (though destroyed 
by those who, as the Chinese say, kan bu dong, “see not understand”, later discovered it 
without seeing it).

Captain  John  Smith  of  the  Jamestown  Colony,  earliest  of  settlers,  wrote  that 
Americans,  based  on  what  he  saw  of  their  character,  would  ruin  the  American 
landscape rather than love it and cultivate it as a continuous garden from New England 
through the eastern seaboard to the south. Smith is an American original, and much 
more interesting than we were taught in school. A good book is The American Dream of 
Captain John Smith, by Leo Lamay.[i]

“Showing the sensitivity of a landscape designer, Smith suggested a scheme for 
making much of America a preserve. They could carefully plan the landscape’s later 
appearance and meet the common complaint about America being all  woods into a 
celebration of its  possibilities as a great,  natural  garden. Occasional stands of virgin 
forest could serve as windbreaks, as borders of property, as ornaments for the tops of 
hills,  as a natural preserve for the way nature was before the white man came, and 
simply  as  decorations  for  the  terrain:  “you  may  shape  your  Orchards,  Vineyards, 
Pastures,  Gardens,  Walkes,  Parkes,  and Corne fields out  of  the whole  peece as  you 
please into such plots, one two three, foure, or six, or so many rowes of well growne 
trees as you will, ready growne to your hands, to defend them from ill weather, which 
in a champion [open land] you could not in so many ages” By the time of  his  last 
publication, Advertisements (1631), Smith realized with abhorrence that the colonists 
were despoiling the wilderness and that the result would be like the worst sections of 
England, but he had hoped in The General Historie (1624) to preserve at least part of the 
original  state of  North America’s  East  Coast:  “her treasures having yet  never beene 
opened, nor her originals wasted, consumed, nor abused” (2:411). Like all good social 
thinkers, for Smith social arrangement and an ethical view go together.”
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“Though riches now, be the chiefest greatnes of the great: when great and little 
are born, and dye, there is no difference: Vertue onely makes men more then men; Vice, 
worse then brutes. And those [virtue and vice] are distinguished by deedes, not words; 
though both be good, deedes are best” pg 187.

Rockwell Kent, one of our more interesting painters and illustrators, in his This is 
my Own wrote about the horror of landscape abuse and political connivance as seen in 
New England in the 1930’s.

A very interesting book, not well known, is David Handlin’s The American Home: 
Architecture And Society, showing how generation after generation movements arose to 
make better sense of village and town life in America, only to be torn apart by wave 
after wave of new technology. For example, the village green movement whose village 
greens were taken for the site of the new railroad stations. [ii]

The Craftsmen Movement[iii], from the 1880’s to 1914 proposed small cottages, 
“A democratic  architecture  for  a  democratic  America.”  These  were  attractive  spaces 
made by a cost saving through a reasonably scaled machine tooling, creating highly 
customizable homes filled with artisan made crafts with color, wood furniture, and local 
pottery and textiles, silver and glass. The Craftsmen Movement was cut short by the 
First World War and the rush to money in the war’s aftermath. The same kind of war-
mindedness and economic urgency prevents us from such creative thinking now.

Along  with  seeking  out  attractiveness  in  the  environment  there  is  seeking 
advantage.  The  city  on  a  hill  was  for  defense.  The  city  on  the  river  was  for 
transportation and the city at the sea was for ports for larger scale commerce and war. 
Factories were located where waste could be dumped, agriculture where land was good 
and easy to cultivate which meant access to water and relatively flat, which competed 
with housing which sought out the same sites for easy but unimaginative buildings.

The result is that we live in a built landscape conflicted between the utilitarian 
and  the  attractive.  As  larger  corporations  have  come  to  dominate  the  cityscape  a 
utilitarian abstractness has become more dominant. GardenWorld is an image that seeks 
a new and friendlier blend between the utilitarian and the attractive, the urban and the 
rural,  in  a  full  spectrum,  but  more  integrated  than  current  design,  which  tends  to 
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fragmentation. If the worst were made more attractive through the addition of simple 
landscaping,  the  addition  of  a  trellis,  trees..,  and  the  most  attractive  made  more 
utilitarian,  adding  vegetable  plots  and  paying  attention  to  the  weather  moderating 
effects of local planting, and hence reducing energy consumption, we would already be 
better off.

Climate change, natural and industry induced, has social implications in the way 
the environment supports where people live, how they are to eat,  their morale,  and 
culture.  Climate change will  produce migrations and threaten existing relationships. 
Rethinking land use is in our future and we should see it as an opportunity. I suspect 
that land use is one of the key issues for the future, driven by new population, climate 
change, and much higher energy prices with the trend toward local energy production – 
which requires land for solar or bio fuels. The Democratic and Republican leadership 
never mention this issue. Even “housing” goes unmentioned. The threat is so high and 
the fallout likely to be so extreme, but the living conditions for the lower half of the 
population are increasingly expensive, and there will be consequences. The hope in the 
“climate change” debate is that technical and regulatory solutions will emerge – and we 
will not have to do anything. But the reality is that increased population, energy costs, 
and climate change, will force the need for action. We need solutions.

DIFFICULT TIMES

And we are writing in difficult times. Each day it seems we are closer to Middle 
East chaos, destructive economic ripple effects, migration woes, and a profound failure 
of governance and the emergence of corporate feudalism. Lovelock says that the global 
warming is enough out of control and our knowledge is partial that we must anticipate 
the strong possibility that the tropical regions become uninhabitable because so dry.

I would like to see this as an opportunity to better our lives. The 80% solution 
enlivened  by  GardenWorld  should  move  us  in  this  direction.  The  eighty  percent 
solution  includes  the  kinds  of  tuning  the  system  that  would  reverse  the  curves  of 
income concentration,  wealth  concentration,  corporate  size,  environmental  pollution 
and decline of education, and a health crisis. We also need a new energy policy and a 
much  friendlier  foreign  policy.  All  these  are  tied  together.  Imagine  if  Arnold 
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Schwarzenegger  and  hen  Jerry  Brown  proposed  a  human  development  agenda  for 
California  that  looked at  education and health as  enablers  for  future success  in  the 
context of seeing the obvious connection between health, schools, jobs and prisons as a 
single system. I am convinced that 80% of the voters would vote for this solution if it 
were offered to them. This framework is much more realistic than of trying to educate 
high school students to the older technologies of Silicon Valley.

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK: SCENARIOS  AND THE NEED FOR A VISION

“A worldwide business culture that knows how to create wealth but not how to 
distribute it.”

“without a vision the people will perish”[v]

To support the changes I’ve been proposing, we need a believable and achievable 
vision divergent from the present momentum to which most people are still trying, out 
of necessity more than conviction, to stay aligned. It is hard to make changes, especially 
difficult ones, unless there is a fairly wide spread acknowledged vision of where we 
want to go. I think such a vision exists and much of it is already widespread. A solid 
alternative, vital, alive, aesthetic, humane, respecting the need for beliefs and meaning, 
with a desire for the quality of real lives, is necessary. With such a vision we could bend 
the  current  world  trend  towards  a  better  future,  and  if  we  can’t  create  such  an 
alternative,  the  current  trend,  unsustainable,  probably  breaks  into  a  much  rougher 
world, or, if it coheres, will be in a tighter more controlled world.

To create a vision that includes at least the elements in that list I keep working 
the elements, and playing with alternative scenarios. Here are a few  frames that have 
provided some insights, and I find audiences of many kinds like them. Follow along 
with me

Let’s start with a pair of the largest unknowns about the future:

▪  Will we solve the major problems? Environment, population, war, 
education, families, quality of life?
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▪  Will we do this with large globalizing institutions, or with smaller, 
regional and local ones?

 

This generates four different outcomes, if we move toward the paired extremes. 
The scenarios can be summarized in a diagram:

 First, in the upper right, is that we will solve the problems (or at least keep them 
managed) with large organizations. This is a kind of official future describing the way 
Europe,  the  United  States  and  parts  of  Asia  seem  to  be  moving.  This  is  market 
globalization or technocratic centralism.

Second, that we will solve the problems, but with smaller, local and regionally 
focused efforts. We can call this the Jeffersonian Democracy scenario.
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Trying large systems and failing, as Germany, Russia, England (more gracefully), 
and now the US is dangerously close to, if we follow Jarred Diamond and Chalmers 
Johnson, tends toward fascism, the militarized failed large state.

Trying  with  small  local  and  regional  effort  and  failing,  which  means  scarce 
resources,  leads  to  local  mafias  that  try  to  make  deals  of  security  in  exchange  for 
participation and acknowledgment of new tough local power.

Failure on the right side leads toward the left side. This suggests the importance 
of staying on the right side.

The major result from these is to notice that the managers and owners that are 
propelling us toward the Official Future also prefer the Jeffersonian for their personal 
lives. They want semi-rural homes, even if just for weekends and vacations, and they 
would like their children to live in a detached house surrounded by trees, and even 
“acreage”, with a school they can walk to and a dog that can roam with them. This 
suggests that polarizing between the Technocratic Future and more regional and local 
development of Jeffersonian Democracy is not smart. We need a policy of blending the 
two with mixed strategies, social policies that support some degree of globalization, but 
with renewed focus on local and regional development. This would pull most people 
together and prevent the conflict that would also push us toward the left side of fascist 
or mafia “arrangements”, where the result will be to increase policing and isolation, and 
to shift the emotional climate toward these negative outcomes.

The way to achieve this complex mixed strategy is to realize that regional and 
local  development  requires  a  more  equitable  distribution  of  resources,  and  the 
education at local levels to make sense with those resources. This approach, blending 
globalization and local developments, in order to bend rather than break, requires that 
we all learn to deal with complexity and compassion – capacities we are not good at.

For political dialog, with its need for simplification, contrast with other views, 
and attractiveness to the ear and mind and memory,  this  alternative needs a name. 
Major  political  symbols  are  evocative  of  deep  meanings.  Democracy,  Socialism, 
Freedom, Rule of Law, Nation, Community all  have complex resonances, sometimes 
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positive  and  sometimes  negative.  Evocative  symbols  are  necessary  for  the  dialog. 
Another range is in the words death, marriage, child, food, money, home, art.

GardenWorld, as word and its images, is what I favor for this complex strategy 
blending problem solving with the large and the small. It cuts to the core. It has high 
contrast with alternatives – the dead and concrete and steel and dirt trashed misuse of 
land. . The Japanese countryside gives us a hint at what a well treated environment can 
look like. The Hanging Gardens of Babylon could even help integrate our friends in the 
Middle East, helping to revive this great tradition. Fredrick Law Olmstead in creating 
Central  Park  in  Manhattan  set  an  american  model  for  city-rural  integration  that  is 
design based and organic. The environment, through agriculture, is probably the key 
infrastructure for our population, much more important than energy. A GardenWorld is 
attractive, healthy believable and possible. It uses the technical, but in the service of the 
humane and organic. It offers quality of life for rich and poor.

GardenWorld  is  the  real  contrast  to  the  Buck  Rogers  sci-fi  techno-dominant 
world that is our current official direction.[vii] GardenWorld allows the humanists, the 
religious, and the scientific to have a shared goal of a realizable better world. Without 
such a goal, we will see increased terrorism, where each new freedom fighter embraces 
a  last  and  self  annihilating  action  in  a  social  field  of  utter  despair.  A person  only 
becomes a suicide bomber when they feel that to not be also destroys them and their 
loved ones. One should re-red Camus’s The Rebel, where he argues that saying “no” is 
always simultaneously a way of saying “yes” to trampled on values.

We are dealing with meanings, which the progressive professional technocratic 
class forgot to cultivate beyond a scientism that was serving masters they didn’t care to 
recognize they worked for. There are great traditions of science, art, governance, and 
yes religious thought, and only by integrating them in a new and tolerant way can we 
avoid factionalism and what the founding fathers feared, “Interests.” We are no longer 
viewing two potential futures, but comparing where we are now, the over-commodified 
and  “unnatural”  world,  to  a  potential  called  GardenWorld.  The  GardenWorld 
alternative is worth a new look, with deeper appreciation for its necessity and benefits. 
People are ready,  with the ugliness already around us,  to move toward a realizable 
alternative, rather than just vaguely anticipated “progress”. The wider understanding of 
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income divergence and environmental stress has decidedly increased people’s desire for 
new leadership for a new vision.

We  need  to  bend  toward  GardenWorld  rather  than  follow  the  current  path 
aligning ourselves along the axis of finance, or the systems on which we all depend, 
economics, corporations, governments, health, and education. If we don’t redesign the 
path we will break. We need to give the religiously inclined a way to participate in a 
better future rather than using their own religious beliefs as a way, out of deeply felt 
frustration, of saying “no”. We need to provide the technically and scientifically inclined 
a real possibility that their creativity will build a better world. Besides, GardenWorld is 
a beautiful vision, and worth all our talent to work for.

“Working” is also becoming increasingly abstract, driven by the informational 
aspects of work and the drive for profit and cost cutting. Even the road crew, agriculture 
workers,  truck drivers,  and all  “operators” are increasingly network tied in isolated 
work spaces, and increasingly live within computer driven time demands. We needed a 
more attractive image and experience of work in society, both to meet our needs, and to 
create meaning. That is, we need to know more about what we are doing. A simple 
example: garbage trucks in many places used to have a crew of three, a driver and two 
loaders. They often switched roles. You could see them singing, telling jokes, measuring 
their  styles of  handling big cans against  each other in a spirit  of  play.  The jobs got 
redesigned. Now the trucks have one driver who picks up the cans with a machine 
forklift.  The driver  is  alone in the cab for  hours and without exercise.  Was this  job 
change designed by a reasonably thinking person? Or slave to the logic of efficiency? 
Progress?

Dreams, waking and sleeping, can help clarify the issues. A few years ago I was 
working  with  the  local  Smart  Growth  Coalition,  and  we  were  talking  about  how 
farmers took one of the local valleys and cut it up, across the stream and then each 
developed a personal  style for  their  own land.  The valley,  instead of  looking like a 
natural or flowing landscape, looked like a collage of pictures of very different farm 
images. The result was the “valley” could hardly be seen.
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That night I had a dream that at the Louvre there was a discussion among the 
Board of Directors about increasing maintenance costs and the threat to the budget. One 
of  the  members  suggested auctioning off  the  Mona Lisa  to  raise  funds.  One of  the 
lawyers on the board suggested that it be cut up in pieces and each sold separately so 
more money could be raised (farmland divided is worth more than farmland in tact). 
This was done, and each successful buyer ran off with their piece to hire an artist to 
“improve” their piece so it would be the most famous of the fragments.

The point is that our surround is not just us and our private living space, an 
office, some frequented stores each an isolated Lego block of personal property, but we 
live in a culture that is a whole, which is a manmade fabric, and currently deteriorating. 
We have been a part of a whole, we remain inescapably embedded in a whole cultural 
and econo-social context and we will be. Seeing this continuity across past present and 
future  is  the  first  step  toward being  able  to  reinvent  and take  responsibility  for  it, 
choosing our discontinuities rather than being victims of them.

The coming of the Internet and the virtualization of relationships and locations 
lets  us  gain  new  perspective  on  the  human  creation  side  of  our  current  lived 
environment, and the possibility of rethinking it as easily as we rethink the Internet 
environment. 

One’s whole life is hard to envisage fully, since it takes having lived one to get 
the full idea, but our society is designed around money which means around business 
which means around laws and institutions favorable to business. This biases against the 
child, the mother, the artist, the old person.

ERIC EICSON AND THE HUMAN LIFE CYCLE: 

ANOTHER STRATEGIC FRAME

Erik Erikson a psychoanalyst and artist took a deep look at human development 
as he tried to put together his psychoanalytic experience with children and his travels in 
different cultures. I find his work helps understand the way the social world and the 
natural  world  can  support  the  development  of  individual  human  lives.  Erikson’s 
perspective on the human life cycle can be very helpful in mapping human nature into 
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institutions  –  and  GardenWorld.  Erikson,  uniquely  interested  in  children,  was  well 
aware that children are the core of the next generation. The path from childhood to 
maturity  is  thus  a  structure  in  time  integrated  with  society  and  with  surrounding 
generations.

It is becoming common to talk about “cradle to cradle” (that is, the end of one life 
is the beginning of another) design principles for materials and buildings. We need to 
extend that  logic  to  social  design and the  cradle  to  cradle  life  cycle  perspective  on 
human  development  and  the  interweaving  of  generations.  Erikson  worked  out  a 
“schema”, a kind of road map, of what life is all about, how the biological interacts with 
the social to create the self. Most importantly, each stage is an achievement –or failure – 
to be integrated into the next biologically emergent capacity.

I am proposing that we use Erickson’s eight stages of life as a design template for 
GardenWorld. In his first work, Childhood and Society, he writes eloquently about the 
balance between the mind, the body and society. Any achievement, or failure to achieve, 
by a growing person involved all three at the same time. In that book he presented the 
model  of  what  he  called  the  human  life  cycle,  the  stages  of  life,  with  echoes  of 
Shakespeare, who wrote for Jacques (I quote at length because we need to be reminded 
that we have a culture.)

All the world’s a stage,
And all the men and women merely players;
They have their exits and their entrances,
And one man in his time plays many parts,
His acts being seven ages. At first, the infant,
Mewling and puking* in the nurse’s arms.
Then the whining schoolboy, with his satchel
And shining morning face, creeping like snail
Unwillingly to school. And then the lover,
Sighing like furnace, with a woeful ballad
Made to his mistress’ eyebrow. Then a soldier,
Full of strange oaths and bearded like the pard,
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Jealous in honour, sudden and quick in quarrel,
Seeking the bubble reputation
Even in the canon’s mouth. And then the justice,
In fair round belly with good capon* lined,
With eyes severe and beard of formal cut,
Full of wise saws and modern instances;
And so he plays his part. The sixth age shifts
Into the lean and slippered pantaloon
With spectacles on nose and pouch on side;
His youthful hose, well saved, a world too wide
For his shrunk shank, and his big manly voice,
Turning again toward childish treble, pipes
And whistles in his sound. Last scene of all,

 The stages of life provide a framework for thinking about how society works, 
and could work. We can use Erikson’s work as a design template for society –that is to 
see what social institutions are necessary and attractive at each stage in the human life. 
He saw that each stage could be characterized by an opportunity and the crisis and the 
resolution of the stage provided the platform for the next stage with its own unique 
qualities.

Writers like Ericson and Fromm are important in helping bridge between human 
nature, society and the planet. I will explore this further in chapter 7.

Here is his original model  shows that each stage is built on all the major and 
minor effects of the success or failures at previous stages. The stages build upwards as a 
life does and each stage is characterized by the emergence of a new biological capacity 
that creates opportunities for success or failure, and all the possibilities in between.

But we can add to the stages for the child the social conditions that are necessary 
to support each stage. There is a famous quote, “But who will teach the teachers?”. We 
see as that at every stage adults are necessary to help the developing child, and these 
adults themselves are in some part of their own life cycle.

That is, healthy development requires parents, schools, work, and society.
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* Our society needs to provide the conditions were ordinary human beings can, 
in their 20’s and 30’s be good parents,

* Our society needs to provide educated and humane teachers and the settings 
for education of their students.

* Our society needs to provide work which provides for dignity and creativity at 
work and the resources for intimacy outside it.

* Our society needs to provide an interesting milieu that allows each person to 
bring together the threads of their life into a meaningful and attractive pattern.

Society  is  a  complex  mosaic  of  interdependent  generations.  My  local  county 
government is arguing with needs for new jails and the fact that jails are filled with 
people 70% drug dependent and 20% mentally ill, but the county has not talked to the 
schools  about  a  joint  program  and  joint  metrics  to  cope  with  the  obvious 
independencies.

These life cycle and intergenerational dependencies are essential guidelines for 
GardenWorld. Taken together they can be used as a design template, or guidance, or 
reference point when looking at any policy in the GardenWorld context. If the policy 
does not work well in one or more phases the legislation or policy proposition should 
be redesigned,  or  at  least  more integrated into policies  or  implementations that  can 
balance the consequences. Not only do we need conditions that support the growing 
person at each stage but we need people who themselves are growing to be available at 
each stage. The picture is of the interdependencies of generations rather than of one just 
replacing another.

Children are really stressed in this society. Their choice of violence, drugs, and 
video games puts them in control in a world that is so afraid of them getting hurt, or 
causing hurt. Traffic, guns, and crowding have been lethal for childhood. Children used 
to be able to use the woods, fields, hills, and streams to come to know themselves in the 
context of nature. The lack of fit between children’s needs and the modern commercial 
environment is a serious design flaw.
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The intelligence of a community is largely the ensemble of skills and routines 
that are part of the life activity of the people in it. Our reservoir of skills is shifting. It is 
not clear how. Kids pay in the interface with buttons rather cooperating through family, 
school , sports or work. Adults are also button pushers rather than tinkerers. Old crafts, 
especially in building, are gone. Newer autos and computers do not support tinkering 
and home repair.

Using Erikson’s sages as a design template, and looking at the consequences for 
the older generation that  administers each stage,  we see a complex interweaving of 
generations with specific consequences age by age, that a good society should support. 
Put simply any social innovation should work across the life cycle, having a positive or 
at least not negate impact, at each phase. This should be one of the frameworks for 
analysis any social policy ought to undertake. In parallel with environmental impact 
statement we could have “Life cycle” or “generational impact” statements.

Hanna Arendt, looking at the process of history, was keenly aware that the next 
generation took some and not all, added and subtracted, and hence the future was not 
entirely predictable nor controllable, nor repeatable. She wrote, “The human world is 
constantly  invaded by strangers,  newcomers whose actions and reactions cannot  be 
foreseen by those who are already there and are going to leave in a short while’.[ix]

Mary Catherine Bateson has been developing, through a series of books, most 
recently in Full Circles, Overlapping Lives: Culture and Generation in Transition, the reality 
that we are in fact strangers to each other even in our own homes. The parents are from 
different backgrounds,  and the children are socialized to a different generation.  The 
result is, we need mindful attention to learning about each other and an environment 
that supports kindly civil interchange.

Socrates said, from the Delphic oracle, “Know thyself” and he was aware that to 
do so was hard, involving constant dialog, and he never explored the relationship with 
his wife, or with slaves which became tasks for later cultures, though Greek literature of 
the classical period had strong female and slave characters. GardenWorld helps provide 
the  context  where  meditation and daily  perceptions  of  each other  are  possible.  Self 
awareness  is  very  hard  without  the  support  of  nature,  with  growing  things,  living 
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species, the sun, the moon and the stars, and the seasons. We cannot learn about others 
if we do not see them in the various activities of their lives – or be known, if our own 
activities are not seen.

Plato said that a society could be known through its music. Alan Lomax went on 
to study music structure and social structure parallels in folk music. He showed that 
harmony related to balanced sex roles in society, melody to openness of thinking, and 
density of notes to density of population. We have the first known society were the 
dominant music is written by and made prominent by youth. We have no real adult 
music and this may be a danger sign. We have yielded much of society making through 
the  combination  of  music  and  marketing  to  youth  rather  than  to  wisdom.  This  is 
probably  a  result  of  market  forces  which  amplify  the  power  of  the  consuming 
individual and attenuate the power of a creative community. In the adult world of work 
and  private  home  and  the  mall,  young  people  invent  viable  communities  in  the 
interstices abandoned by the adults. GardenWorld will shift this balance because it puts 
intergenerational activity in the forefront. GardenWorld work, from actual agriculture 
and landscape care,  to  retrofitting buildings and restoration,  from the infrastructure 
projects  to  a  biotech  and  nanotech  experimentation,  and  puts  work  into  the 
participating community rather than taking people out. GardenWorld would allow for 
greater participation of young people, and encourage settings where youth and senior 
centers  along  the  way  with  incubators  for  startups  and  gardening  projects  would 
overlap through good design.

I’ll never forget when a friend of mine bought three houses in a fairly upscale 
development  in  Virginia  as  office  space  for  his  software  company.  In  the  morning 
hundreds of cars poured out toward the highway, like water going down a drain. His 
employees’ eight cars came the other way. All day there was no sighting of people. One 
afternoon I saw a child out on a bicycle. She came to an intersection, stopped in the 
middle, and looked around. Absolutely no sign of life.  The development was rather 
green, but there was no human presence. I imagine that in GardenWorld we will find it 
convenient  in  terms  of  cost,  transportation,  and safety,  to  make  schools  and senior 
centers co-located, along with some commerce, theaters, play spaces.
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Child  labor  is  usually  considered  the  sin  of  earlier  societies,  but  removing 
children from work means they cannot  see  adults  working.  School  was the  way to 
warehouse children those parents left home for work. The integrity of the family on the 
farm was broken. It may turn out that separating children from productive activity is 
not a good idea. GardenWorld gives us the possibility of giving meaningful work for 
part of the day to all children and youth, intermixed with adults.

The human life cycle is a great addition to the GardenWorld goal. GardenWorld 
is the place to grow people across the life cycle.

—————

notes (incomplete)

[i]  Lamay,  Leo The American Dream of  Cpt.  John Smith,  University  Press  of 
Virginia 1991.

[ii] There are many authors and books that have influenced me. Vincent Scully, 
Roger Kennedy, Lewis Mumford, Rybzynski, to name a few in the rapidly expanding 
field.

[iii] http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Craftsman

[iv] Dyson, Freeman The Sun, The Genome and the Internet Oxford 2007

[v] In the words of Solomon in Proverbs 29 v 18

[vi] This method of doing scenarios has a complex history. See for example Peter 
Schwartz, The Art of the Long View

[vii] That world leads to the Collapse of Complex Societies, Joseph Taintor, or 
Collapse, Jarrad Diamond. All hope for science, technology and civilization would be 
lost in a sea of blood and resistance.

[viii]  An  online  summary  is  at  http://www.learningplaceonline.com/stages/
organize/Erikson.htm

[ix] Hanna Arendt Between Past and Future, (1993, p. 61).



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !38 255

 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !39 255

Chapter  2.  The  eighty  percent  Solution.  Its  hope  and 
frustrations.

Revision under way AUG 2016 . Lots of cuts, some need to be restored.

_____________________________________

The idea of the 80% solution is that there is an economic and political agenda that 
80% of the voters would vote for, if it were offered. Organized interests prevent it. This 
is a recurrent pattern in history. This time however there are more people, more arms, 
and a threatened climate and the very meaning of life feels threatened.

Interviews  across  the  US  population  show  that  red  and  blue  agree  on  the 
importance of relationships, community, clean environment, safe walking, easy access 
to friends and stores,  better health, better schools, economic security, a world where all 
our children can find a place that more or less works for them. Divergence comes with 
issues like race, abortion, religious symbolism. But most agree that if we got the good 
environment  the  second  set  of  cultural  issue  can  be  fought  over  politically  with  a 
reasonable amount of civility. Progress on the first would also reduce the tensions that 
make the second set so conflictual.  Yet the second set defines the public face of the 
current political parties. The result is that solutions to the first set are not presented to 
us for a vote, either for congresspeople who would vote for them, or directly to us in 
referenda.

The 80%   is not the full GardenWorld, but a step in its direction.   There are many 
small projects around the world experimenting with living, in all its aspects. They need 
support. Currently the political process divides us so that big money wins.  While we 
mostly agree they  don’t give us  the opportunity to vote for it,  because what most of 
us  would  agree  on  would  decrease  the  power  of  money  in  politics  and  probably 
decrease the value of assets held by  the 1%.  

Optimism requires a vision of what, even with a small  probability, is possible. 
Since most of the plausible scenarios seem grim, it is important to begin developing 
low probability but attractive scenarios, of which GardenWorld is my favorite, because 
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it meets the needs as well as the desires, of most people. Any politics which does not aim 
toward the gardening of  the world and the humanization of its people is not an adequate politics.

Any politics which does not aim  
toward the gardening of  the world  
and the humanization of its people  

is not an adequate politics.

Good  politics creates institutions and laws that make it possible for everyone, 
yes,  everyone (for even the most limited such as traumatized vets, children who can’t 
 keep up, and the now unfairly  incarcerated) to experience quality of life. Everyone’s 
experience  should be that their talents and energy level have found a place for mastery 
and participation so their life has or can regain its dignity. Everyone shook work with 
periods  of  serious  leisure,  and everyone should participate  directly  in  politics  -  the 
conversation for running society. Capitalism in its current form blocks working, and 
representative democracy has come to block participation.

Good  politics is where the leaders care for the well-being of the led. Bad politics 
is  where the leaders act for advantages only for themselves. In our time part of the 
 problem is that the problems are so great and the understanding of governance  so 
atrophied that we can’t just blame the leaders.

But we can try to get their  attention. The economy and economic thinking have 
come to  dominate  our  anxiously mental  landscape.  One result  is  that  the  power of 
money has increased and economics can buy the politics. It is clear  that politics  ought 
to  control  economics,  and  politics  ought  to  be  relatively  representative,  and 
 representative should represent  people’s  real  desires.   But we have let  our desires 
be  manufactured by  advertising which is controlled by the economic forces that are 
causing the problems.  We have treated politics as part of “news”, not as part of  our 5

 The deepest and darkest view of this is not Marshal Mcluhan , who is good, but Guy DeBord’s 5

The Society of the Spectacle. An amazing, accurate and scary book.
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own responsibility to act on what we think we know.  After WW2 the flourishing of 
“economy”, and now the internet,  people have  allowed themselves to be reduced to a 
 statistic.6

As we became more passive, we let others take over the process, change  the laws 
and regulations, dominate the appointments, and allowed media  manipulation to filter 
what we saw, we reduced our lives from citizenship to  consumership. Meanwhile we 
were working harder, getting less for it (most of us), watching the  cost of a house rise 
much faster than our income, realizing that we needed a two  income household to 
hang  on,  and  we  had  less  time  for  children  and  leisure,   vacations  were  cut,  and 
retirement moved into fantasy land or the valley of  depression.

The  answer  has  to  be  a  re-engagement  with  politics,  which  means  learning 
history,    facts,    and  how  to  have  good  conversations,  including  how  argue 
effectively.  There is no question but what the future, whether coping with failure, or 
turning hope into implementable GardenWorld designed projects, will be largely driven 
 by leveraging technology,  redesigned,   and capital,  redefined,   in the context  of  an 
adequate politics. This  means that the leadership question – government, corporate, 
and local, is crucial.  Right now, much of our “leadership”works for those  in the quest 
for  money.

But that means we must do more than just re-engage. We must develop new 
agendas that meet our ideals and needs, not borrow the ready-made agendas from the 
major parties, nor from the center of progressive or conservative politics. All are deeply 
compromised  by  alignments,  and  financing  with  large  economic  interests.  To  our 
advantage we realize that the number of people who believe in those agendas is very 
small compared to those who represent what I am calling the 80% solution.

Leadership  depends  on  intent  and requires  some belief  about  purpose.   The 
“purpose”  for  much  of  the  post  WW2  period  has  been  making  money  by  an 
 entrepreneurial approach which puts together tech, cash, people and resources  with 
customers. But much of this has been a worldwide exploitation of people  and resources 
while seeking corporate or military customers, not real people.  This goal-limited project 

 See the well thought through The Death of Culture, Mario Vargas Llosa.6
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has built a very skewed world.  Leadership intent  needs to be clarified if we are to get 
out of the mess. It is clear that the difficulties of the Republican leadership are profound. 
Yet the  Democrats have been unable to provide a coherent alternative but reflect the 
same path of influence for money usually called corruption.  As Bush’s poll  numbers 
went  down in the face  of  his  mistakes  and incompetence,  the  Democrats    failed to 
respond, and consequently the Bush favorable ratings would creep back  up. We see the 
same cycle with Obama where the turning points in public approval are not the serious 
issues, but relatively minor ones. We can foresee  an election where no candidate get a 
decent approval rating from a now deeply skeptical and fatigued electorate. (this series 
of paragraphs written in 2014!)

This suggests a general  lack of confidence in government led by either party. 
Meanwhile the ship of state  lists. How dangerously is open to discussion, and daily 
seems even more  ominous. Obama touches on hope (and fear) and the Shakespearian 
quality, even  tragedy, of our leadership is continuing.  Obama, by virtue of talent and 
cool, appeared to be  our best hope of getting to a more fair and peaceful society. But he 
 did  not  go  far  enough  to  do  more  than  manage  the  centralization  of  a  limited 
 participation government and economy. Continuing of income inequality, loss of jobs to 
technology, and failure to deal creatively with the environment are the crude measures 
of failure. Maybe he saw the forces of disintegration as being too strong to attempt a 
revision. Hillary with her millions and ties to banks and Israel is not going to be able to 
lead against the tsunami of issues that will hit her administration.

Political theory since Plato is based on the idea of the one, the few and many, 
 which comes down to, if there is not room for all three: the very talented, the  more 
talented and the merely human, then tyranny results and those pushed out  at any of 
the three levels, will seek power outside the system. Today it is the   broad base that is 
the most restless, but those who pay attention across class lines  are deeply frustrated 
and concerned because they see tensions everywhere.. Talent is only one factor in access 
to the  center. In the current situation the lack of access or participation in the political 
 process for well educated and secure people, and the total apathy of leaders  toward 
the sinking fate of those for whom upward mobility is not working, means  the total 
process is dangerously broken.
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The very highly motivated among us can  hardly get to talk to a congressman 
much less have any access to the executive  branch. The “elected” “representatives” of 
States  and Counties  –  even towns –  are    increasingly less  accessible,  for  reasons of 
security and disease control,  as well  as  bureaucratic protection – and of course the 
connection of such officials to their  voters is less and less covered, in any meaningful 
issues informing way, by the  local press and TV. At the level of Congress a million 
dollars  equals  a  vote.  A    tenth  of  that  can  get  you  a  short  meeting  with  your 
congressman  who  is  more    intent  on  talking  than  listening,  especially  listening  to 
something off  agenda of  the corporations,  banks and lobbyists.   Talent,  as the Bush 
administration showed, does not rise to the top when thugs  govern.There is a widely 
held view that, just as markets have been assumed to go up after  going down, there is 
also an ebb and flow of power between the two parties.

This  view suggests that appropriate and sufficient changes will happen. This is a 
version of  the invisible hand, where reform and retrenchment oscillate in  long term 
harmony without catastrophe. It certainly is true that  with everyone trying to make 
their life better, adequate solutions that work might  emerge, and we will be able to 
cope  sufficiently  to  prevent  a  real  catastrophe.  If  this  works,   and  we  stay  within 
cycles without revolution, it implies that the Constitution, the role of large corporations, 
 and government are basically healthy and can do enough about the obvious  problems 
of the country and the globe in this or the next administration. This view implies a 
fundamental bias  against significant change. The alternative view is that the problem-
generating trends will  continue because  normal politics reinforces these cycles,  and 
does not  discuss,  much less  engage,    the more serious issues.  By “problem causing 
trends”, I mean those nicely  graphable curves such as narrowing wealth and incomes, 
increased national debt,  and budget deficits, unemployment, climate.

My sense is that the cycles of special privilege and broad reform never oscillate 
 far enough to enter the legislative territory where enduring change is possible.  The 
Founding Fathers, to prevent tyranny, wanted a government that  fundamentally did 
not work well.  They feared a totalistic solution, and hence  protected us by not letting 
us out of the box. Changes in population size,  technology, wealth, and corporations 
however takes us out of the box in some  negative directions  and  require us to think 
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out of the box.  Solutions that might address the more potent problems cannot surface 
in normal  politics because the dynamic in the cycles of reform and restore will create a 
 swing back in the other direction before anything significantly new or different  can 
happen.

Society  does  appear  to  be  locked into  a  Democratic  –  Republican swing that 
 never will surface leadership or legislation to cope with the underlying problems  of 
wealth concentration, corporations, energy, or negative foreign policy. We need to add, 
especially because they are important to GardenWorld, population and climate. Worse, 
 the swing between the two parties does not even reflect the existing “mainstream” 
 public’s pragmatic attitude on these issues (think “war”, or Social Security), nor  does it 
reflect serious conservative or liberal values. It reflects the interests of the  operatives of 
the  controlling  financial/government  synergy.  Concern  for  Jobs  and    production, 
community,  education,  health and a  general  tone of  cooperation with   the world is 
replaced by fear, manipulated by mafia-like leadership. 

ANOHER FRAMEWORK GARY WILLS’ INVENTING AMERICA.

Gary  Wills’  book  is  a  detailed  analysis  of  the  thought  behind    Jefferson’s 
Declaration of independence. If the US is an invention, it was to meet  certain goals – 
Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness, and avoiding tyranny.

If we are not meeting those goals, we can revisit the invention since the invention 
was  invented  to  meet  the  goals  To  do  a  mid  course  correction  is  just  good 
inventing. Take energy for example. Obviously starting with the period leading up to 
WW1  energy has been the goal of each empire, and of the brokers, selling the oil, gas, 
 nuclear power and the downstream electricity. The current world is organized by the 
financial Industries to maximize  profit for them. There really is no other major agenda. 
The Forbes  list  of   billionaires  hints  at  how powerful  this  dynamic is,  especially  in 
Russia. That is,  Russian power and economy is driven by the needs of the rest of the 
world  for  oil,    and  has  created  huge  new  personal  fortunes.  There  and  in  other 
countries,   especially  the  US,  armies  of  administrative  supporters  with  the  ability, 
through  money, to dominate national politics are hired to keep the merry-go-round 
 spinning in the service of energy profits.Just as energy policy is locked into an un-
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reformable and small amplitude cycle  of small changes, the same is true of issues such 
as corporate power,  concentrating wealth, decay in the infrastructure of the country 
and hollowing  out of the economy. The people that lead us have their own agenda of 
aligning  with existing centers of power. This inability of reform to reach outside the 
 normal range of options is characteristic of current politics.

The US national agenda  remains disconnected from the already existing national 
awareness  of  our   problems.  Why  does  this  happen?  I  had  a  conversation  with  a 
strategist at an oil company,  and in an unguarded, perhaps bragging moment, he said, 
“There is only one  game in town – who has enough money to sit at the table that runs 
the world?  Our strategy is to make sure we have the money. Everything else is tactics.”

FRAMEWORK OF ANALYSIS:  
THE GAME OF THE CURRENT GOVERNMENT.

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 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.
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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.

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 
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represent minor differences within the activity     on the 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 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 
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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 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.

Remember I am saying that, if we had an open discussion about an agenda for 
  the  future  that  would  be  attractive  and  pragmatic,  the  possibility  that  80% of  the 
 electorate would vote for it is quite feasible. There may be even a whole suite of  such 
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proposals. The danger is that we are each embedded in our own  emancipator story and 
can’t imagine aligning with the stories of others.

Why haven’t  the  party  leaderships  been able  to  see  the  elegance  of  the  80% 
 solution that would support the larger world of many lives. The leaders and the led- 
reality vs. values.There is conceptual confusion in our use of the labels that best fit the 
leaderships  of the two parties, and the labels that best describe the supporters of the 
two  parties. Much of the confusion is because the supporters do not have the values of 
 the leaders. Bush as President, a “conservative”, did not follow much of a  conservative 
agenda, but lead a kind of corporatist presidency in support of a  politically controlling 
disorganized  group  of  large  money  and  wealth  holders.  Yet   we  are  led  by  the 
politicians and the press to believe that there are two different  parties and we are to 
believe  that  most  people  are  identified with  one  or  the   other,  and that  key  issues 
seriously  divide  the  voters.  Nader  and  Buchanan,  instead  of  being  seen  as  having 
 positions that significantly overlapped and were at least as well matched to (real,  not 
poll  based,  the polls  ask the wrong questions)  voter  preferences,  were portrayed as 
marginal at best, and  probably destructive.

We  are  also  told  by  the  press  that  the  Bush  administration  relied  on  neo-
conservatives,  especially for the lead into Iraq, and we are told that globalization is part 
of  a  neoliberal  agenda.  The terms “neo”,  “liberal”,  and “conservative” are seriously 
 intertwined with each other making thinking difficult. And what are the  implications 
of the promiscuous term “neo”? Does it merely mean “modern” or  something else? 
Hard to believe it means “new” when both the neoconservatives  and neoliberals are 
seen to support protecting the current arrangements. The confusion is manifest when 
we realize that it  was the Democrats who, as   liberals,  entered into Vietnam with a 
contrived Tonkin Gulf threat, and, along  with the conservatives, were the cold warriors. 
“Liberal” has come to mean  expansionist economics, and the trend from WW2 till now 
has been freedoms  reduced to freedom of business and empire, and we were told that 
the benefits  would flow. But the benefits of empire keep moving to a narrower part of 
the  population, while wars are fought by the poorer in our various countries.

The  Vietnam anti-war movement was not led by the Democratic leadership, but 
arose  from the grass roots, soldiers, youth, and wide but divided public support. The 
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 war supporters were the government and a Hodge-podge of rural and urban  working 
class and arms manufactures, and people whose fears were an overly  vague anti-toxin 
let over from that created by leadership’s management (and in  part creation) of the cold 
war. Fighting evil communism was a part of keeping  The Leadership in power. As 
Andrew Bacevich, author of The New American  Militarism: How Americans Are Seduced 
By War, put it: “None of the Democrats  [then] vying to replace President Bush is doing 
so with the promise of reviving  the system of checks and balances…. The aim of the 
party out of power is not to  cut the presidency down to size but to seize it,  not to 
reduce the prerogatives of  the executive branch but to regain them.”

The top wants  growth for its economic gains and the rest want stability for its 
jobs. But politics  and the press force us to deal with more trivial issues (the issues that 
take up  most of the space in the press), issues that would not seem as important if we 
were less fearful, and if there were an expanding distribution of  benefits, and therefore 
hope, rather than the narrowing of ownership at the top  and sliding expectations for 
90% of the population. Musical chairs. One view is that the core of the economy is based 
on oil and arms, and that the  leaders fear that any change would slow the economy and 
push them out of  power. The result is that the momentum of the cold war economy 
continues  through name changes and with different players, but, as part of the merry-
go    round-  is  kept  on  going.    Policies  are  forced  to  be  aligned  by  the  finance 
 contributors and politicians, to keep the cold war or its equivalent, ongoing. This split 
between leadership and the country is not just increasing in the United  States.

In March 2006 I attended a seminar given by a leading Indian futurist.[vi]  The 
view was simple: the world business community can create wealth, and is  expected to 
do so at 3-8% per year for the next 20 years (India and China are on  the higher edge of 
the number), but – BUT – it does not know how to distribute  the wealth more evenly. In 
India only 7 million families, 30 million people, are in  the leading edge of the economy 
(car, phone, computer). Farmer violence  episodes were 700/year in 2000 and 7000 last 
year. The farmers are left behind.  Same in China. Both the leading sector and the rural 
sector want democracy, but  in the real conditions that translates in to aristocracy for the 
business  class  and   theocracy  for  the  bicycle  (200  million  people)  and bullock  (800 
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million) classes,  the vast majority. The same conditions exist in China, and influence 
similar  conditions in the Middle East.

This is a catastrophic situation. Technology is an  enabler of this current culture 
of  capitalism.  If  it  continues  it  will  be  extremely   destructive,  and  the  forces  of 
destruction are increasing much more rapidly than  the overall growth rate. Can growth 
be  cohesive and fair? The US used to represent sanity and an  attractive reasonableness 
in world culture. It has lost that leadership and no longer credible. It has also lost the 
status of  world power,  because while it   has the military side,  it  does not have the 
diplomatic  side  required for  great   power  status.  The  result  is  a  real  loss  of  world 
coherence. That puts the  community of nations at risk in a more chaotic world scene. 
The loss of diplomatic skills under Bush was devastating to competence.

The dynamic  of  the  interaction between economics  and society  is  to  create  a 
 plywood society – with distinct  layers    each with their  own character,  the prettiest 
veneer  on top go support  layers  underneath all  held together  either  glue of  people 
holding  on  to  what  they  have.  But  our  image  of  ourselves  is  of  political  parties 
separated not horizontal but vertical like two books standing side-by-side, One book 
called liberal and the other called conservative. I think the image of horizontal layering 
it Is closer to reality – and the glue that we rely on is not holding. In the home. In fact it 
cannot hold. The forces pulling us apart, Even though we have similar values and a still 
a fairly cohesive leadership, are intense. A small difference in”Interests” lead to a large 
difference  in  policy.  Conservative  and  progressive  values  are  not  the  values  of 
leadership.  Both  parties  use  that  language  to  describe  themselves  hiding  their  real 
values which is to support  the oligarchy with which they are aligned.

The 80% platform that the voters would assent to combines the best progressive 
and conservative thoughts where in fact they do not conflict. The remaining conflicting 
issues  would  be  dealt  with  in  civilized  discourse  with  active  and  broad  political 
participation with all of it’s local variation.

It  is an approach that says common sense requires a vibrant economy,  but a 
better distribution of benefits : an economy that is highly entrepreneurial,  but where 
the rewards are less likely to be controlled by the largest business,  that  work on a 
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smaller scale more regionally or locally, an economy that uses the best  of technology in 
the  context  of  very  tough  environmental  regulations  –  a    combination  that  drives 
innovation and new business opportunities,  an economy  that requires much higher 
levels  of  education for  everyone,  and a social  view that   brings us into responsible 
mutuality.

The  core  is  a  tone  of  hopeful  social  contract    in  the  context  of  vigorous 
multinational cooperation in those hopes. The goal is increased quality of life,  not a 
faster racetrack, gated communities, feudalism, or  fascism. It means using the fruits of 
technology and democracy wisely, not just as  a means of wealth transfer to those who 
already hold the cards.  The goal is increased quality of life,  not a faster racetrack.  It 
means using the fruits  of  technology and democracy wisely,  not just  as  a  means of 
wealth transfer to those who already hold the cards.  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Chapter 3. Why are leadership and benefit so narrowly distributed? 

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 economics 
can buy the politics. It is clear, though worth a lot of talk, that 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.

We  have  way  too  much  treated  politics  as  part  of  “news”,  not  as  part  of 
responsibility. The reasons that has happened are many. The very attractiveness of new 
media,  such  as  TV  after  WW2,  and  now  the  internet,  gave  people  the  feeling  of 
participating whereas they had allowed themselves to be reduced to a statistic. As we 
became  more  passive,  we  let  others  take  over  the  process,  change  the  laws  and 
regulation, dominate the appointments, allowed media manipulation to filter what we 
saw, and reduced our lives from citizenship to consumership.

Meanwhile we were working harder, getting less for it (most of us), watching the 
cost of a house rise much faster than our income, realizing that we needed a two income 
household to hang on, and we had less time for children and leisure, vacations were cut, 
and retirement moved into fantasy land or the valley of depression.

There is no question but what the future, whether coping with failure, or turning 
hope  into  implementable  GardenWorld  designed projects,  will  be  largely  driven by 
leveraging technology and capital in the context of an adequate politics. This means that 
the leadership question – government, corporate, and local, is crucial. Right now, much 
of our “leadership” is really a followership in the quest for money. Leadership depends 
on intent and requires some belief about purpose. The “purpose” for much of the post 
WW2  period  has  been  making  money  by  an  entrepreneurial  approach  which  puts 
together tech, cash, people and resources with customers. But much of this has been a 
worldwide exploitation of  people and resources while  seeking corporate or  military 
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customers, not real people. This goal-limited project has built a very skewed world and 
leadership intent needs to be clarified if we are to get out of the mess.

It is clear that the difficulties of the Republican leadership are profound. Yet the 
Democrats have been unable to provide a coherent alternative. As Bush’s poll numbers 
went  down  in  the  face  of  his  mistakes  and  incompetence,  the  Democrats  failed  to 
respond, and consequently the Bush favorable ratings would creep back up. Congress 
does as badly in the poll approval ratings. This suggests a general lack of confidence in 
government led by either party. Meanwhile the ship of state lists. How dangerously is 
open to discussion, and daily seems even more ominous. Obama touches on hope (and 
fear) and the Shakespearian quality, even tragedy, of our leadership may continue. He, 
by virtue of talent and cool, may be our best hope of getting to a more fair and peaceful 
society.  But  my  sense  is  he  will  not  go  far  enough  to  do  more  than  manage  the 
centralization of a limited participation government and economy

Political theory since Plato is based on the idea of the one, the few and many, 
which comes down to, if there is not room for all three: the very talented, the more 
talented and the merely human, then tyranny results and those pushed out – at any of 
the three levels, will seek power outside the system. Today it is the broad base that is 
the most restless, but those who pay attention across class lines are deeply frustrated 
and concerned. Talent is only one factor in access to the center. In the current situation 
the lack of access or participation in the political process for well educated and secure 
people,  and the  total  apathy of  leaders  toward the  sinking fate  of  those  for  whom 
upward mobility is not working, means the total process is dangerously broken. The 
very highly motivated among us can hardly get to talk to a congressman much less have 
any  access  to  the  executive  branch.  The  “elected”  “representatives”  of  States  and 
Counties – even towns – are increasingly less accessible,  for reasons of security and 
disease control, as well as bureaucratic protection – and of course the connection of such 
officials to their voters is less and less covered, in any meaningful issues informing way, 
by the local press and TV. At the level of Congress a million dollars equals a vote. A 
tenth of that can get you a short meeting with your congressman who is more intent on 
talking than listening, especially listening to something off agenda. Talent, as the Bush 
administration shows, does not rise to the top when thugs govern.
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There is a widely held view that, just as markets have been assumed to go up 
after going down, there is also an ebb and flow of power between the two parties. This 
view suggests  that  appropriate and sufficient changes will  happen,  a  version of  the 
invisible  hand,  as  reform  and  retrenchment  oscillate.  It  certainly  is  true  that  with 
everyone trying to make their life better, adequate solutions that work might emerge, 
and  we  will  cope  sufficiently  to  prevent  a  real  catastrophe.  If  this  works,  as  some 
anticipate,  it  implies  that  the  Constitution,  the  role  of  large  corporations,  and 
government are basically healthy and can do enough about the obvious problems in this 
or the next administration.  This view implies a fundamental  bias against  significant 
change.

The alternative view is that the problem-generating trends will continue because 
normal  politics  reinforces these cycles,  and does not  discuss,  much less  engage,  the 
more serious issues. By “problem causing trends”, I mean those nicely graphable curves 
such as narrowing wealth and incomes, increased national debt, and budget deficits. 
For  example,  showing the percentage of  national  US income earned by the marked 
percentile groups.

From Kevin Drumm.[ii]

The rapid rise of income (wealth is a much stronger effect), which started at about the 
same time as the Carter recession, is striking. The figures through 2007 may be as high as 25%.

My sense is that the cycles of special privilege and broad reform never oscillate 
far  enough to enter  the legislative territory where enduring change is  possible.  The 
Founding Fathers, to prevent tyranny, wanted a government that fundamentally did not 
work well, fearing a totalistic solution, and hence protected us by not letting us out of 
the  box.  Changes  in  population size,  technology,  wealth,  and corporations  however 
takes us out of the box in some negative directions as in the graph and hence require us 
to think out of the box. Solutions that might address the more potent problems cannot 
surface in normal politics because the dynamic in the cycles of reform and restore will 
create a swing back in the other direction before anything significantly new or different 
can happen. [iii]
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The cycle of special

privilege and reform

never oscillate far enough

to enter territory

where enduring change is possible .

Society  does  appear  to  be  locked into  a  Democratic  –  Republican swing that 
never will  surface leadership or legislation to cope with the underlying problems of 
wealth concentration, corporations, energy, or negative foreign policy. Worse, the swing 
between  the  two  parties  does  not  even  reflect  the  existing  “mainstream”  public’s 
pragmatic attitude on these issues (think “war”, or Social Security), nor does it reflect 
serious conservative or liberal values. It reflects the interests of the operatives of the 
controlling  financial/government  synergy.  Concern  for  Jobs  and  production, 
community,  education,  health  and  a  general  tone  of  cooperation  with  the  world  is 
replaced by fear, manipulated by mafia-like leadership.

Gary Wills’ book, Inventing America, is a detailed analysis of the thought behind 
Jefferson’s Declaration of independence. If the US is an invention, it was to meet certain 
goals – Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness, and avoiding tyranny. If we are not 
meeting those goals, we can revisit the invention.

Take energy for example. Obviously starting with the period leading up to WW1 
energy has been the goal of each empire, and of the brokers, selling the oil, gas, nuclear 
power and the downstream electricity, be they large corporations or small countries. 
The current world is organized by the financial Industries to maximize profit for them. 
There  really  is  no  other  major  agenda.  The  Forbes  list  of  billionaires  hints  at  how 
powerful this dynamic is, especially in Russia. That is, Russian power and economy is 
driven by the needs of the rest of the world for oil, and has created huge new personal 
fortunes.  There  and  in  other  countries,  especially  the  US,  armies  of  administrative 
supporters with the ability, through money, to dominate national politics are hired to 
keep the merry-go-round spinning in the service of energy profits.
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Just as energy policy is locked into an un-reformable and small amplitude cycle 
of  small  changes,  the same is  true of  issues such as corporate power,  concentrating 
wealth, decay in the infrastructure of the country and hollowing out of the economy. 
The people that  lead us have their  own agenda of  aligning with existing centers of 
power.  This  inability  of  reform  to  reach  outside  the  normal  range  of  options  is 
characteristic of current politics. The national agenda remains disconnected from the 
already existing national awareness of our problems.

cut

Remember I am saying that, if we had an open discussion about an agenda for 
the  future  that  would  be  attractive  and  pragmatic,  the  possibility  that  80%  of  the 
electorate would vote for it is quite feasible. There may be even a whole suite of such 
proposals. The danger is that we are each embedded in our own emancipator story and 
can’t imagine aligning with the stories of others. An interesting view on this issue of 
space and constraint is in an article, “Is the world getting larger or smaller?”

“The world is not getting so small that there is room for only one story.” The 
changing spatial dimensions of human life and thinking are creating the need for a new 
imagination and politics of space, says Doreen Massey.[iv] “If the world seems to be 
getting smaller perhaps it is in part because we don’t look, or listen, or (precisely) take 
enough time; or because we focus on the world coming to us at the expense of looking 
outwards. It is impossible to be aware of all those other stories going on “right now”, as 
we struggle on with our lives. But that is not the point. Rather it is a question of the 
angle  of  vision,  of  a  stance in relation to the world,  an outward-lookingness of  the 
imagination.”

Why haven’t  the  party  leaderships  been able  to  see  the  elegance  of  the  80% 
solution that would support the larger world of many lives and have stuck with 1% 
leadership for an oligarchy?[v]

The leaders and the lead- reality vs. values

There is conceptual confusion in our use of the labels that best fit the leaderships 
of the two parties, and the labels that best describe the supporters of the two parties. 
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Much of the confusion is because the supporters do not have the values of the leaders. 
Bush as President, a “conservative”, did not follow much of a conservative agenda, but 
lead a kind of corporatist presidency in support of a politically controlling disorganized 
group of large money and wealth holders. Yet we are led by the politicians and the press 
to believe that there are two different parties and we are to believe that most people are 
identified with one or the other, and that key issues seriously divide the voters who are 
adequately divided between these two parties. Nader and Buchanan, instead of being 
seen as having positions that significantly overlapped and were at least as well matched 
to  (real,  not  poll  based)  voter  preferences,  were  portrayed as  marginal  at  best,  and 
probably destructive.

We  are  also  told  that  the  Bush  administration  relied  on  neo-conservatives, 
especially for the lead into Iraq, and we are told that globalization is part of a neo-liberal 
agenda. The terms “neo”, “liberal”, and “conservative” are seriously intertwined with 
each other making thinking difficult. And what are the implications of the promiscuous 
term “neo”?  Does  it  merely  mean “modern”  or  something  else?  Hard  to  believe  it 
means “new” when both the neo-conservatries and neo liberals  are seen to support 
protecting the current arrangements.

The confusion is manifest when we realize that it was the Democrats who, as 
liberals, entered into Vietnam with a contrived Tonkin Gulf threat, and, along with the 
conservatives,  were  the  cold  warriors.  “Liberal”  has  come  to  mean  expansionist 
economics, and the trend from WW2 till now has been freedoms reduced to freedom of 
business and empire, and we were told that the benefits would flow. But the benefits of 
empire keep moving to a narrower part of the population, while wars are fought by the 
poorer in our various countries. The Vietnam anti-war movement was not led by the 
Democratic leadership, but arose from the grass roots, soldiers, youth, and wide but 
divided public support. The war supporters were the government and a Hodge-podge 
of rural and urban working class and arms manufactures, and people whose fears were 
an overly vague anti-toxin let over from that created by leadership’s management (and 
in part creation) of the cold war. Fighting evil communism was a part of keeping The 
Leadership in power. As Andrew Bacevich, author of The New American Militarism: 
How Americans Are Seduced By War, put it: “None of the Democrats [then] vying to 
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replace President Bush is doing so with the promise of reviving the system of checks 
and balances…. The aim of the party out of power is not to cut the presidency down to 
size but to seize it, not to reduce the prerogatives of the executive branch but to regain 
them.” The Obama presidency has not yet fully declared itself, but its early signals are 
to reassure the military industrial complex.

We spooked The People rather than to openly and less fearfully develop the post 
war international culture. Deep fears tend to remain insistent and the “anti” in the cold 
war toxin is still in the souls (by which I mean our deep emotional and imaginative 
sense  of  the  world)  of  most  of  us.  Knee-jerk  reactions  are  rooted in  that  ideational 
swamp. We reacted badly, rather than pragmatically, to the breakup of the Soviet Union. 
And our response to 9/11 was equally grotesque – bombast and opportunism rather 
than strategic thinking.

One way of looking at our history since 1945, the end of WW2, is the tension 
between a pro-war leadership that was bi-partisan, and an antiwar reaction that did not 
include  much  leadership  in  either  party.  After  the  Second  World  War  most  people 
wanted to go home and enjoy the peace. The cold war warriors won the leadership of 
the country, despite Eisenhower’s “Beware the military industrial complex”. They led 
us into the Korean War, and Vietnam. The reaction was slow. Remember Fulbright, and 
Humphrey  and  the  poet  protest  leader  Gene  McCarthy.  Surprisingly  the  anti-war 
movement won, but only because Nixon, then president, saw that the war couldn’t be 
“won.” But the anti-war movement never really included party leadership on either 
side. The slow reaction of the right against the loss in Vietnam, the loss of American 
isolation and increased vulnerability, kept old cold war fears alive . There was a focused 
reaction  against  “otherness”  by  focus  on  the  Soviet  union  abroad,  and  African 
Americans inside the border. “Commies outside and niggers inside”. These fears can be 
seen as early indications that the post-war promise of economic benefits for all were not 
arriving on schedule. As the end of the century got more complex the threats seemed 
more  diffuse  and  confusing.  The  paranoid  way  of  interpreting  9/11  is  part  of 
generalized 911 reaction to many kinds of threats, immigration, economic, strategically 
badly named “terrorism”, and now disease. We keep being encouraged to be fearful.
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The leaderships of both parties are close on issues of business, empire, power – 
and rewards. The rest of the country are close on wanting families, jobs, community, 
education, health and an attractive environment. The top wants growth for its economic 
gains and the rest want stability for its jobs. But politics and the press force us to deal 
with more trivial issues (the issues that take up most of the space in the press), issues 
that would not be made to seem as important it we were less fearful, and if there were 
an expanding distribution of benefits, and therefore hope, rather than the narrowing of 
ownership at the top and sliding expectations for 90% of the population. Musical chairs.

One view is that the core of the economy is based on oil and arms, and that the 
leaders fear that any change would slow the economy and push them out of power. The 
result is that the momentum of the cold war economy continues through name changes 
and with different players, but, as part of the merry-go round- is kept on going, and 
policies are forced to be aligned by the finance contributors and politicians, to keep the 
cold war or its equivalent, ongoing.

This split between leadership and the country is not just increasing in the United 
States. In March 2006 I attended a seminar given by a leading Indian futurist.[vi] The 
view was simple: the world business community can create wealth, and is expected to 
do so at 3-8% per year for the next 20 years (India and China are on the higher edge of 
the number), but – BUT – it does not know how to distribute the wealth more evenly. In 
India only 7 million families, 30 million people, are in the leading edge of the economy 
(car, phone, computer). Farmer violence episodes were 700/year in 2000 and 7000 last 
year. The farmers are left behind. Same in China. Both the leading sector and the rural 
sector want democracy, but in the real conditions that translates in to aristocracy for the 
business  class  and  theocracy  for  the  bicycle  (200  million  people)  and  bullock  (800 
million) classes, the vast majority. The same conditions exist in China, and influence 
similar conditions in the Middle East. This is a catastrophic situation. Technology is an 
enabler  of  this  current  culture  of  capitalism.  If  it  continues  it  will  be  extremely 
destructive, and the forces of destruction are increasing much more rapidly than the 
overall growth rate.

The question this head of a major consulting organization asked is, can growth 
be cohesive and fair? He also said that the US used to represent sanity and an attractive 
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reasonableness  in  world culture.  It  has  lost  that  leadership and now is  not  seen as 
credible. It has also lost the status of world power, because while it has the military side, 
it does not have the diplomatic side required for great power status. The result is a real 
loss of world coherence. That puts the community of nations at risk in a more chaotic 
world scene. After the loss of diplomatic skills under bush it  is  an open question if 
Obama will be able to achieve what he implies.

The dynamic  of  the  interaction between economics  and society  is  to  create  a 
plywood  society  –  with  distinct  layers  each  with  their  own  character,  the  prettiest 
veneer layer on top, and supporting layers underneath, and held together by the glue of 
alignments with perceived interests. But our image of ourselves is of political parties in 
vertical separation, like two books standing side by side held upright by bookends, each 
with a different story, liberal left or conservative right. I think the image of horizontal 
layering is closer to reality – and the glue is not holding. In fact it cannot hold. The 
forces  pulling  us  apart,  even  though  we  have  similar  values  and  a  fairly  cohesive 
leadership, (Though less each day) are intense. A small difference in “interest” leads to a 
large difference in policy.  Which is the more accurate picture,  the picture that helps 
explain where we are in politics?

Conservative and Progressive values

are not the values of the leadership.

My intent is  to lay the groundwork for the idea that  there is  a  coherent and 
system wide platform that 80% of the population would easily assent to. It combines the 
best  of  progressive  and  conservative  thought  in  the  large  territory  where,  in  their 
modem form, they do not conflict, and the remaining differences would be included in 
civilized discourse, active and broad political participation, and local variations.

It basically is an approach that says common sense requires a vibrant economy, 
but  a  better  distribution of  benefits:  an economy that  is  highly  entrepreneurial,  but 
where the rewards are less likely to be controlled by the largest business, that work on a 
smaller scale more regionally or locally, an economy that uses the best of technology in 
the  context  of  very  tough  environmental  regulations  –  a  combination  that  drives 
innovation and new business  opportunities,  an  economy that  requires  much higher 
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levels  of  education  for  everyone,  and  a  social  view that  brings  us  into  responsible 
mutuality.  The  core  is  a  tone  of  hopeful  social  contract  in  the  context  of  vigorous 
multinational cooperation in those hopes. The goal is increased quality of life,  not a 
faster racetrack, gated communities, feudalism, or fascism. It means using the fruits of 
technology and democracy wisely, not just as a means of wealth transfer to those who 
already hold the cards.

▪ The goal is increased quality of life,

▪ not a faster racetrack.

▪ It means using the fruits of technology and democracy wisely,

▪ not just as a means of wealth transfer

▪ to those who already hold the cards.

In the last section I described the dynamics of an economy that pull this society 
apart and how the values have not evolved to support the “democracy project”. “The 
economy is doing well but the people are doing badly.” The current trends cannot hold. 
The  forces  of  the  dynamic  economy  that  produces  wealth  in  one  layer  and  the 
increasingly marginalized in another, because it can’t produce fairer distribution, are 
tearing  us  apart.  The  Internet,  based  on  corporate  and  military  models  of 
communication,  has  created  a  new  commons  in  free  public  space,  more  or  less 
worldwide,  that  probably can’t  be stopped,  and will  continue to  tear  apart  existing 
national boundaries, taxability, and corporate privacy. Perhaps even governability is at 
risk. The US – Mexican wall is a sign of exasperated sense of danger. Did we not learn 
from Palestine, from the Berlin Wall, from the Maginot Line – and from the Great Wall 
of China? We have been led by the use of exaggerated fears, dealt with by impulsive 
tactics that treat others as enemies, rather than thought out strategies that regard others 
as peers to a civilizational dialog.. We have not lived with leaders who had a realistic 
and hopeful vision of putting technology, people, capital and the environment together 
in  a  project  in  which the US could lead by example that  could be shared with the 
world’s  people.  We  have  been  led  by  series  of  administrations  that  are  neither 
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conservative nor progressive, but centrist bureaucrats working for centralizing wealth 
and power.

This  division  within  the  country  was  evident  already  in  the  clash  between 
Jefferson,  who  wanted  a  decentralized  citizenry  and  Hamilton,  who  wanted  trade 
manufacturing and an empire – and a specially banking,  the “financial  sector”.  The 
wars of Napoleon and Lincoln and Bismarck further strengthened central power and 
bureaucracy. The cold war continued the emerging pattern, shifting the meaning of the 
Constitution and the federalist / anti-federalist debate..  The problem is that modern 
technology  has  increased  the  power  and  pull  of  centralization  of  ownership  while 
distributing the powers of communication. The bridge between these so far has been the 
increasingly narrow ownership of the media people actually watch. But this bridge is 
not stable in the winds of change. This too is a threat to leadership and leads to a “circle 
the wagons” mentality, as can be seen in the Lieberman – Lamont struggle for the senate 
seat from Massachusetts, and little stirrings of trying to control the Internet.

I’d like to use the word “liberal” to characterize one end of this struggle, but it 
has floated in so many directions as to become meaningless. If it started with the idea of 
political  and cultural  openness  and tolerance,  as  in  John Stuart  Mill,  but  it  became 
limited to  freedom for  property  and the  right  of  corporations  to  be  free  from state 
interference. This use of “liberal” moves in the direction not of freedom for all but a new 
kind  of  corporatist  feudalism,  as  in  the  use  of  “liberal  world  order”  to  describe  a 
financial regime that puts corporate sovereignty in the center of law and policy. The 
democracy project lost out to the capitalism project. Both arose in time in response to 
circumstances and vision. Both are a process in history, not immutable laws of human 
nature.

▪ The democracy project lost out

▪ to the capitalism project

We  have  neither  a  conservative  nor  a  progressive  leadership.  Part  of  my 
proposed 80% solution is based on the idea that progressive and conservative values are 
rather more similar than we are led to think, and more attractive than in the form we 
usually hear about them. What we call right and left, conservative and progressive, and 
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at times liberal, have us mesmerized in angry assent with anxiety or angry rebellion 
with impotence. These images of us and the other are made to help us hold on to our 
own dwindling sense of hope and legitimacy. Most people make our vision of “us” and 
the “other” based on a few fragments lifted from more vital and full versioned visions 
of the conservative or progressive perspectives. Our politics is a collage of the weakest 
pieces of principled thought.

Conservatives believe in a rich texture of society and tradition, where families 
and forms of governance arise through a constant and slow adaptation of institutions to 
the reality of managing the human species in the real world. Conservatives like the idea 
of mixing churches, families, communities, officials, press, banks, and local geography, 
all in a complex arena of mutual adapting. They see this structure as vulnerable, and 
needing constant attention. Conservatives are not egoists centered in self, but care about 
society, knowing that the whole affects the development of the individuals who then 
care for society.

Conservatives appreciate the histories and achievements of the different nations, 
and enjoy learning from others, travel, reading history and bringing home what they 
have  learned.  Conservatives  tend  to  be  modest  and  not  flamboyant.  Conservatives 
prefer solid friendship to opportune relationships, and they are suspicious of motives, 
yet kind to those they find worthy. They are protective of their own and challenging of 
others.  They prefer  complexity  of  character  supporting selfless  love  rather  than the 
blatant psychology of the deal. They tend to see decisions in multigenerational terms 
more than in multi-factional differences. They see time more than opportunity and tend 
to accept hierarchy as the price of stability. Their basic tendency is to want to hold on, 
fearing loss. Conservatives at their best are organic. At their worst attracted to frozen 
hierarchy and militarism, using technology but hostile to science.

It is clear that we do not have a healthy conservative leadership. [vii]

Progressives tend to have a delight in growth and development, in expression 
and talent, and also have a good ear for the pain and suffering caused by social life and 
institutions. They tend to love the stranger and be casual towards those at home, feeling 
that we can learn from others and that those around us are good natured and can figure 
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it out for themselves, and good at cooperating for the good of the nested communities 
from local regional national and international, and see their mutual interdependence. 
Progressives  know that  our  fate  is  dependent  on  institutions  and rules.  They  want 
openness with some security. They tend to be open to all comers who are willing to join 
us.  Progressives  like  change  and  find the  past  constraining  of  action.  At  their  best 
progressives hope more than despair and are good experimentalists naturally aligned 
with science. At their worst they are self satisfied, mechanical, and shallow. It is clear 
that we do not have a healthy progressive leadership.

What is leadership supposed to do ?

In this age of biologically modeled evolutionary economics, it is tempting to say 
that the two great balancing forces of most species are sex and aggression, and that the 
two great human orientations have split them, the conservatives taking war and fear as 
central and the progressives sex and love. Of course we need both, elaborated through 
cultures into the makings of vital and successful civilizations.

The philosopher  Richard Rorty  and the  classicist  Martha  Nussbaum take  the 
view that we do not know what would be the impact if our leaders read more poetry, 
drama and history, but that,  facing issues, they would simply do better if  they read 
more literature and history. It is really a question of identifying with the whole, deeper 
compassion open to problem solving, and interested in culture.

It is important to see that the current leadership of both parties is not really a 
class, but an ensemble of well positioned people responding to opportunities. Those 
with money support politicians who will support the money. Those with money and 
those who are the politicians are not the same. The politicians are often those who were 
lawyers for the people with money.

Those with money however are not well organized. Their actual life consists of 
limited relationships and glitzy but trivial events. They are invited to fund raisers for 
politicians and for philanthropies.  They put on the black tie and gown, arrive, chat, 
have a drink, sit to table, listen to a speech or two, hang around for a short time and go 
home, feeling satisfied yet empty. There never was any real conversation on issues. No 
contrasting sides, only cheerleading for a point of view already worked out.
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The politicians spend most of their time working out what the pitch to the money 
supporters will  be – what seems to work.  They too never take the time for serious 
exploration of the multiple sides of an issue. [viii]

So the merry-go-round I described in earlier sections is not a civilization, nor a 
culture, nor even a conversation. It is quick judgments about alignment and advantage. 
It fails as social conviviality, or as a good symposium. The actual intellectual and social 
benefits of belonging are meager. The payoff is in cash. And cash lets you buy health, 
mate, land, travel, education, and a special place for children. Not all terrible, but in the 
absence of meaningful conversation about goals, it becomes part of the hollowing out of 
institutions and culture replacing these with isolated consumerism at the high end. To 
the extent they are CEO’s or close to the top, there is very little social life.

There is a wonderful scene in Gian Carlo Menotti’s Opera The Unicorn where the 
gentlemen and the ladies of a town are promenading and they come together and the 
men sing to each other

How do you do? Very well, thank you.

What do you think of this and that

In my humble opinion blah blah blah blah blah blah.

Oh how witty oh how profound.

Only you could understand me.

They turn to their wives and sing

Oh what a pompous ass

Oh what a fool.

That is all  too often the quality of our dialog. Our mature republic is neither 
conservative nor progressive. It is a dance macabre hemmed in by the ghosts of long 
gone socialism and by the ghosts of mangled Burke and Hobbes and the fear of the 
French Revolution. The dancers’ bodies no longer hear any music and even the ding of 
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the cash register is replaced by silent digitalized dollars. The dance is held together by 
technology, fear and financial contracts.

A civilization is an ensemble of cultures held together by an architecture of cities 
and towns, and the countryside along with constitutions and technology. To build it 
requires a vision, which we so lack now that just hearing of conservative or progressive 
values sound attractive, and we have neither. Meanwhile the leaders use the language 
and policy that will gain the support of the money supporters. Their next task is to get 
the voters to support them through the media by using the money raised from rich 
contributors. Do you recognize the spirit of the following?

..  a  senior  executive  with  Thames  Water,  has  called  water  the  petroleum of  the  21st 
century. “There’s huge growth potential,” he said. “There will be world wars fought over water 
in  the  future.  It’s  a  limited,  precious  resource,  so  the  growth market  is  always  going to  be 
there.” [ix]

No moral outrage at coming wars, just opportunity. The dumbness of this kind of 
thinking is  creating the need for serious reflection and action.  Chalmer Johnson has 
written:

There is, I believe, only one solution to the crisis we face. The American people 
must make the decision to dismantle both the empire that has been created in their 
name and the huge, still growing military establishment that undergirds it. It is a task at 
least comparable to that undertaken by the British government when, after World War 
II, it liquidated the British Empire. By doing so, Britain avoided the fate of the Roman 
Republic — becoming a domestic tyranny and losing its democracy, as would have been 
required if it had continued to try to dominate much of the world by force. To take up 
these  subjects,  however,  moves  the  discussion into  largely  unexplored territory.  For 
now, Holmes has done a wonderful job of clearing the underbrush and preparing the 
way for the public to address this more or less taboo subject.[x]

I  take  Chalmers  Johnson’s  work  along  with  Jarred  Diamond’s,  such  as  his 
Collapse, as the serious framework for discussion of where we are today. Important 
work  in  comparing  social  dynamics  to  other  systems  is  one  of  the  key  current 
intellectual  developments.  The  shift  from hierarchies  to  networks  you  are  probably 
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familiar with. The idea of meshes rather than nodes, where each area in the mesh may 
have unique structure, is also emerging. The implications for how we look at societal 
control, classes and access are strong. For example Manuel de Landa writes,

We talk of “social strata” whenever a given society presents a variety of differentiated 
roles to which not everyone has equal access, and when a subset of those roles (i.e. those to which 
a ruling elite alone has access) involves the control of key energetic and material resources. While 
role differentiation may be a spontaneous effect of an intensification in the flow of energy through 
society  (e.g.  as  when a  Big  Man in  pre-State  societies  acts  as  an intensifier  of  agricultural 
production ), the sorting of those roles into ranks along a scale of prestige involves specific group 
dynamics. In one model, for instance, members of a group who have acquired preferential access 
to some roles begin to acquire the power to control further access to them, and within these 
dominant groups criteria for sorting the rest of society into sub-groups begin to crystallize. “It is 
from such crystallization of differential evaluation criteria and status positions that some specific 
manifestations  of  stratification  and  status  differences  -such  as  segregating  the  life-styles  of 
different  strata,  the  process  of  mobility  between  them,  the  steepness  of  the  stratificational 
hierarchies, some types of stratum consciousness, as well as the degree and intensity of strata 
conflict- develops in different societies.” {7}

However, even though most societies develop some rankings of this type, not in all of 
them  do  they  become  an  autonomous  dimension  of  social  organization.  In  many  societies 
differentiation of  the  elites  is  not  extensive  (they do not  form a center  while  the  rest  of  the 
population forms an excluded periphery), surpluses do not accumulate (they may be destroyed in 
ritual feasts), and primordial relations (of kin and local alliances) tend to prevail. Hence a second 
operation is necessary beyond the mere sorting of people into ranks for social classes or castes to 
become  a  separate  entity:  the  informal  sorting  criteria  need  to  be  given  a  theological 
interpretation and a legal definition, and the elites need to become the guardians and bearers of 
the newly institutionalized tradition, that is, the legitimizers of change and delineators of the 
limits of innovation. In short, to transform a loose accumulation of traditional roles (and criteria 
of access to those roles) into a social class, the latter needs to become consolidated via theological 
and legal codification. {8}
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We certainly want a society with structure – because we need to be between an 
entropy which is all motion and granite which is all quiet. Just as smoking is terrible in 
its power to integrate sight, smell, taste, movement, grace, social gesture, identity and 
community, and seduction, as in

“Light my cigarette.”

He took his lighter after fumbling in his pocket and held the flame to the extension of her 
offered mouth.…”,

so politics takes a series of independent “meanings” and weaves them into what 
seems like an integrated whole. So capital and markets, “open”, and “efficient” work to 
seduce  us  into  a  world  where  money  capital  growth  is  more  real  than  human 
development, individual and civilizational. Recall that the very word” capital” comes 
from  increasing  “head”  (Latin  cap,  as  in  capital  on  top  of  a  column  or  center  of 
government) through breeding, getting increase – but in what? Capitalism is a messy 
ensemble of habits and methods: accounting law, banking, .. never coherently defined. It 
is not easy to define because it is in interweaving of many aspects of practical life. The 
intersection between science, technology and governance – political power, is becoming 
clearer, see for example a course syllabus from Harvard,

In the fall semester, we explore how the modern state’s capacity to produce and 
use  scientific  knowledge  influences,  and  is  influenced  by,  the  production  and 
maintenance of political order. Beginning with standard models of science and politics, 
such as the “republic of science,” the syllabus develops an alternate framework that sees 
these two spheres of action not as cognitively and culturally distinct but as engaged in a 
constant  process  of  exchange and mutual  stabilization.  For  this  purpose,  the course 
combines theoretical ideas and empirical examples from Science & Technology Studies, 
both  historical  and contemporary,  with  approaches  from social  and political  theory. 
Particular  attention  is  paid  to  the  cultural  resources  used  in  the  simultaneous 
production of  scientific  and political  authority.  These  include  technologies  of  visual 
representation, quantitative analysis, standardization, material stabilization, persuasion, 
and dispute resolution, as well as associated ideas of objectivity, rationality, credibility, 
legality,  accountability,  and  reliability.  Seeing  power  as  immanent,  the  course  takes 
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special notice of the techniques and discourses through which actors in modern polities 
frame and manage their perceptions of the world, in the process framing new issues for 
political action. Illustrative topics include maps, museums, elections, risk, intelligence 
tests, and genetics.[xi]

If knowledge and power are co-productive of each other, it strongly suggests that 
we need to take responsibility for our knowledge. We won’t get to GardenWorld except 
through hard work and the development of adequate knowledge, both political and 
technical, to get there.

In thinking about what to do, does the following still hold?

When in the Course of human events it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the 
political bands which have connected them with another and to assume among the powers of the 
earth, the separate and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature’s God entitle 
them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes 
which impel them to the separation.

We hold these  truths to  be  self-evident,  that  all  men are  created equal,  that  they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and 
the pursuit of Happiness. — That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among 
Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, — That whenever any Form of 
Government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish 
it, and to institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its 
powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness. 
Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long established should not be changed for light 
and transient causes; and accordingly all experience hath shewn that mankind are more disposed 
to suffer, while evils are sufferable than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they 
are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same 
Object evinces a design to reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their 
duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide new Guards for their future security. — 
Such has been the patient sufferance of these Colonies; and such is now the necessity which 
constrains them to alter their former Systems of Government. The history of the present King of 
Great Britain is a history of repeated injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object the 
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establishment of an absolute Tyranny over these States. To prove this, let Facts be submitted to a 
candid world.

Obviously, the Declaration of Independence. Its financial value? It still is one of 
our  most  powerful  and attractive  products  for  creating  hope  in  the  world.  Are  we 
remaining interesting to the decent  opinion of  mankind? GardenWorld is  not  just  a 
technical  fix,  but  an encompassing vision for  the  healthy growth of  people,  society, 
civilization, and values. It needs leadership. Next I’ll discuss a key reason why current 
leadership does not have a happy followership.

 

Notes

[i] from

http://crookedtimber.org/2006/03/10/against-schmidtz-for-equality/
more-4413

[ii]  from  http://www.washingtonmonthly.com/archives/individual/
2007_03/010922.php

[iii] [fn. Gore has described this ” This no-man’s land or no politician zone falling 
between the  farthest  reaches  of  political  feasibility  and the  first  beginnings  of  truly 
effective change is the area that I would like to explore in my speech today.

T. S. Eliot once wrote:

Between the idea and the reality,

Between the motion and the act

Falls the Shadow.

Between the conception and the creation,

Between the emotion and the response

Falls the Shadow.
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My purpose is not to present a comprehensive and detailed blueprint for that is a 
task for our democracy as a whole, but rather to try to shine some light on a pathway 
through this terra incognita that lies between where we are and where we need to go.

Because, if  we acknowledge candidly that what we need to do is beyond the 
limits of our current political capacities, that really is just another way of saying that we 
have to urgently expand the limits of what is politically possible. source

[iv]  Doreen  Massey,  “London  inside-out”,  http://www.opendemocracy.net/
globalization-vision_reflections/world_small_4354.jsp

[v] on cycles, see for example the discussion in Rorty “[the] bleakness, which I 
and many of my contemporaries share, comes from the fear that what Unger calls ‘the 
cycles of reform and action’ that make up politics in the United States are simply not up 
the  demands  of  the  times.”  http://www.law.harvard.edu/faculty/unger/english/
pdfs/discussions2.pdf

[vi]http://www.strategicforesight.com/

[vii]  see  Lievan  and  Hulsman  Ethical  realism  and  from  Australia  http://
w w w . t h e a g e . c o m . a u / n e w s / o p i n i o n / t h e - n e o l i b e r a l - h i j a c k /
2006/01/13/1137118964513.html)

[viii] See Doonesbury

h t t p : / / w w w. d o o n e s b u r y. c o m / s t r i p / d a i l y d o s e / i n d e x . h t m l ?
uc_full_date=20060402

[ix]  “..and With [American Water],  we will  inherit  their  existing political  and 
lobbying skills,” said Peter Spillett, head of Environment, Quality and Sustainability for 
Thames Water, in an interview at his office outside London. “In Washington, we will 
employ useful lobbyists and so on.” [Listen to Peter Spillett]

[x] Asian Tines 5/25/2008

[ x i ] h t t p : / / k s g n o t e s 1 . h a r v a rd . e d u / d e g re e p ro g / S y l l a b u s . n s f / 0 /
EA39BC81A2DA1180852571D8005EE976/$FILE/syllabus.pdf.  With  [American  Water], 
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we will inherit their existing political and lobbying skills,” said Peter Spillett, head of 
Environment, Quality and Sustainability for Thames Water, in an interview at his office 
outside London. “In Washington, we will employ useful lobbyists and so on.” [Listen to 
Peter  Spillett]Similarly,  our  individual  bodies  and  minds  are  mere  coagulations  or 
decelerations in the flows of biomass, genes, memes and norms. Here too we would be 
defined both by the materials we are temporarily binding or chaining into our organic 
bodies and cultural minds, as well as by the time scale of the binding operation. Given 
long enough time scales, it is the flow of biomass through food webs that matters, as 
well  as  the flow of  genes through generations,  and not  the bodies  and species  that 
emerge  in  these  flows.  Given  long  enough  time  scales,  our  languages  are  also 
momentary slowing-downs or thickenings in a flow of norms that can give rise to a 
multitude  of  different  structures.  The  overall  world-view  that  this  “geological 
philosophy” generates may be put into a nut shell by introducing some special technical 
terminology.

First of all,  the fact that meshworks and hierarchies occur mostly in mixtures, 
makes  it  convenient  to  have a  label  to  refer  to  these  changing combinations.  If  the 
hierarchical components of the mix dominate over the meshwork ones we may speak of 
a highly stratified structure, while the opposite combination will be referred to as one 
with a low degree of stratification. Moreover, since meshworks give rise to hierarchies 
and  hierarchies  to  meshworks,  we  may  speak  of  a  given  mixture  as  undergoing 
processes of destratification as well as restratification, as its proportions of homogenous 
and heterogeneous components change. Finally, since according to this way of viewing 
things  what  truly  defines  the  real  world  are  neither  uniform  strata  nor  variable 
meshworks but the unformed and unstructured morphogenetic flows from which these 
two derive, it will also be useful to have a label to refer to this special state of matter-
energy-information,  to  this  flowing  reality  animated  from within  by  self-organizing 
processes constituting a veritable non-organic life : the Body without Organs (BwO):

“The organism is not at all the body, the BwO; rather it is a stratum on the BwO, 
in other words, a phenomenon of accumulation, coagulation, and sedimentation that, in 
order to extract useful labor from the BwO, imposes upon it forms, functions, bonds, 
dominant and hierarchized organizations,  organized trascendences…the BwO is that 
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glacial  reality  where  the  alluvions,  sedimentations,  coagulations,  foldings,  and 
recoilings that compose an organism -and also a signification and a subject- occur. ” {17}  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chapt 4

Chapter 4. GardenWorld And community 

Douglass Carmichael

revision dec 27 2010 reprinted nov 14 2015. careful, may be need to go to 3

 

i[i] get picture

The  caption  reads,  “Marcelina  Figueroa  treats  her  roost  in  East  Harlem  like  a 
combination takeout counter and dispensary offering ice-water coffee, food, Band-Aids or Tylenol 
to those who are in need. “ii[ii] What ms. Figuroa is doing is already GardenWorld, but it could 
be enhanced with a few geraniums in that window.

——————————————————–

 

GardenWorld starts and is, everywhere. It is a question of working with what’s 
good,  looking for  connections,  and keep going.  GardenWorld is  an approach which 
looks at everything as an opportunity for human and nature co-enhancement.

GardenWorld has a deep continuity in cultural history and it is already present in 
nearly everyone’s mind, only unnamed. Remember, GardenWorld is not an end point 
we can see clearly now, but a guide to a future that gives us a way of making decisions 
and trying experiments now. It is not only an arrow toward the future but a way of 
reorganizing  and  emphasizing  or  deemphasizing  things  already  in  place.  It  means 
finding what people care about and bringing those together under the imagination of 
GardenWorld. It is not sacrificing the present for the future, but enhancing the present 
for the near future and creating an approach which has organic flexibility for further 
future experimentation, which, given energy, climate and population crises, it looks like 
we will need. GardenWorld shifts the balance from an engineering planning method to 
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an organic planning attitude. It is consistent with the idea of sustainability as allowing 
for future generations opportunity’s at least as rich as our own.

Our Actual human history tells us a great deal about how tis can happen.

 "These  Rhenish  cities  are  not in states,"  Lucien Febvre e. 

They are states unto themselves. The Baseler is a citizen of Basel, the man of 

Cologne a citizen of Cologne. If we could ask them, retrospectively,  about their 

origins and, as we  say,  their "nationality," we would be astonished by their an

swers .... If the Rhenish cities recognized or served any higher political fo rma

tion, it was the Empire, the Holy Roman Empire of Germany,  the cosmopoli

tan Empire that embraced Italy and Burgundy as well as the Rhineland and the 

German territories proper .... Its tutelage was mild, its orientation to Italy and 

Burgundy favorable to communities of merchants. Indifferent to all frontiers, 

other than those that marked them off from their own surroundings, and har

boring within their walls representatives of many "foreign" countries, the cities 

were  cosmopolitan  by  profession,  no  doubt,  but  also  by  taste  and  temper

ament.7 

In this text we see that life could be organized and felt quite differently from the 
nationalism of today.
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The promise of GardenWorld is not just good medicine, but helps us vision an 
attractive way to live, releasing creativity for engineering, arts and biology – as well as 
new forms of governance and respect for the human life cycle.

 

There is a fascinating project called The Long Now. The idea is to encourage us to 
longer term thinking. The founders, such as Brian Eno and Stewart Brand estimated 
that  since  complexifying  civilization  began  about  10,000  years  ago,  what  could 
civilization looks like 10,000 years from now? (Dante thought that the Christian world 
would  last  2700  years  and  that  being  in  the  middle  in  1350  he  was  privileged) 
Obviously we don’t know what ten thousand years will bring, but thinking about what 
it could be like, good and bad, leads us to make different choices now. One of their 
projects is to build a clock that could last 10,000 years, as the pyramids have, so far, 
lasted 4,000. GardenWorld is mindful in the same way, suggesting that if we are more 
organic and less mechanical we have a greater chance that flexible evolution can survive 
across  climate  change and social  collapse.  What  amazes  me is  the  degree  to  which 
ordinary citizens grasp this issue – and are becoming basically, more tentative, more 
humble, more flexible and more fair, with increased sense of the need for local solutions. 
Yet popular consumer culture, driven by business through a combination of production, 
advertising and subsidies, wants us to favor mere consumerism as a way of life.

 

Alternative to dominant consumerism

 

The community we have is basically divied between work, home, mall, school 
and vacations. This is a consumer world where things dominate and relationships are in 
a sate of pain.. GardenWorld is a reaction against thing oriented consumerism. Not that 
products  or  “things”  are  bad,  taken them one  at  the  time,  but  out  of  balance.  The 
business community sees a world where “there is no human need without a satisfying 
product.” If we think of the human in his or her lived totality, the psychological plays a 
large part. Theories – actually social criticisms – of alienation, lack of beauty and lack of 
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“humanism” are aspects of many reactions against the marginalization of experience 
and the front and center star quality given to mass produced commodities. We push 
buttons and avoid spills and relationships. Hand – eye – ear coordination and pleasing 
others is given up to a world of people strangers to each other and anxiously content 
with readymade things.

 

Theodore Roszak iii[iii] in 1992 wrote The Voice of the Earth, a penetrating book 
making  common cause  between  the  beauty  of  the  environment  and  our  inner  life. 
Experience is whole, and includes what came to be called “internal” and “external”, and 
our  well  being  is  based  on  our  being  situated  in,  in  continuity  with,  a  healthy 
environment. This way of approaching the environment goes beyond Rachel Carson’s 
earlier book, The Sea Around Us, which opened us up to the idea that while the ocean 
was large, it could be polluted. Her writing made many of us aware for the first time 
that the earth was small. I just reread my 1992 notes on The Voice Of Earth and see how 
much I was influenced by this book. Roszak’s attractive thinking about our personal 
health  being  a  reflection  of  the  health  of  the  earth  also  led  him  and  others  to  a 
movement  called  “eco-psychology”  which  as  an  educational  discipline  stressed  the 
intimacy  between  environment  and  psychic  well-being.  I  attended  a  workshop  a 
Findhorn, the organic community on the north coast of Scotland, where this movement 
had its  first  gathering.  It  was  one  of  the  most  deeply  attractive  meetings  I’ve  ever 
attended. The participants had lots of real world experience and – yes, and – still had a 
deep compassion for everyone and a desire for the creation of a healthy world for all. Of 
course such a GardenWorld environment is in contrast to the worst sins of modernism 
in design, with its aloof coldness and its abuse by narrow economic interests of cubic 
feet and bottom line logic without regard for larger system costs.

 

Later – I am only reflecting on a few from the many critical books published in 
these years – James Hillman and Michael Ventura wrote We Have A Hundred Years Of 
Psychotherapy And The World Is  Getting Worse.  The idea is  that  we humans have 
exquisite sensitivity to the surrounding environment, and the environment is all messed 
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up, so we feel bad and go to the psychotherapist, who, having heard us, asks us about 
our childhood. The result is that psychotherapy makes political idiots of us all, breaking 
the link between our experience of our surroundings, how we feel, and what we might 
do about it.  Hillman uses the world “soul,”  not  as  a  thing,  but  as  a  quality of  our 
experience. There is no question but our own “soul”, the quality of our experience, is 
deeply affected by our surroundings: a crowd fun to walk through, an art museum, a 
beautiful garden of dancing colors and sleeping shadows, home full of taste and care, 
where  porcelain  and silver,  paintings  and oriental  carpets,  flowers  and fruit,  or  the 
simple textures of wood and adobe, reflect each other and welcome your own hidden 
but experienced complexity. And a tent, hut, cave, or small efficiency apartment can be 
made more attractive and more livable. But more is probably to be gained by improving 
the outside surrounding environment than the interior of a dwelling, paying attention 
to how pieces of property support each other functionally and aesthetically. The well-
known idea of  situating my living space to  take advantage of  others  as  “borrowed 
scenery” can be extended to borrowing temperature, air movement, water use and its 
recycling, created relationships with neighbors and developing coherent mutual plans.

 

There are so many others who have been and will be writing about aspects of the 
integration of humans with nature. That is why we are ready for GardenWorld. It is in 
us, from our ancient heritage in the West of the Garden of Eden, Thoreau, John Muir, 
Olmstead,  Rachel  Carson,  Roszak,  and  Hillmaniv[iv]  and  I  dare  to  include  Martha 
Stewart, who has done so much to make the modern home attractive and livable. Sure, 
it has been largely consumerist but she has been on the humane and modest side of and 
aesthetics  and quality of  life  are taken seriously.  Not deep but with some grace for 
which she deserves credit.. Even the very expensive homes in Architectural Digest are 
almost always as concerned about the use of the land as a setting as for the design and 
furnishing of the structures and the intgrity of the while, even if limited to the homses 
of the one percent.
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Most if not all cultures have some kind of myth about an Eden-like period in 
their  own  history.  In  fact,  the  reaction  against  the  mechanization  of  life  and  the 
dominance of concern for capital without a due regard for the human costs and benefits 
can be seen as the major impetus of all the arts with increasing intensity and angst. 
Contemporary art  is  considered by many to be ugly – and it  is,  because the reality 
outside of  the upscale enclaves world is largely ugly. Art in our time has been much 
better  at  diagnosis  than  to  pointing  the  way  forward.  The  impressionist  painters 
showed how the bourgeois world of the 19th century could be beautiful because it had 
tendencies in the direction of increased health and attractiveness. Contemporary artists 
for the most part have not been able to discern these possibilities in late modernism and 
a  science  fiction  world  beyond  our  current  time,  in  movies,  painting,  or  fiction,  is 
increasingly more, rather than less, alienated.

 

As I argued earlier a technically compromised environment, through civic policy 
or business investment, also motivates anger at politicians and the withdrawal from the 
political process by so many. The destruction in Iraq is probably supposed to make us 
feel better about our own country and its environment when, actually, the US too is 
more  like  Iraq  than  GardenWorld.  The  reaction  against  over-mechanization  deeply 
affects our advertising which is predominantly filled with images of nature, even nature 
in the extreme, so remote that nobody but you in your private imagination (and the 
many others looking at the same ad) could possibly be there. As we are becoming aware 
corporate marketing is borrowing green imagery as fast as we can ourselves to make 
their products more acceptable. The point for us is that our desire for GardenWorld 
leaves us vulnerable to the use of this imagery in advertising.

 

Hillman’s deeper theoretical view is that the modern frame of perception; that 
the soul is inside us and the environment outside, is fundamentally flawed. The soul is 
a quality of our self in relation to our experience, and our experience is always a blend 
of our self and the surrounding environment. It follows that in order to help ourselves 
live  a  better  life  we  must  undertake  to  improve  the  environment  we  experience. 
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Realizing how central the environment is to our experience, and hence to ourselves, 
should encourage us  to  take  on the  hard tasks  of  thinking about  all  aspects  of  the 
environment and its changes. I realize that some religious traditions see the world as the 
entrapment of the soul rather than the place for its fulfillment. Garden world stresses 
more the mutual adaptation between humans and nature rather than their opposition. 
The future, I think, requires us to experiment in a healthy way across this boundary 
allowing for mutual influences.

 

For example, deep fears about genetically modified food are in large part (though 
not entirely) based on quite legitimate fears of mega corporations controlling our food, 
not that home gardens could have better pears and tomatoes. If local growing was more 
common and under the control of people who are affected by the results, GM would get 
a better hearing and would be a vital but cautious part of GardenWorld, enhancing local 
production for quality food and plant beauty. Freeman Dyson wrote “It is likely that 
genetic engineering will remain unpopular and controversial so long as it remains a 
centralized activity in the hands of large corporations. “v[v]

 

The same might turn out to be necessary and true about nuclear power. James 
Lovelock,  the  originator  of  the  modern theory of  the  earth  as  a  living object,  Gaia, 
argues that we must go down that path. Others think that we can avoid it. A real issue is 
that  the  world  uranium  supply  seems  limited  and  certainly  also  has  a  “peak”  in 
potential production, and some of my reading suggests that we are close to that point. If 
we must reengage with nuclear power, a GardenWorld frame will make it much safer, 
fitting  responsibly  into  local  environments  and  local  control.  France  now has  three 
quarters  of  its  electricity  from nuclear  plants.  Nuclear  power combined with severe 
retrofitting  for  energy  conservation  could  either  be  managed  by  mega-corporations 
failing  to  notice  the  local  consequences,  or  under  local  control  within  communities 
where all the trade-offs are clear, and where safe management is done by the people 
who see the environmental consequences of their policies for action or inaction. Amory 
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Lovins is persuasive to me that radical conservation can deal with energy use, cost, and 
business vitality without the use of nuclear power.vi[vi]

 

We know that one big issue for the future is, do we have enough energy left to 
build the infrastructure that could take us to a different material culture? Building many 
solar  panels,  retrofitting  buildings  for  energy  efficiency,  and  redesigning-  after 
rethinking-our infrastructures are going to be costly in terms of resources, including 
energy. At some point passed “peak of oil” we would not have enough energy to run 
the  manufacturing  process  ease  and  transportation  necessary  for  rebuilding  a  new 
system. It would be terrible if our societal sinking ship has drifted so far from the shore 
of  natural  supports  that  we  could  no  longer  wade  or  swim  to  it.  The  Obama 
infrastructure  initiatives  will  be  a  test  of  our  ability  to  deliver  materials  in  large 
quantities.

 

We know that planting trees in cities moderates temperatures, and that a greened 
environment  moderates  people.  Why  don’t  we  move  these  out  of  the  grace-note 
category into mainstream strategy and funding? Richard Register’s book , Eco-cities, 
continues making the case for expanding the cities internally and to its periphery with 
both agriculture and scenery. The book is very valuable and stimulates our thinking 
about out of the box possibilities. He gives the terrible example of Jefferson’s University 
of Virginia where two rows of living quarters were capped at one end with a library 
looking out toward the fourth side into a broad expanse of wilderness and scenery, but 
a  later  generation  of  educator-managers  filled  in  that  space  with  a  new  building, 
blocking the view and breaking the intent.  The GardenWorld image must be strong 
enough to compete with the resistances from power and private property concepts that 
thwart of our society’s attempts to cope with issues we know we have to face and I’m 
trying to  provide some analysis  of  the structure of  those resistances.  There is  some 
speculation that the current food and energy crises and loss of jobs will  lead to, for 
efficiency, increased clustering in urban areas where jobs, community cooperation, and 
losing  places,  are  much  closer  together.  Keeping  in  mind  GardenWorld  will  be 
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important in this development because the economics of food, the mitigation of the 
diurnal temperature changes, and the aesthetic quality of life, converge

 

Quality  of  life  is  associated  with  the  outdoors.  Vacations  are  almost  always 
associated with the outdoors – but interestingly – in association with attractive human 
gathering places, ether at the end of the trail or beside it. Most ads for automobiles have 
the car in nature so remote that few have ever been there, but the appeal is obvious. The 
housing magazines aimed at the rich show almost always a very well cultivate blending 
of  natural,  garden  and  interior  spaces  flowing  together  in  natural  enhancement. 
Architectural Digest’s aesthetic,  if  taken to the level of the whole built environment, 
would  be  getting  at  what  GardenWorld  would  be  like.  What  is  missing  from 
Architectural Digest is a much greater appreciation of the range of incomes, and moving 
beyond consumption of trophy houses to production of quality living space for a much 
broader spectrum of society. The editors have not yet – as I write –caught up with the 
movement  for  billing  very  attractive  very  small  homes  or  shifting  the  balance  of 
resources between the building and its garden. A few thousand dollars spent in the 
garden has a much higher pay off than the same money spent on the house. Taking the 
axes of the house into the garden and reflecting rooms in the house along these axes in 
garden spaces has an extraordinary impact on the quality of living space and the range 
of things that can be done there

 

Almost out of sight for us in the U.S. is the quality of living conditions of at least 
the poorer one billion of us (I believe that percentage suffering and loss of quality of life 
is  much  higher,  on  the  order  of  5  billion),  people  to  whom  we  are  interconnected 
through the ways we draw capital out of their countries. In terms of water, the view 
from the home, food, freedom from pollution, security from traffic, and accessibility to 
work, I believe that 2/3 of us, four out of seven billion, are in need of immediate help.

 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !84 255

It is the promise of GardenWorld that almost all of our living and working spaces 
can be enhanced aesthetically  (as  scenery,  gardens,  and sociability)  and functionally 
(temperature,  water,  and food).  As you come to really understand the GardenWorld 
idea we recognize that it isn’t just the individual plot but the interconnections between 
our spaces where the largest enhancements are to be found. It takes leadership and a 
vision to get there.

 

The coming of  suburbia  was  an attempt  at  increasing people’s  connection to 
nature. It was made possible by oil and the automobile, mail and telephone. Moving to 
suburbia was driven by the breakdown, under the impact of factories and pollution, on 
the city as a place to live in a healthy community. With increasing feelings of danger and 
desperation in the city or factory environment, people, who had often moved to the city 
from  the  country,  jumped  at  the  suburban  opportunity  made  possible  by  the 
automobile. But the result was a choice that while, in some ways closer to nature, was 
further  from  community  (it  prohibited  farms,  or  even  a  few  chickens,  and  the 
wilderness channels to support wildlife and relatively safe childhood play). The desire 
for privacy made the placement of the house in the lot’s center mandatory, and the 
result was the land was useless for good gardens, the growing of vegetables, outdoor 
play, and any real experimentation in playfulness, artfulness, or more pragmatic use. 
The wide asphalt streets were good for cars, but bad for sociability. Carmel, California is 
a good example of a town that maintained narrow streets comfortable for walking to 
town.

 

In  the  city  one  could  choose  from  among  numerous  companions  and  avoid 
others. In the suburbs that was harder with far fewer choices, and led many to just hide 
out in the houses and defend their identity with the use of fences. The image of living 
suburban was also based on the model of the English country house, a retreat for the 
wealthy  from  London,  and  so  pervasive  in  the  English  novel,  and  imitated  in  the 
weekend and summer houses of the upper middle professional class, especially of the 
east coast. The inhabitants of the English country house of course had enough income 
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left over to enrich the life inside with dinners and parties, and outside with theater and 
opera. But the suburbanite was often highly stressed to meet the costs of transportation 
and the mortgage and had a little left over. The TV became the many faceted answer to 
the problem of what to do in the suburban house, and the consequences have been 
mostly terrible. Many suburban houses look like stage sets waiting for Godot. Some 
were  compulsively  maintained  while  waiting,  but  many  others  fell  into  disgusting 
confusions.  Much  of  the  interesting  “stuff”  happened  in  the  garage  and  the  cars 
remained outside. The messy garage was male territory and the sterile kitchen was all 
that was left to the feminine. When the children were gone and a spouse died deep 
depression and the cats often took over.

 

A spectrum of ways of living, from the Georgian style townhouses in London 
and Bath, to the immense country villas, shows that the idea of a continuous landscape 
from the inner city to the distant country has already been partially achieved, but more 
under the influence of money and private property and personal solutions than through 
rebuilding community  and attractiveness.  Archer  uses  the  phrase  “the  apparatus  of 
selfhood” to describe these buildings.”vii[vii] But in the concentration on the self, the 
result is that the spectrum has huge gaps of commercial or decaying living conditions 
(towns  and  houses)  that  break  up  the  potential  coherence  of  a  human centered  or 
human including landscape. The space given to roads and parking is tragic. Take a walk 
outside work or home and calculate roughly the percentage and imagine what that land 
would look like if none of the concrete and asphalt where there.

 

Suburbia was made necessary by the crisis of that city breakdown and made 
possible  by  new  technology:  the  telephone,  the  car,  and  washing  machine  and  the 
refrigerator.  I  believe  that  the  coming  crisis  in  land  use,  water  availability,  food 
production, new forms of family life,  and financial pressures will  join with the new 
possibilities made possible by new fabrics, such as Gortex, that allow us to be outside, 
especially in GardenWorld, comfortably for longer periods of time. The Internet with its 
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powerful restructuring of our social space and connections, will alter our need for large 
personal spaces.

 

The Internet

 

The Internet changes our connection to solid material space. Much smaller living 
space with a fast internet connection (ubiquitous Wi-Fi is coming) allow many people to 
feel comfortable in much smaller yacht-like environments. The Internet opens up the 
built environment to much greater flexibility. The ability to use a cell phone to take over 
large  project  are  based  interactive  images  will  allow  many  semi  public  and  public 
spaces to act as personal spaces.

 

The Internet  creates  a  fascinating virtual  world that,  given the destruction of 
outside  institutions,  such as  churches,  parks  and sociability,  is  increasingly  meeting 
human needs that give the users the experience of being connected. We all realize that 
there are weaknesses in the extensive addiction to the Internet, creating new kinds of 
alienation  and  separation  at  the  same  time  it  is  providing  new  connections  and 
resources. If we imagine a complete GardenWorld and ubiquitous Internet access, very 
interesting things begin to emerge. The felt necessity for a larger indoor space for things 
is to some extent replaced by the need for a simpler space within which to access the 
Internet.

 

I can even imagine that in 30 years people will choose to spend much more time 
outside, and we may even get to the point where young people say

 

-You know that until about 2010 people lived inside
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-Yuck, sounds pretty unhealthy too me.

 

The emergence of the Internet world makes physical space less necessary and 
compelling.  An  internet  connection,  increasingly  available  in  the  air  and  not  even 
requiring a home router, means I can be connected and at home more easily anywhere. 
These all lead to a decline in the preference for indoors vs. outdoors. The increase of 
love  and  sexuality  is  probably  at  the  expense  of  property  as  dominant  in  status 
thinking.  The emergence of  the love marriage with the rise  of  industrialization and 
urban living over the old style arranged marriage is part of this shift.

 

Rethinking agriculture

 

The emerging crisis that combines the Financial System, the Food System, and 
climate change will force us to make agriculture of major part of our future thinking. 
The primary anxiety around food will have a major impact on the way garden world is 
implemented.

 

We need a much better integration of agriculture – fruits and vegetables – into 
our  urban and suburban areas.  Increased transportation and energy based fertilizer 
costs and the need for less imported food will make this a necessity we are not prepared 
for. The tech and the demonstration projects have been done. In fact, it is obvious that 
this  direction  is  at  hand,  with  many existing  local  experiments,  but  so  long  as  the 
market appears to be able to meet our needs there is not much anticipation. Newer 
books such as Barbara Kingsolver ‘s Animal, Vegetable, Miracle are part of the newly 
emerging culture that is quite serious. The real challenge will be to keep the shift from 
being a major opportunity for industrial scale agribusiness from owning the process 
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and taking the profits, while narrowing the output to the middle class that can afford 
their  kind of  food.  The current  trend in corn based ethanol  shows that  at  the large 
system  level  the  decisions  that  are  being  made  are  those  that  favor  the  large 
corporations

 

Jim Channon  in  Hawi,  Hawaii  (Big  Island)  has  a  demonstration  project  that 
blends  aesthetics  with  food  production.  Instead  of  rows  of  vegetables,  which  are 
reminiscent of the assembly lines, “islands” of circular raised beds, often surrounding 
the base of trees, mirror the complex distribution of the Hawaiian islands in a kind of 
resonating metaphor. The lawn between the islands allows easy access for walking and 
play  as  well  as  access  for  vehicles  to  every  piece  of  the  land.  The  richness  and 
complexity of the result is balanced by the pleasure and experimental attitude in its 
creation. A small outdoor theater for plays and music, places for making art with large 
protected easels and a small number of small houses round out the miniature village 
landscape. Down in the larger village of Hawi Jim has helped the restoration of old 
wooden buildings which include restaurants, a great coffee shop, and some attractive 
clothing stores, all in a setting that looks like it could be from the 1890’s.

 

We need to go further and recognize that with an economy in trouble, rebuilding 
and enhancing our already built environment is the way to create jobs that can’t be 
exported,  and  that  strong  environmental  regulations  require  –  require  –  high  tech 
innovation  and  entrepreneurial  activity.  The  result  could  be  a  more  vital  economy, 
friendly to  people  through increased participation,  and friendly to  the  environment 
through tough regulation that stimulates innovation. Imagine a blend of restoration and 
retrofitting with a garden in the spaces linking them with and between all buildings.

 

It has been said that there are two kinds of people, those who like to build and 
those who like to grow. Bringing them together seems more attractive than keeping 
them separate. The machine alone is scarier to us post moderns than nature alone. But 
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we should not have to make a choice, living with an enhanced nature, bringing the best 
out of the natural without trying to replace it, just seems smarter, from bio-mimicry to 
the  arts,  and  the  desires  of  daily  living.  GardenWorld  is  concerned  with  beauty, 
creativity and is healthy and attractive.

 

Walt  Whitman  asked  somewhere,  “Is  the  American  Indian  waiting  for 
civilization, or past it?” We need to be asking that kind of question. Instead of merely 
riding out the wave of technical inventiveness,  with its concentration of wealth and 
power  in  struggles  for  empire,  to  be  thinking  what  is  the  goal,  why  are  we  so 
sidetracked by technology? There is the story about the racing greyhounds and one of 
the owners anesthetizes the nose of his and puts sausages on the track before the next 
race. Technology is our sausage, and we are drawn like bees to flowers. Are we missing 
the point, the point of life and the goal of living? Simply to be exploring the question is 
an  advance.  People  drawn  to  technical  careers  usually  have  a  progressive  view  of 
society and want their technology to be helpful, but institutional arrangements, turning 
all technical thought into private property, let many of them down.

 

Energy considerations and the impact on fertilizer and transportation will lead to 
new experiments in local  farming.  The small  farm and farmers market  combination 
already is an important part of the agricultural life cycle, brining local communities of 
farmers into seasonal contact with those who like to eat. There is no question but what 
huge amounts of the current landscape could be food producing at low cost. I think of 
the  broad  open  spaces  of  grass  t  Stanford  University  that  could  be  planted  with 
vegetables and the water used for grass used by tomatoes, peas, eggplants, zucchini. 
There are already demonstrations of the ability to grow food in containers and roof tops 
in very crowded urban areas. If we are smart we will combine the economic advantages 
of  local  growing with the local  advantages of  aesthetic  design,  working together  to 
create the motives and the ideas for such experiments.

DOUG CARMICHAEL
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REFLECTIONS ON GARDENWORLD POLITICS

Chapter 6. More GardenWorld

By Douglass Carmichael

revision dec 27, 2010

“Stop thinking!”

“Not yet!”

_______________________________

Beauty is the promise of happiness – Stendhal

______________________________________

In 1968 when I was a post doc in the then Social Relations Department. I taught a 
small seminar in the Harvard School of Architecture The seminar was on the use of 
drama theory to  understand architectural  space.  There  is  an idea  in  theater  studies 
called  “scene-act  ratio”.[i][i]  If  you  go  to  the  theater  and  the  curtain  opens,  before 
anybody comes onstage you can tell from the set – the furnishings, indoors or outdoors, 
their  function and period –  what  the  action is  likely  to  be.  The action is  contained 
implicitly in the scene. For architecture the point is if you want people to do certain 
kinds of things the possibility for it must be implicit in the setting. Kenneth Burke in his 
Grammar of Motives called this “the scene/act ratio.”

I was fresh from my experience in Berkeley. There was an old administration 
building in the style of Soviet architecture. Stolid and made of heavy stone. In front of it 
were pathways entries. About 1960 a new student union building was built replacing 
the trees in the pants, directly across from the entrance to the administration building. 
The space in between was paved over and became a narrowing exit and entrance for the 
thousands of students that poured on or off campus of each day. It was in this space that 
the  students  capture  the  police  car,  when  the  police  tried  to  confiscate  political 
pamphlets  being distributed against  Nixon.  This  was the  dramatic  start  of  the  Free 
Speech Movement.  You can see how the student union confronts the administration 
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building in the architectural space. The administration building on the Berkeley campus 
heavy, blunt and inflexible looking, looked out on a walkway and trees. In the early 
sixties a new Student Union, light and open, was built where the trees had been. The 
consequence was that the pathways were narrowed down to the space between the two 
buildings that faced each other (an implicit confrontation of different styles roles, and 
commitments).  It  was  in  this  space  that  the  students  “captured  the  police  car”  in 
response to the University police shutting down and arresting the political tables that 
were at  the edge of the campus facings the public world of  Telegraph Avenue.  Just 
compare the student Union at Stanford, built later, where nothing faces anything ne of 
the first acts of the students was to take the student union flag across the plaza between 
the two buildings and suspended outside the high a second story windows of the older 
building.  When  the  new  student  union  was  built  a  few  years  later  at  Stanford  is 
entrance way, itself poorly defined, opens to nowhere in particular.

In that dramatic space created by the confrontation of the two buildings, Mario 
Savio taught many of us how to think outside the confines of courses. For GardenWorld 
the point is that design creates spaces to support life, from the playing of its children to 
the  plays  of  its  most  serious  adults.  GardenWorld  must  not  be  a  reduction  of  the 
complexity and range of the modern, but rather an extension into increased complexity. 
Remember  Aristotle  mentioned  in  the  first  chapter:  We  can  replace  growth  with 
development.

For example.

I went on to propose that architects should consider in their design, what kind of 
actions they wanted people to do.  I’ve noticed that the typical  architectural  or park 
drawing show people walking, usually alone, in a measured purposeful way that takes 
them through the scene without being affected by it. It doesn’t get them to stop and 
look, with pleasure or contempt. Think of the difference between eh way people walk 
down a street and the way they walk in Manhattan’s Central Park.

If we want people to fall in love, or create revolution, the possibility must be in 
the scene. When I was an undergraduate at Caltech, our dining hall with high ceilings 
and curtains made it easy for one of us to get up towards the close of dinner (served all 
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at the same time) and make a speech. Hush would come, attention would focus. Most 
university dining halls fail to hush the sound of plates, trays and chair shuffling and if 
one were to try to speak, no one would notice.

We have a society of many smart people, and very few smart situations: that is, 
situations  that  bring  people  together  for  creative  conversation.  Situation  can  be  a 
powerful  way  of  looking  at  the  promise  of  GardenWorld.  An  interesting  French 
periodical was called the Situationist. The wiki entry for the Situationist International is 
a classic of curiosity and profundity, and a good slice through post ww2 history, to 1968 
and punk.

Since the rise of air-conditioned office buildings, bureaucracies have been usually 
housed  in  buildings  with  long  anonymous  corridors,  and  it  was  very  hard  for 
employees to be able to see from the structure what the work was and who did what. 
When business moved towards more open teamwork forced by the need of more people 
to coordinate when things were moving rapidly, the space was opened up and it was 
easier for the staff to comprehend what was going on. You can tell the quality of an 
organization  in  its  balance  between  hierarchy  and  openness  by  just  looking  at  its 
physical architecture.

As  a  negative  example  the  zoning  regulations  that  separate  work  zones  and 
shopping zones from house zones contains it implicitly in message that each person is 
fragmented into these three roles some have called them for short simply work and 
home, and that discussed the absence of the “third great place”, the equivalent of the 
British pub, the place for gatherings. We can imagine that in GardenWorld the third 
great place[ii][ii] becomes the space between homes and the work appropriate to offices 
and factories, a space filled with schools that are also community centers, art centers, 
youth centers, senior citizen centers and facilities for small arts design and crafts work, 
all interlaced with what helps make that climate more beautiful and healthy given its 
climate.  Of  course  we  do  not  know  what  will  happen.  GardenWorld  is  the  likely 
outcome of the 80% solution. GardenWorld is guidance and an opening toward seeking 
out creative solutions that work for humans and the environment, solutions that are 
neither technocratic nor hostile to the civilizational impulse.
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The modern office building that makes all cities from Sao Paulo to Seoul seem 
alike is the thinnest packaging for square boxes imaginable. Just enough structure to 
hold the air conditioning and the floor above and yet let in light. Modern, which was 
originally an impulse to provide for working people, became the capitalists answer to 
the  need  for  large  but  cheap  bureaucratic  spaces.  That  architecture,  originally  so 
sensitive to good material, gave way to the cheapest knockoffs. It is a step toward the 
disappearance  of  manufactured  structure  which  will  –  of  necessity  –  require  more 
organic forms mixing the grown and the made in better imagined scenic solutions to 
support people in life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.

There is the struggle between environmentalist thinking that favors nature pure, 
and an environmentalism that looks at reform. GardenWorld says the balance between 
these should be based on experimentation and analysis,  with local considerations of 
environmental  type and local  population and economy playing a large role.  Nature 
without humans is not a possible goal, and humans without nature is not a possible life. 
Balance will be necessary and not at all obvious as to what it will look like. As we move 
in  the  GardenWorld  direction,  new  social  ways  of  integrating  the  Internet  and 
landscapes, and the impact of new biology, will lt merge quite new solutions. It will not 
be as new as when the city first emerged, but freshness and pleasure will mix with land 
for use in new ways.

We  will  have  much  to  learn.  Designers  and  builders  are  already  filling  the 
architectural magazines around the world with green aesthetic – a strategy to make the 
most of what is available. But some new designs don’t seem to work well. Governors 
Island In New York has recently been the object of a design competition. But the results 
seem to me too much still on the drafting table or computer screened, rather than grown 
organically  in  ways  that  look  like  Central  Park  or  Kyoto’s  hillsides.  The  desire  to 
astonish through creating second life like environments will need to give way to ideas 
that grow out of the local and have many more hands involved.

The green movement in architecture tends to think in terms of the building and 
its  immediate  land  owned  by  the  client.  Extending  green  design  outward  to  a 
GardenWorld  perspective  is  even  harder.  As  green  building  becomes  more  normal, 
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designers and clients will tend to use checklists to “qualify”, rather than designing with 
GardenWorld and green intent. Near me is the planned town of Windsor that looks like 
it also came off a drawing board. Slightly to the north is the older town of Healdsburg 
where older buildings have been upgraded – a process where the past influences the 
present  and forces  each building to  have some unique local  features,  from variable 
footprint to maintained strong structural or design elements.. The result is a much more 
attractive alive feeling place – though it is “cool” commercialism at the high end.

The  aim  of  GardenWorld  is  not  to  make  a  homogeneous  world  of  forest  or 
pasture, but a world that has wilderness on one edge and urbanization at the other, both 
being included, neither excluded, with all the design and functions connecting them. 
GardenWorld is a continuous experiment in blending the natural with the civilizational. 
We do,  partially  already have  such an  environment  that  does  such integration  and 
includes cities and the National Parks. It is just too poorly and partially done now. We 
are talking about enhancing all of nature and urbanization integrated with appreciated 
human beings whose lives are enhanced, and includes farms, suburbs, manufacturing 
districts,  new  industrial  zones,  and  garbage  dumps  in  a  new  comprehensive 
participatory design process of continual experimentation..

[iii][iii]

Olmstead[iv][iv], brought parks, including Central Park in Manhattan back into 
America, as cultivated natural spaces, with a strong sense of cultural renewal. The stress 
is  on “cultivated” and “natural”,  working together.  There is  no steady state natural 
environment.  Animal  life  made  huge  impacts  on  vegetation  and bacteria,  and man 
continued this co-evolution. Olmstead’s goal of bringing a kind of tamed nature into the 
center of urban development has been a blessing to us all. The vision was that every 
part, every function, of the urban landscape could be enhanced by better integration 
with the landscape and plant life. He pioneered in the use of earth and plants to clean 
water. He also was instrumental in the development of very attractive suburban spaces.

For  those who know Washington DC,  there  is  a  clear  difference between the 
exquisite, drive enhancing highway that runs down the west side of the Potomac into 
the city and all other surrounding highway developments. Maintaining strong plant life 
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down to  the  edge  of  the  traffic  lanes  creates  a  totally  different  experience  of  daily 
enhancement for those who have to drive there. The ground crews that work there think 
these are pretty good jobs.

Part of the resistance many feel to GardenWorld is that we have been taught that 
the active mind is  part  of  urban living.  In our history urban dwellers have tried to 
differentiate themselves from agricultural workers, from the Indians who lived in the 
forest,  and  from the  animals  who live  there  and about  which  we  have  ambivalent 
relationships. Pre-historic peoples always thought animals as more skilled and better 
adapted than humans, and humans were not easy to differentiate from the great apes. 
The purpose of body painting and the masks and costumes used in dances was to get us 
to look more like we were part of nature rather than like plucked chickens, and the 
dance was to get us into the rhythms of the universe.[v][v]

When workers, especially immigrants who did not speak English, moved into 
the  new factories  of  the  late  1800’s  creating the  new urban crowding,  new cultural 
stereotypes emerged in the older population, to make sure that the new workers were 
separated  from  those  who  worked  in  offices  or  stayed  at  home.  Factory  workers, 
stereotyped as brutes, as in for example of Frederick Taylor’s studies of the efficiency of 
Polish coal shovelers, were recent immigrants, people who had left farms and local craft 
production in Eastern Europe, where their intelligence included a farmer’s profound 
understanding of the season’s, weather signs, the night sky and the properties of plants.

All that knowledge was completely unseen and unacknowledged by the older 
generations  of  Americans.  It  was  the  rapidly  growing  US  agricultural  and  factory 
production that forced farmers and craft workers out of Eastern Europe. The same is 
happening now in Mexico where cheap – and subsidized – US grain if underselling 
Mexican farmers and driving them out of local production and either migrating to the 
large cities,  or to the US. Having destroyed the Mexican agricultural sector we now 
might compound the problem by taking U.S. corn out of production and replacing it 
with ethanol. Our contempt towards these people is, shall we say, bad manners.

The American experience has included the sense that an empty America had to 
be filled with manmade stuff. We saw the world of ten to twenty million Natives as 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !96 255

“empty”. It was a real mistake, first in perception, and second in solution. The original 
idea of the “promise of the land” was turned slowly in to shopping.

Faulkner catches the difficulty in his perspective on his own Sound and the Fury,

Perhaps this is because the South (I speak in the sense of the indigenous dream of 
any given collection of men having something in common’ be it only geography and 
climate, which shape their economic and spiritual aspirations into cities, into a pattern 
of houses or behavior) is old since dead. New York, whatever it may believe of itself, is 
young since alive; it is still a logical and unbroken progression from the Dutch. And 
Chicago even boasts of being young. But the South, as Chicago is the Middlewest and 
New York the East, is dead, killed by the Civil War. There is a thing known whimsically 
as the New South to be sure, but it is not the south. It is a land of Immigrants who are 
rebuilding the towns and cities into replicas of towns and cities in Kansas and Iowa and 
Illinois, with skyscrapers and striped canvas awnings instead of wooden balconies, and 
teaching the young men who sell the gasoline and the waitresses in the restaurants to 
say O yeah? and to speak with hard r’s, and hanging over the intersections of quiet and 
shaded streets where no one save Northern tourists in Cadillacs and Lincolns ever pass 
at  a  gait  faster  than  a  horse  trots,  changing  red-and-green  lights  and  savage  and 
peremptory bells.

Buckminster Fuller said “we have [six] billion people,  and the world. Putting 
them  together  is  a  question  of  design.”  As  a  friend  pointed  out,  they  are  already 
together on spaceship earth, so it is a RE-design process. Much harder. Agreed. Not just 
a design process,  but a political  process.  Creating GardenWorld is  not a one person 
design show: it will take extraordinarily diverse and diffuse experimentation, meeting 
our condition of riches in a spirit of plenitude, not the narrow choices alone that the 
major marketers would like us to acquire to satisfy ourselves. We are dealing with so 
many interactions among so many people and institutions that the future can only be 
seen as emergent, not as designed ahead of time as a complete system. Jane Jacobs has 
written about new planning , forget it, in her 1961 book, The Death and Life of Great 
American Cities.” “There is no utopia to be found. And every fantasy of such a paradise 
— the Modernist towers of Le Corbusier, the Garden Cities of Ebenezer Howard, the 
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cleared slums and ribboned roadways of Robert Moses — has led to urban desolation 
and ruin.”

As an exhibition opening today at the Municipal Art Society reminds us, Jane 
Jacobs did not believe that planners could ever restore life to American cities. Instead 
she put her faith in the chaos of urban life, in diversity, in people — the grocery store 
owner,  the  young  mother,  the  child  playing  in  the  street,  the  watchful  busybodies 
leaning out of windows. Cities were at their best, she wrote, when the “ballet of the 
sidewalks” was evident, a dance that was intrinsically “spontaneous and untidy.” Her 
prescription was simply not to get in its way.[vi][vi]

What is important is to get the idea that the use of our technology and economy, 
with strong environmental legislation could – could – create conditions for local and 
regional developments. We need resources more evenly distributed among individuals, 
local, regional, national, and international efforts. Right now, capital is far too narrowly 
held and available.. Getting rid of incentives for old style industry so we have a more 
level financial terrain that can lead to GardenWorld is necessary, but special incentives 
should not be necessary.

Making  our  living  environment  is  what  an  economy ought  to  be  about.  (re-
uniting the eco-nomics with eco-logics, both based on the Greek eco for home). I met 
with the California Economic Development Council and one of the members said, to 
wide assent from the other members of the council, “The purpose of an economy is to 
create good families.” The power of this, in contrast to the apparent ruling orthodoxy is 
striking and hints at  the fact  that throughout society people are discouraged by the 
current trend of events. If only such common feelings constituted, explicit background 
of political agendas.

GardenWorld creates jobs that are less exportable, gives every region of the earth 
a goal, requires education and good faith, allows for human dignity, and can make the 
task of developing humanity in concert with the earth into our goal. Life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness – the legal framework was the fruit of the founding fathers. Now, 
realizing that it is how we live in relation to each other and the earth that is the task of 
this generation.
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Freeman Dyson has written

Within a  few more decades,  as  the continued exploring of  genomes gives  us 
better knowledge of the architecture of living creatures, we shall be able to design new 
species of microbes and plants according to our needs. The way will then be open for 
green technology to do more cheaply and more cleanly many of the things that gray 
technology can do, and also to do many things that gray technology has failed to do. 
Green technology could replace most of our existing chemical industries and a large 
part of our mining and manufacturing industries. Genetically engineered earthworms 
could extract common metals such as aluminum and titanium from clay, and genetically 
engineered seaweed could extract magnesium or gold from seawater. Green technology 
could also achieve more extensive recycling of waste products and worn-out machines, 
with great benefit to the environment.

An economic system based on green technology could come much closer to the 
goal  of  sustainability,  using sunlight instead of  fossil  fuels  as the primary source of 
energy.

I  say  only  that  green  technology  has  enormous  promise  for  preserving  the 
balance  of  nature  on  this  planet  as  well  as  for  relieving  human  misery.  Future 
generations of people raised from childhood with biotech toys and games will probably 
accept it more easily than we do. [vii][vii]

The current result of grey economics is a culture of production (by the Chinese) 
and consumption by anxious and debt-ridden US consumers. We have lost the time to 
enjoy what we have. “Things are in the saddle and ride mankind”, said Emerson. Just 
saying “I am not busy” now makes people feel crazy. We are addicted to saying “I am so 
busy.” It  keeps us feeling sane to say so. Which is crazy. I  think it  is a symptom of 
feeling  that  we  must  align  ourselves  with  of  eight  central  economic  corporate 
environment with its musical chairs and merry go round environment It is important 
for us humans that we develop a shift in emphasis. We need the time to reflect on what 
we are doing, and the time to collect our courage to do something about it – together.
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One of  the  aspects  of  GardenWorld  is  that  the  range  of  needed skills  –  and 
opportunities – is endless, open and available. It is a society where people make things, 
design, and appreciate.

GardenWorld is a viable alternative to a ‘globalization’ that in fact concentrates 
moneyed wealth (as contrasted with the real wealth in quality of living) and power, and 
marginalizes people who in desperation will eventually fight back. GardenWorld is an 
image of  the  future  that  all  –  rich  and poor,  male  and female,  young an old,  with 
different kinds of  bodies and minds,  can fully participate.  All  religions are at  home 
there, and science is a natural.

As we have moved toward a fragmented world, we are finding that we have 
many smart people but lots of dumb situations. I attended a town council meeting on 
water issues. A report was made by a group of four consultants on possible approaches. 
The council  asked questions.  The audience then,  having submitted cards  with their 
names, were called in order of submission. Thirteen people spoke. They did not refer to 
each other, nor did the council ask questions. The smart suggestions by citizens were 
heard, but not recorded (except on tape), and the meeting moved on ignoring most of 
what had been said.  There w s no follow up except to thongs already part  of  each 
council person’s repertoire of thinking. There was no give and take, no building on each 
other’s responses. This is not smart enough to cope with the complexities we face. As 
one citizen said in his three minutes, “we are thinking like engineers, break it into pieces 
and deal with each piece. I am a forester and have planted forests for thirty years. That 
requires thinking about everything at the same time. We are not doing that here.”

GardenWorld should support these more organic approaches to meetings and 
thinking,  and  provide  a  larger  number  of  opportunities  for  action  by  people.  I’ll 
describe more in the Purpose chapter how Jefferson made this a large part of what he 
meant by happiness- that a person should have a large number of happenings in their 
life, opportunities to bring body and soul together in experience in the community.

We  are  all  concerned,  for  ourselves,  marriages,  friendships,  and  children,  to 
handle  sexuality  well.  The idea of  the  garden enhances  human sexuality  and helps 
define  it  legitimately,  not  just  as  the  creation  of  the  next  generation,  but  as 
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multitudinous  sensuality  and  joy,  in  flowers  and  smells  and  tastes,  of  breezes  and 
shadows, moving with the seasons, supporting love rather than humiliation through 
sex. GardenWorld is more likely than asphalt world to support heath, exuberance, and 
balance between creativity and responsibility.

Vincent Scully in his great book, Architecture: the natural and manmade, said

DURING THE LATE Middle Ages, European urbanism, more or less continuous 
as an architectural environment since antiquity, took on a new burst of life. That revival 
was in large measure an Italian achievement, though its influence soon radiated, with 
its banking, to the north. Through it,  Italy not only reinvigorated the town but also 
revived  the  Classical  landscape  and  eventually  reinvented  the  garden  as  a  major 
architectural form.

Deep in the body of the city, its most important building was planted like a seed 
from  which  all  the  rest  grew  This  was  the  Baptistery,  where  nameless  souls  were 
brought, through baptism, and the Christian community that made the town. Page 183

This is the other end of the civilizational process that begins with burial. The key 
idea is generatively, uniting thought, architecture, and the life cycle. Scully raises further 
issues that show the pregnancy of the GardenWorld perspective and implications.

Indeed, all of Giotto’s great cycle in the chapel in Padua for Dante visited him in 
1306, is about human love and how it alone can atone, perhaps, for the terrible nuisance 
and living in the new cities entails: usery most of all.

Giotto’s  view  seems  clear:  In  this  new  world  of  money,  it  is  only  human 
directness, teaching love even to divinity, that can save mankind. Giotto’s view, perhaps 
fundamentally Franciscan, represents a true growth in the conception of human nature, 
seen in the challenging context of the new human environment, which is that of the 
reviving towns. [viii][viii]

St  Francis  preached  to  birds,  but  the  deeper  meaning  is  that  he  opened 
Christianity  and  later  perceptions  to  the  deep  commonalties  between  us  and  other 
species. Christianity too other paths but the significance of St. Francis’s affirmation of 
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nature has not been lost, but is subterranean, and emerges for example in children’s 
stories of talking animals. Children know animals have feelings.

That people did not recognize the emotional reality of animals lives, and their 
closeness  to  our  own,  shows  how powerfully  ideology  economically  grounded can 
pervert consciousness. It isn’t just economics of eating. There is a wonderful drawing 
from the southwest of an Indian with drawn bow and arrow pointing at a deer, and an 
umbilical cord comes out of the stomach of the deer to the ground, under the ground, 
and out of the ground at the feet of the Indian and into his umbilical cord. The whole 
totemic tradition was a way of honoring the animals we had to eat. This depth of feeling 
is lost on us moderns, except for those taking abstract revenge through animal rights.

The distance in time from St. Francis till now is rather short. Just a few thinkers 
since have had any impact on shifting perspectives, and the shifts were not “logical”. 
Thought was always a commentary on reality. It did not create it. Thought amplified or 
blocked trends, but did not create them.

Chris  Alexander,  recently  retired  as  Head  of  the  School  of  Architecture  at 
Berkeley, wrote some books in the 60’s around the theme of what he called “pattern 
language,” the approach to design of using modular settings that were know to work, 
the breakfast nook, the outdoor café. Many architects were affected by his work, but 
never  quite  knew  what  to  do  with  it.  Fortunately  Chris  kept  going.  He  became 
interested in  antique “oriental’  rugs,  and wrote  a  book Towards  the  art  of  the  21st 
century, a new look at antique Turkish rugs.. The book proposed that the early weavers 
and color makers were searching for how to weave the face of the un-representable god. 
In doing so they discovered principles of the interaction among colors, weavings, error 
and plan that created the greatest sense of liveliness.

Chris, arrived at Berkeley when I was a grad student, and we spent some time 
together,  went on to develop an approach to architecture and public space that was 
trying to be more organic. It turned out that was just the opening phase in a life work 
that came to a radical critique of the visual environment.
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Alexander developed a new perspective from that thinking and put together an 
extraordinary four volume set called The Nature of Order. The basic idea is that humans 
have a natural capacity, across cultures, to judge which photograph of two architectural 
scenes is the livelier. Chris concludes that liveliness, for good evolutionary reasons, is 
central to human capacity, and as a result what is dead, mechanical, without awareness 
brings us down. Designers should use this awareness of liveliness in all they design, in 
a continuous experimentation moving towards what stimulates this sense.

GardenWorld, with its dense textures and symmetries and asymmetries builds 
on the implications of Chris’s work. He has a website.[ix][ix]

The idea of nature is a cultural idea, and has a long history, much of it nostalgia 
for a lost past that never quite existed. From Hesiod’s Works and Days in the eight 
century BC Greek we have complaints about legal cases and the stealing of farmland. In 
Virgil, 2nd century BC Latin, we have rustics who love their place more self consciously 
than farmers probably did, but they complain of the land being taken from them. The 
history of the idea of Rural England is so complex that we have to realize that all the 
rural past was messy, and ruined by winters, wars and class struggle. There was no 
resting  place  we  can  call  really  attractive.  There  were  moments  for  farmers  and 
moments for  the owners of  great  houses.  But  all  were embedded in complex social 
relationships  which  were  destroying  what  they  had  as  they  tried  to  bask  in  the 
meditative and imposing calm they thought they had created to last and be enjoyed for 
generations of their own descendents.

That humans long for a ‘correct” relation to the natural is part of the Eden myth. 
For a very interesting elaboration of the theme of the disordered or broken connection 
to nature, George Santillana wrote Hamlet’s Mill, an exploration of the myths of “far 
away and long ago” and ancient myths, in particular that there was a mill at the north 
pole that ground out history, and got slowly became clogged with salt and broke off of 
its axis, the world being off center ever since. The physical part of this is the fact that the 
north pole does not point vertically from the plane of the earth’s movement around the 
sun, but tilted, giving rise to the seasons.
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What is  clear  is  that  the complexity of  real  society is  beyond the capacity of 
leaders to govern it – they can be a factor, another part of the flow, but not “control it 
with “decisions.”. I’ve just read a paper on rethinking the origins of WW1[x][x] where it 
is  clear  that  “leaders”  feared  each  other’s  unknowable  intents  and  had  to  act  on 
untestable actions out of their own roles and character.

Part  of  what  makes  GardenWorld  attractive  now  is  that  we  have  a  kind  of 
freedom,  a  mixture  of  democracy  and  technology,  that  makes  the  possibility  of 
GardenWorld more realizable than it ever was in the past. Of course we can learn from 
the past but without yearning nostalgically for a society of equals that never existed. 
Too much nostalgia could lead us to emotional support for a new feudalism, a division 
of  the  sophisticated  and the  workers  so  well  described  in  Vonnegut’s  novel  Player 
Piano.

There are many Internet sites that discuss aspects of GardenWorld. For example 
http://www.worldchanging.com/ Here  are  some examples  that  I  have  experienced 
personally.

On the Greek island of Hydra, the town is on a steep slope down to the port. No 
cars or motorcycles are possible, and all heavy transportation is done by donkeys, with 
donkeymen following with  scoopers  and brooms.  Each  day nearly  everyone  comes 
down to the harbor along narrow stepped and whitewashed paths between houses with 
shared walls and private courtyards. The community connections reweave among the 
people as they pass down and back up, for groceries, mail, and coffee at the edge of the 
always colorful and packed harbor.

In  Kyoto,  the  gardens  of  the  Shinto  and  Buddhist  temples  are  marvels  of 
cultivated naturalness, and the ideas are continually imported into the homes, offices 
and stores of the rest of the city. The land, the paths and the roads between and fronting 
the temples are also as attractive as the land and buildings inside the walls. The town of 
Langley on Whidbey Island Washington is working to integrate paths, development, 
theater, and merchant sustainability to a mixed purpose environment, from seaside to 
schools and residential areas actively supporting home business. There is a valley In 
India (this one I have not been to) where “progress” is measured by the increase in bio-



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !104 255

mass and the number of song birds. I am just back from a trip to Maui where the natural 
beauty forces itself on the managed landscapes and buildings. The trend among locals is 
certainly  to  help that  confrontation with more rigorous demands for  environmental 
protection, aesthetics, energy use, and landscape integrity. The confrontation becomes a 
partnership where nature suggests design solutions.

The next week I spent some time at the Huntington Library and gardens in San 
Marino south of Pasadena. Here the intent to include buildings in the natural landscape 
and to enhance the landscape with micro gardens from around the world is potentially 
a model for how all of us can treat all our buildings in their landscapes. In such a place 
the experience between the outside and inside is minimized and the interdependency 
between the two enhances the total experience. While this is partially dependent on a 
benign climate, there are examples where the inside and outside can be balanced under 
much  more  rigorous  conditions.  I  think  of  the  glass  corridors  running  between 
buildings on the level above the street level that connect the blocks in Vancouver so that 
one can move from office to restaurant to shopping to friends and home in deeply felt 
visual contact with an environment often filled with swirling snow without needing a 
coat to keep out the penetrating cold.

Another interesting place, among many, is Ashland Oregon. A small town, rather 
far from a large city, has a nearby airport in Medford. The main highway bypasses the 
town – usually a sign of economic decline. But the town is a destination because of the 
Shakespeare festival that runs for much of the year. The setting is beautiful, there is a 
great park that connects the town up the mountain with strip of park and stream. The 
restaurants  and  art  galleries  thrive,  and  most  conversations  around  town  –  simple 
overhearing – are about the plays, the actors, the staging. Any town that took Ashland 
as its model could find something to enhance back home. Not the whole success, but the 
idea of community coherence and the use of available advantages –which always exist 
in some degree.

I am sure each of us knows of yet other GardenWorld settings that help is see 
that the whole world could be like this. GardenWorld is a design idea, not a fixed set of 
codes.
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What should be clear is that our frames of reference about living and space and 
property prevent us creating villages like this in Switzerland.

GardenWorld  is  an  alternative  to  rapacious  single  machine  capitalism,  which 
Lewis Mumford called the Megamachine, Guy DeBord called it the “Spectacle”, and 
Mirowski says that we are moving towards an economy that works as a single machine. 
Much of the ground has been discussed by philosophers, historians, ecologists. I am not 
being comprehensive here, but giving a sample of the issues we will need to face.

The choice of GardenWorld is not a purely economic choice, it is not meant to be 
the  result  of  “rational  actor”  theory.  It  may turn  out  to  be  the  rational  choice,  but 
probably with a refined sense of rational, more humane. For example, landscape begins 
with feeling. When we have had troubled feelings, by contrast the landscape can be 
beautiful. We need that experience even more if life has dealt with us in tragic ways. 
Tragedy without beauty is appalling. Alain de Botton has recently described this for 
architecture.  Because of  the importance of  this  and his  mastery of  it,  I  will  quote a 
number of paragraphs.[xi][xi]

Before architecture can begin to have any perceptible impact on us, for when we 
speak of being ‘moved’ by a building, we allude to a bitter-sweet feeling of contrast 
between the noble qualities written into a structure and the sadder wider reality within 
which we know them to exist. A lump rises in our throat at the sight of beauty from an 
implicit knowledge that the happiness it hints at is the exception. 22

A prohibition against discussions of beauty in architecture was imposecd by a 
new breed of men, engineers, who had achieved professional recognition only in the 
late  eighteenth  century,  but  had  thereafter  risen  quickly  to  dominance  in  the 
construction  of  the  new  buildings  of  the  Industrial  Revolution.  Mastering  the 
technologies  of  iron  and  steel,  of  plate  glass  and  concrete,  they  drew  interest  and 
inspired awe with their bridges, railway hangars, aqueducts and docks. 46

Despite their claims to a purely scientific and reasoned approach, the relationship 
of Modernist architects to their work remained at base a romantic one: they looked to 
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architecture to support a way of life that pealed to them. Their domestic buildings were 
conceived as stage sets for actors in an idealized drama about contemporary existence.

Buildings speak- and on topics which can readily be discerned. They speak of 
democracy or aristocracy, openness or arrogance, welcome or threat, a sympathy tor the 
future or a hankering for the past.71

The advantage of shifting the focus of discussion away from the strictly ne values 
promoted by buildings is that we become able Ik about the appearance of works of 
architecture rather as we do wider debates about people, ideas and political agendas.

The notion of buildings that speak helps us to place at the very centre of our 
architectural conundrums the question of the values we want to live by – rather than 
merely of how we want things to look. 73

In both early Christianity and Islam, theologians made a claim about architecture 
likely to sound so peculiar to modern ears as to be worthy stained examination: they 
proposed that beautiful buildings had the power to improve us morally and spiritually. 
They  believed  that,  rather  pting  us,  rather  than  being  an  idle  indulgence  for  the 
decadent,  exquisite  surroundings  could  edge  us  towards  perfection.  A  beautiful 
building could reinforce our resolve to be good.

Behind  this  distinctive  claim  lay  another  astonishing  belief:  that  of  an 
equivalence between the visual and the ethical realms. Attractive architecture was held 
to be a version of goodness in a non-verbal idiom – and its ugly counterpart, a material 
version of  evil.  Thus,  a  plainly  sculpted door  handle  which pleased us  through its 
simplicity could simultaneously function as a reminder of the virtues of sobriety and 
moderation, just as the delicate setting of a pane of glass within a window frame could 
covertly  deliver  a  sermon on the theme of  gentleness.  The moral  equation between 
beauty and goodness lent to all architecture a new seriousness and importance. 117

Early theologians speculated that it might be easier to become a faithful servant, 
of God by looking than by reading. They argued that mankind could more effectively be 
shaped by architecture than by Scripture. Because we were creatures of sense, spiritual 
principles stood a better chance of fortifying our souls if we took them in via our eyes 
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rather  than via  our  intellect.  We might  learn  more  about  humility  by  gazing  at  an 
arrangement  of  tile  than  by  studying  the  Gospels,  and  more  about  the  nature  of 
kindness in a stained-glass window than in a holy book. Spending time in beautiful 
spaces, far from a self-indulgent luxury, was deemed to lie at the core in the quest to 
become an honorable person. 118

Palladio was impressed by how well Ancient Romans had managed to embody 
the ideals of  their  society in orderliness’  and he wanted his own designs :naissance 
conception of nobility. 131

It is in fact not ideals per se that we have forgone but the specific values once 
honored by prominent works of idealization. We have given up on antiquity, we have 
no reverence for mythology, and we condemn aristocratic confidence. Our ideals now 
revolve around themes of democracy, science and commerce. And yet we remain as 
committed as ever to to the project of idealization. Behind a practical façade, modern 
architecture has never ceased trying to reflect back to its audience a selective image of 
who they might be, in the hope of improving upon, and moulding, reality. 140

Cause geometry represents a victory over nature and because, despite what a 
sentimental reading might suggest, nature is in truth e. Left to its own devices, nature I, 
claw down our buildings, push wild vines through our walls and return every other 
feature of our carefully plotted geometric world to primal chaos. Nature’s way is to 
corrode, melt, soften, stain and chew on the works of man. And eventually it will win. 
Eventually  we  will  find  ourselves  too  worn  out  to  resist  its  destructive  centrifugal 
forces: we will grow weary of repairing roofs and balconies, we will long for sleep, the 
lights will dim, and the weec left to spread their cancerous tentacles unchecked over our 
libraries and shops. Our background awareness of inevitable calamity is what can make 
us especially sensitive to the beauty of a street, in which we recognise the very qualities 
on which our survival hangs. The drive towards order reveals itself as synonymous 
with the drive towards life. 180

And
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That building codes have disappeared in many cities, and the modest ordered 
but  satisfying  edifices  along  with  them,  can  be  traced  back  to  .vhich  overtook  the 
architectural profession in the marine period: a faith in a necessary connection between 
architectural greatness and originality. Over the nineteenth century, architects came to 
be rewarded according to the uniqueness of  their  work,  so that  constructing a new 
house or office in a familiar form grew no less contemptible than plagiarising a novel or 
poem.

..  apart  the carefully woven fabric  of  cities.  ‘A day never passes without our 
hearing our architects called upon to be original and to invent a new style,’ observed 
John Ruskin in 1849, bewildered by the sudden loss of visual harmony. What could be 
more harmful, he asked, than to believe that a ‘new architecture is to be invented fresh 
every time we build a  workhouse or  parish church?’  He proposed that  architecture 
should be the work of ‘one school, so that from the cottage to the palace, and from the 
chapel  to  the  basilica,  every  feature  of  the  architecture  of  the  nation  shall  be  as 
commonly current as its language or its coin’. Half a century later and in a similar vein, 
Adolf Loos appealed to architects to put aside their individual ambitions for the sake of 
collective coherence: ‘The best form is there already and no one should be afraid of 
using it, even if the basic idea for it comes from someone else. Enough of our geniuses 
and  their  originality.  Let  us  keep  on  repeating  ourselves.  Let  one  building  be  like 
another. We won’t be published in Deutsche Kunst und Dekoration and we won’t be 
made professors of applied art, but we will have served ourselves, our times, our nation 
and mankind to the best of our ability.’

Few architects have listened. A commission for a house or an office remains an 
opportunity to reconsider from first principles the design of window frame or front 
door. But an architect intent on being different may in the end prove as troubling as an 
over-imaginative pilot or doctor. However important originality may be in some fields, 
restraint and adherence to procedure emerge as the more significant virtues in a great 
many others. We rarely wish to be surprised by novelty as we round street corners. We 
require  consistency  in  our  buildings,  for  we  are  ourselves  frequently  close  to 
disorientation and frenzy. We need the discipline offered by similarity, as children need 
regular  bedtimes  and familiar,  bland foods.  2  require  that  our  environments  act  as 
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guardians  of  a  calmness  and  direction  on  which  we  have  a  precarious  hold.  The 
architects who benefit us most may be those generous enough to lay aside their claims 
to  genius  order  to  devote  themselves  to  assembling  graceful  but  predominantly 
unoriginal boxes. Architecture should have the confidence and the kindness to be a little 
boring. 183.

These  elegant  touches  remind  us  that  we  are  not  exclusively  pragmatic  or 
sensible: we are also creatures who, with no possibility of profit or power, occasionally 
carve friars out of stone angels onto walls. In order not to mock such details, we need a 
culture  confident  enough  about  its  pragmatism  and  aggression  that  it  can  also 
acknowledge the contrary demands of vulnerability and play — a that is, sufficiently 
unthreatened  by  weakness  and  decadence  as  to  allow  for  visible  celebrations  of 
tenderness. 212

When buildings speak, it is never with a single voice. Buildings are choirs rather 
than soloists217

To nothing more occult than a failure of empathy, to architects who forgot to pay 
homage to the quirks of the human mind, who allowed themselves to be seduced by a 
simplistic vision of who we might be, rather than attending to the labyrmthine reality of 
who we are. 248

The  implication  that  architectural  choice  is  soul  making goes  along with  my 
quoting from Hillman on soul and the environment. The implications for GardenWorld 
as a setting for moral action, human development across the life cycle, and a greater 
capacity for individual self-reflection should be obvious. But such obviousness is part of 
the heritage of  the 20th century we have failed to realize.  In the essay ‘And,  Some 
Remarks on Synthetic Art’ (1927) Kandinsky wrote:

The  beginning  [of  the  new  epoch]  consists  in  the  recognition  of 
interrelationships.  More  and  more,  people  will  see  that  there  exist  no  ‘specialized’ 
questions,  to  be  identified  or  solved  in  isolation,  since  in  the  end,  everything  is 
interconnected,  interdependent.  The  continuation  of  this  beginning  consists  in 
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discovering  further  interrelationships  and  exploiting  them  in  the  service  of  human 
development, the most important task of mankind.’

[xii][xii]

Simon Schama’s profound book, Landscape and Memory, brings new depth to 
the psychological, historical and artistic issues in civilizations connection to nature, and 
his reflections on the environment neared Botton’s architecture. Worth some quotes to 
get the feel. I highly recommend reading this book.[xiii][xiii]

And  if  a  child’s  vision  of  nature  can  already  be  loaded  with  complicating 
memories,  myths,  and meanings,  how much more elaborately wrought is  the frame 
through which Adult eyes survey the landscape. For although we are accustomed to 
separate nature and human perception into wo realms,  they are,  in fact,  indivisible. 
Before it can ever be a repose for the senses, landscape is the work of the mind. Its 
scenery is built up as much from strata of memory as from layers of rock. 6

The founding fathers of modern environmentalism, Henry David Thoreau and 
John  Muir,  promised  that  “in  wildness  is  the  preservation  of  the  world.  The 
presumption was that the wilderness was out there, somewhere, in the western heart of 
America,  awaiting  discovery,  and  that  it  would  be  the  antidote  for  the  poisons  of 
industrial  society.  But of course the healing wilderness was as much the product of 
culture’s craving and culture’s framing as any other garden. 7

Ansel  Adams,  who  admired  quoted  Muir,  and  did  his  best  to  translate  his 
reverence into spectacular nature-icons, explained to the director of the National Park 
Service,  in  1952,  that  he  photographed  Yosemite  in  the  way  he  did  to  sanctify  “a 
religious idea” and to “inquire of  my own soul just  what the primeval scene really 
signifies.” “In the last analysis,” he wrote, “Half Dome is just apiece of rock. . . . There is 
some deep personal distillation of spirit and concept which moulds these earthly facts 
into some transcendental emotional and spiritual experience.” 9

But  though  environmental  history  offers  some  of  the  most  original  and 
challenging history now being written, it inevitably tells the same dismal tale: of land 
taken, exploited, exhausted; of traditional cultures said to have lived in a relation of 
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sacred reverence  with  the  soil  displaced by the  reckless  individual1st,  the  capitalist 
aggressor. And while the mood of these histories is understandably penitential,  they 
differ as to when the Western fall from grace took place. For some historians it was the 
Renaissance and the scientific revolutions of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 
that doomed the earth to be treated 4 by the West as a machine that would never break, 
however hard it was used and abused.12 For Lynn White, Jr., it was the invention, in the 
seventh century A.D.,  ft  of  a  fixed-harnessed plow that  sealed the earth s  fate.  The 
“knife”  of  the  new implement  “attacked the  land”;  farming became ecological  war. 
“Formerly I man had been part of nature; now he was the exploiter of nature.”13

Once the archaic cosmology in which the whole earth was held to be sacred, and 
man but a single link in the long chain of creation, was broken, it was all over, give or 
take a few millennia. 13

At the heart of this book is the stubborn belief that this is not, in fact, the whole 
story.  The  conviction  is  not  born  from any wishful  thinking  about  our  past  or  our 
prospects.  For  what  it  is  worth,  I  unequivocally  share  the  dismay  at  the  ongoing 
degradation of  the planet,  and much of  the foreboding about the possibilities  of  its 
restoration to good health. The point of Landscape and Memory is not to contest the 
reality of this crisis. It is, rather, by revealing the richness, antiquity, and complexity of 
our landscape tradition, to show just how much we stand to lose. Instead of assuming 
the mutually exclusive character of culture and nature, I want to suggest the strength of 
the links that have bound them together. 14

So is this is a book of memories, it is not meant as a lament at the cremation of 
our lope. Rather, it is a journey through spaces and places, eyes wide open, that may 
help us keep faith with a future on this tough, lovely old planet.19

In a different spirit is Guy Debord’s book. The Society of the Spectacle, gives the 
most  radical  and  disturbing  view that  society  produces  the  spectacle,  which  is  the 
totality of images and media If something isn’t in the spectacle, it isn’t’ real. Think of 
Youtube and Flicker.. But the resulting landscape is a world of product and business, 
not of people and delight. The hint here is that GardenWorld, with its interest in human 
and  natural  cycles,  is  an  alternative  to  the  Society  of  the  Spectacle  with  Business 
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manipulation at the core. GardenWorld is not anti-business but creates the conditions 
for already existing trends, and potential new ones, to move from the periphery of the 
economy to its center.

All trends contain their opposites. De Botton writes

Modern architecture, so scorned by most of us for its over technologizing living 
was motivated by an unspoken aesthetic. “Despite their claims to a purely scientific and 
reasoned approach, the relationship of Modernist architects to their work remained at 
base a romantic one: they looked to architecture to support a way of life that appealed 
to them. Their domestic buildings were conceived as stage sets for actors in an idealized 
drama about contemporary existence.  “ then the comment.  “ If  Modernist  architects 
privately designed with beauty in mind, why did they justify their work principally in 
technological terms? Fear seems to have lain at the heart of their discretion. The end of a 
in a universal standard of beauty had created a climate in which no one style could be 
immune from criticism. …hence the attractions of a scientific language with which to 
ward off detractors and convince the wavering. “[xiv][xiv]

What strikes me here is that the building (read landscape) is treated as a stage 
set, though not for free people but for ideal types. Stuff of living was not invited into 
these austere stage sets.

An earlier American movement, following on the work of Ruskin and Morris, 
was called The Craftsman Movement, and it had a journal, The Craftsman, which laid 
out the view that we could use the fruits of industrialization (we are talking 1880’s) to 
build a new society of “architecture for a democratic society.” The typical California 
bungalow and the houses called Craftsman style, are very popular now and command 
good prices. The idea was to build simply but with flair and create inside spaces, mostly 
wood, that accepted weavings and pottery and other crafts in simple enhancement of 
the living space. The houses were always connected out to the garden, which was an 
important part of the design.

A small house looks pretty sterile. But if it rooms are mirrored out into the small 
garden spaces, planted, trellised, and with a bench or table, the whole becomes much 
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more interesting. Going further, if we want people to enjoy their life, the scene must 
support a joyful life. Right now, we hurry them towards home, the store or the movie 
theater,  and  the  designers  take  no  responsibility  for  the  spaces  they  have  to  move 
through, except as overture to their arrival home, work or store. Look at this photo from 
downtown Santa Rosa, one block from the center.

The stage set talks to us. It is full of meaning and encouragement to be, to act, to 
experience.  The  downtown  Santa  Rosa  building  is  bleak,  heavy,  threatening.  Not 
democratic or alive. The very nature of our world of expectations is being formed by 
these spaces.

Spaces like this, so common in our cities and larger towns, tend to shrink us, soul 
and spirit. Perhaps the reason people are overeating is to feel alive in the oppressive 
spaces we are forced to live in. The reason for modern architecture has been mostly 
economic,  plus  a  bit  of  romance about  new materials  as  offering freedom from old 
stodgy building styles. At first, for the founders like Corbusier the aim was to create 
more  livable  spaces  for  workers.  Having  achieved  simpler  spaces  economic 
opportunism took these  simple  spaces  into  a  mass  urban housing,  office  and retail 
space,  and government buildings.  The result  was further broad by the use of cheap 
materials  whereas  of  the  originators  of  modern architecture  is  very good ones.  The 
result is that people have to spend time in truly distressing spaces lacking texture and 
leaving the soul unstimulated.  Government buildings used to be billed as attractive 
symbols of power, and as a result the interior working spaces were quite good. With the 
emergence of nearly economic accounting work spaces became utilitarian, not in the old 
sense  of  what  gives  pleasure,  but  in  a  new  sense  of  what  is  merely  economically 
efficient.

There is an issue concerning the environment and human development, often 
phrased as the innocence and ethics of rural life vs. the corruption of the city. But there 
is a counterbalancing view that human development is increased though the sociability 
of  the city and the marketplace,  where success depends upon civility.  GardenWorld 
takes the view that human development is helped by a combination of complex social 
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relationship and closeness to nature, from small plot gardens and vegetables to remote 
wilderness.

For a clever video image of our current environment see

The garden and surrounding issues is becoming increasingly literary as well as 
pragmatic. It is cutting deep into the soul. A recent example is from the work of the 
Historian Fernandez-Armesto in his book Civilizations. It ends with

Civilization,  we  expect,  will  end  on  the  beach.  Under  the  power  station  at 
Dungeness, it looks as if it is already over. Yet Derek Jarman’s attempt to garden in this 
abominable desolation seems as heroic an act of environmental resistance as any in this 
book.  In a landscape made loveless and meaningless by man,  he restored meaning. 
From the sea, the source of life and swamp of death, he retrieved human works which 
nature had destroyed. He resurrected them. He took a place of despair and made it a 
memorial.  Derek  Jarman’s  garden  evokes  every  kind  of  reaction,  from  odium  to 
adulation. Some visitors find it pointless or sordid or menacing or louche. Some see 
only the ravages of a beachcomber’s disease—fetishism made fanatical. Some shrug at a 
junkyard. When Jarman’s partner is dead, it is hard to believe that anyone will treasure 
this  garden  or  preserve  it  as  it  ought  to  be  preserved.  Perhaps  it  does  not  matter. 
Between  the  power  station  and  the  sea—symbol  of  human  pollution  and  agent  of 
revengeful nature—the garden, it not already dead, was made to die. Yet, as with so 
many civilized works, its very vulnerability is part of what makes it a monument of 
civilization: an act of defiance of the environment, a step in an unequal struggle. After 
all  the  disillusionment^  with  which  the  history  of  civilizations  is  studded—the 
triumphs  of  savagery,  the  bloodlettings  of  barbarism,  the  reversals  of  progress,  the 
reconquests  by nature,  our  failure  to  improve—there  is  no remedy except  to  go on 
trying, and keeping civilized traditions alive. Even on the beach and in the shingle, il 
faut cultivar notre jardin.

There is the obvious. A world with six billion cannot become middle class in the 
current manifestation. The rich will try to encapsulate themselves under that pressure, 
but the world for the rest becomes ever more miserable and violent. Vonnegut’s Player 
Piano with the technical managers and the money on one side of the river, and the rest 
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of the people on the other side in grey, dim, bland dystopia. It is only a modestly bad 
version of how our future could play out.

Garden world is an image that appeals across class lines to a better world for all. 
And it’s not just material. Just as GardenWorld is full spectrum from the inner city to 
wilderness, so it  is full  spectrum in terms of human potential.  Historians talk about 
some of the great moments in history. Of course many of them are lost to us. Some of 
which we have some recording is that carried in classical Greece which produced 1000 
plays in a few decades. The less than 50 that we have available to us show that the 
talent was extraordinary and the depth of issues faced is an example of cultural courage 
in the face of the unknown. The short period that includes Shakespeare was an opening 
ports the life of the mall and that produced great works in drama in song and music. 
The small group around Niels Bohr and the creation of quantum mechanics, perhaps 
thirty people was extraordinary for a decade or two. The culture and conditions the 
support of the founding fathers when a new opportunity meets all style repression lead 
to a breakthrough.  In thinking about GardenWorld we want to think about the full 
range of human potential.

Greenwich,  Connecticut  is  early  GardenWorld  but  surrounded  by  slums. 
GardenWorld should not be an extension of income only.

Imagine a life style company. You sign up, tell  your income, and are given a 
menu of life styles. You pay, and in you go. Including everyone should be driven by 
local  considerations  to  help  parents,  prevent  crime,  cope  with  aging,  and  improve 
climate – and providing living for the people who do the work.

The  danger  is  a  little  like  what  is  happening  in  medicine,  where  high  end 
procedures are only available to the rich. It isn’t that this by itself is so bad, but that it 
skews the resources so that less is available to the more modest incomes. GardenWorld 
recognizes  the  full  range  of  human  nature,  including  the  need  for  differences  in 
generations, and the need for governance. The journey of civilization can be seen as a 
balance between terror and exploitation, but it  can also be seen, and is by me, as a 
project of unfolding human nature in its better side – and this is a choice – and as the 
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Dali Lama has said – all religions – and I include science – point to compassion and 
meaning.

[i][i] See the work of Kenneth Burke. Especially A Grammar of Motives.

[ii][ii] See Bowling Alone and other extensive literature, and the attempt to create 
The Third Great Place by that name in Seattle, Washington.

[iii][iii] From http://local.live.com

[iv][iv] There are a number of good books

[v][v] Otto Rank, Art And Artist

[vi][vi]  Jane  Jacbs  review http://www.nytimes.com/2007/09/25/arts/design/
2 5 j a c o . h t m l ?
_r=2&adxnnl=0&oref=slogin&adxnnlx=1190952504-2pFKsTryIDbAXqxLtd+47g&pagew
anted=print

[vii][vii] Dyson at http://www.nybooks.com/articles/20370

[viii][viii] Scully, Vincent, Architecture, page 183 and 188, and see

http://www.wga.hu/frames-e.html?/html/g/giotto/padova/index.html

and for the Lorenzetti see

http://gallery.euroweb.hu/html/l/lorenzet/ambrogio/governme/

and wikipedia

[ix][ix] Chris Alexander’s site is at http://www.natureoforder.com/

[x][x] Naill ferguson. ………

[xi][xi] From Alain de Botton, The Architecture of Happiness, Pantheon 2006

[xii][xii]  Quoted  at  http://www.tate.org.uk/research/tateresearch/tatepapers/
06autumn/short.htm
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[xiii][xiii] Schama, Simon: Landscape and Memory, Vintage edition 1996

[xiv][xiv] De botton, The Architecture of Happiness p 66
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i[i] From the NYT
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http://www.nytimes.com/indexes/2007/08/18/pageone/scan/index.html

 

ii[ii] The whole series is

 

Summer Rituals | Window Gazing

 

WHAT DO YOU SEE OUT THERE? NOT MUCH, EXCEPT LIFE ITSELF

 

By ANDY NEWMAN and CASSI FELDMAN

 

There are few summer sights more archetypically urban than the face glimpsed 
in an open window, gazing silently out at the street.

 

August 18, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Boldface Barbecue

 

A HAMPTONS BARBECUE, AGLOW WITH STAR POWER

 

By ERIC KONIGSBERG
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In Southampton, N.Y., high-profile guests are part of the quintessential summer 
barbecue.

 

August 11, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Blacktop Beach

 

IN TANNING CIRCLES, THE ROOF IS BECOMING HISTORY

 

By LESLIE KAUFMAN

 

As long as there have been sun worshipers in search of the perfect tan in the city, 
there have been the rooftop beaches of Manhattan.

 

August 4, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Playing With Tiles

 

THE SLAP AND CLACK OF THE DOMINO EFFECT IN THE BRONX

 

By DAVID GONZALEZ
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Every morning on East 142nd Street, some longtime friends play what is perhaps 
the oldest established permanent floating domino game in Nueva York.

 

July 28, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Shakespeare in the Suburbs

 

WELL WEST OF BROADWAY, THE STAGE IS THEIR WORLD

 

By CAMPBELL ROBERTSON

 

Central New Jersey is swarming with community theaters, and summer stocks 
offer lively showcases for the region?s amateur actors.

 

July 21, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Under the Boardwalk

 

KEEPING PEACE ON CONEY ISLAND?S SALTY PLANKS

 

By MICHAEL WILSON
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Anyone who has  spent  time at  Coney Island?s  boardwalk will  say there  has 
always been an awful lot more than walking going on there.

 

July 14, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Endangered Bonackers

 

FISHING FADES WHERE ALL THAT GLITTERS IS SEA

 

By COREY KILGANNON

 

Government  restrictions,  imported  fish  and  summer  residents  threaten  a 
tradition in the Hamptons.

 

July 7, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Bath Time

 

FINDING BLISS IN A TUB OF FIZZY WATER

 

By LISA W. FODERARO
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At the Roosevelt Baths and Spa, visitors enjoy the fizzy joys of mineral bathing at 
the area?s last remaining bathhouse.

 

June 30, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Tacos and Huaraches

 

STUFFING TORTILLAS AND PARKGOERS, DAWN TO DUSK

 

By FERNANDA SANTOS

 

On summer weekends for the past 16 years, Margarita Hern?ndez has prepared 
authentic Mexican fare for visitors to Brooklyn?s Red Hook Park.

 

June 23, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Into the Woods

 

AT CAMP, CONQUERING FEARS AND HEARING CHEERS

 

By TINA KELLEY
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Since the early 1970s, when environmental education began to take root, schools 
have been sending students into the woods to learn about nature ? and themselves.

 

June 16, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | The Veteran Caddies

 

FROM HARLEM, BEARING CLUBS AND WISDOM FOR GOLFERS

 

By COREY KILGANNON

 

Three aging caddies who used to carry clubs for top golf pros now live in Harlem 
and ply their trade at some of the region?s most prestigious courses.

 

June 9, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Asphalt Dreams

 

FIELD IS PAVED, GLOVES ARE BORROWED, SPIRIT IS REAL

 

By TRYMAINE LEE
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A patch of West Harlem asphalt is home to a baseball team that is as much a 
social experiment as it is boys at play.

 

June 2, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

Summer Rituals | Waking the Houses

 

FOR PLUMBERS, A RUSH BEFORE TOES REACH THE SAND

 

By ELLEN BARRY

 

Summer on Fire Island starts with a hyperventilating scramble to prepare houses 
for seasonal residents.

 

May 26, 2007 N.Y. / Region Series

 

iii[iii] There is a growing literature also on human as Asian and the environment. 
But  it  is  a  mixed story.  Just  as  the  Internet  could be  an estimate  of  repression and 
control,  or  it  could be an instrument of  liberation and expression,  so architecture is 
double  edged.  There  is  a  wonderful  Chinese  saying,  “  everything has  to  handles  –
beware of the wrong one. “
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iv[iv] Hillman wrote extensively he nature of the human soul and iss tstion into 
thieved and perienced environme. See…

 

v[v]Freeman Dyson at http://www.nybooks.com/articles/20370> and see

 

http://www.mongabay.com/external/glowing_fish.htm about tropicaal fish.

 

vi[vi] http://www.oilendgame.com/

 

vii[vii]John Archer. _Architecture and Suburbia: From English Villa to American 
Dream House, 1690-2000_. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2005.  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GardenWorld Politics  Chapter 5. History

Douglass Carmichael

revision September 24 , 2014

 

He whose vision cannot cover

History’s three thousand years,

Must in outer darkness hover,

Live within the day’s frontiers.[i]

Epigraph to Erich Neumann’s The Origins and History of Consciousness.

_______________________________

 

Americans, and most of the rest of us, are not strong on history. Meaning always 
has seemed immediate and the past just old clothes and black and white movies, and 
other oldish  technologies – if  they had any.

As I edit this now, the UN climate conference is making little progress, Ebola is 
threatening  millions,  which,  along  with  ISIS    serves  well  to  distract  us  from  the 
problems of inequality and economic fear.

We really have gotten it wrong.  Badly.  In the post World War II  generation the 
cold-war and avoiding nuclear attack was they key issue.  It turns out that   the larger 
event  was  the  breakup of  colonial  empires,  and the  big  event  post  WW2 was  that 
breakup and the emergence of new countries  with borders often  imposed by us, with 
three fifths  of the world’s population. In the intervening years we have treated those 
countries badly, supporting local elites that robbed their own people – not just of cash 
but of oil, forrest, land and culture.  We let commercial interests dominate the world 
culture and, of course, our own- and it was really stupid. The US is in decline, no doubt 
about it. Education, health, inequality, military costs,   jailed has the rich do not let a 
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week go by without purchasing a new house, hey Lou swimming pool, a Picasso, a new 
jet,  or  a  New mistress.  We are  a  failing civilization.     I  say this  so directly  up front 
because we need to understand this history and why it is that GardenWorld offers a 
plausible, maybe most plausible, direction for any kind of dignified renewal.

Garrison  Keilor,  of  Prairie  Home  Companion,  wrote  a  review  of  a  book  on 
George Gershwin.  It  shows how a good history tells  a  story that  makes everything 
cohere. It is not “the truth”, but it helps.

Way back in the ’20s, with the advent of radio came an intimate style of singing that 
addressed a single listener in the dark, and with it a style of song, syncopated, swinging, capable 
of verbal play and subtle tones and colors. American vernacular poetry. It shoved out the stale 
cream-puff operettas of Herbert and Friml and the madcap yowza-yowza-yowza vaudeville revue 
and took over the Broadway theater and the movies and reigned supreme until Fred and Frank 
and Bing got too old to be romantic and then rock ’n’ roll came in. That period, embalmed as the 
Golden  Age  of  American  Song,  has  been  saluted  and  high-faluted  in  books  and  wept  over 
repeatedly, but “The House That George Built” is a big rich stew of an homage that makes you 
want to listen to Gershwin and Berlin and Porter and Arlen all over again.

I’d  like  to  try  that  for  a  historyof  humans  inhabiting  the  world    that  makes 
GardenWorld seem plausible, even inevitable – if we make good choices. The choice 
between GardenWorld or a blade runner nightmare has lots to do with law – the rules 
of the game and much of the relevant history is about law. The law should be a good 
summary of what the community desires that is not naturally occurring(otherwise no 
need for law at all), and people accommodate to the laws. The law then is in that grey 
area between expectations  and resistance.  This  GardenWorld history needs to  make 
clear in what way and in what dimensions of life and the mind and community need to 
move to get to GardenWorld. Since I have said GW is a preferred way to live, it would 
then happen without laws if nothing was in the way. What is in the way is a system of 
power, elites, corruption, greed using technology and finance to obtain its ends – not 
our ends. That is, the history of empire and conquest, expansion – and defeat.

When most people think about the history of economics they think of let’s say 
the Renaissance forward or even from the 19th century and industrialization.
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I think this is a wrong approach. Economics, having to do with husbanding the 
earth for human good, has a very long history and is better comparable to archaeology 
than to European history of the 20th century.

If we focus only on recent history, say from industrialization, we focus on the 
society whose built  in  assumptions we tend to carry forward as  if  they are  part  of 
nature. Real economic history shows that it is, as part of the infrastructure of society, 
rather conservative, Since We are thinking that the current economy is broken, we have 
to go outside of it’s own box if we are to see real solutions.

One of the things we might discover from that longer archaeological perspective, 
is that all economics, eco-nomos, Is about the practicalities of daily living in our society 
can organize itself to relate to the earth in a meaningful way. This perspective might 
make us more tolerant of half measures and muddling through since it is the path of 
history except when a totalitarian path is taken and fails miserably.

We like to think that democratic principles have emerged from an authoritarian 
past and are a secure part of our future, despite bumps in the road. The alternative view 
is  that  the  authoritarian  structures  of  the  monarchies  were  weakened,  under  the 
pressure  of  commerce,  creating  new realms of  freedom,  especially  in  the  cities  and 
among craftsmen and tradesmen. But the commerce side, originally exemplifying that 
freedom, as  it  became more dominant  in the society of  the 19th and 20th centuries 
reestablished, through the structure of corporations and cooperation with government 
officials,  has recreated the authoritarian world of  powerful  hierarchies,  with limited 
freedom of the press,  because of the quasi corporate control,  and lost representative 
government because “representation” follows the limited sources of money.

In the beginning,  when the cities and commerce were new this re-creation of 
authoritarian hierarchies was not at all obvious. The point is that the democratic and 
republican impulses from the renaissance until today depended upon a very rich mix of 
institutions in partial balance with each other. Democracy is in danger of having been a 
mere phase as the institutional nexus draws tighter in a larger history whose “phase 
shifts” are more obvious now. The republic – the public thing – res publica – is being 
privatized.
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It  is  not  necessary  to  look  at  history,  but  I  think  it  strengthens  us  by 
understanding what  a  house  of  cards  our  legal  institutions  are  built  on.  Part  of  an 
understanding of  human nature in relation to society comprehends how a house of 
cards is the only way to build a society. Our current legal system is the articulation of 
ideas coming out of human experience which come out of the biological body and its 
relationship to its circumstances. So I’m not arguing that because it is a house of cards 
the trick should come down. I am arguing that there is no other way and that we need 
to think what kind of house of cards we want, what kinds of relationships and laws and 
regulations.  “Law”,  despite  its  confusion  with  things  like  “laws  of  physics”,  is 
articulated out of mere experience in the process of history, and does not rest on any 
bedrock outside of that experience. The slippery slope from the hard fact of nature to 
the articulation of human law passes through the dominant institutional interests of 
each era.

So in that spirit let’s take a look at some of the history – our history. It is always 
hard when “looking at history” to know where to begin, since every beginning has a 
before, and in fact here are multiple narratives – and more will e constructed in the 
future – about how we got here, where we are, what can happen. Reading history well 
means having the imagination to feel how other people saw the world and had rather 
different thoughts about what it was and their place in it. We are ignorant of much of 
the past so we can never get this completely correct. But we are also ignorant about the 
present and history shows that no people fully understood their own time. Yet many 
came  close.  For  example  many  saw  WWII  coming  a  decade  early,  not  just  as  gut 
intuition,  but  after  a  full  and detailed analysis  of  what  could be  known.  There  are 
probably more people now, a larger percentage of the population, that have a good 
sense of where we are going, than ever before in the full population. The problem is our 
leadership either does not share those perspectives, because they are so caught up in 
managing the economy, or afraid to act, for fear of being pushed off the merry-go-round 
of power and action and rewards. We could say we have never had more smart people 
and mor dumb situations. Make use of how we have made sense is eluding us.
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Our history is full of pain and struggle. From earliest times, from what we know, 
humans were organized into groups by the powerful to compete for territory, which 
meant food, and the protection of family life.

Actually this standard story is being modified by archeology and anthropology. 
It looks like early hunter-gatheres were quite successful, and added to the routines of 
living concern for the dead, leading to burial, and creating memorials to them, piling up 
stones and paying atention to surrounding plants while cultivating the burial grounds. 
It  seems that early plant and animal cultiavation was in the service of sacrifice and 
memorialization, not as sources of food. But as the burial places morphed into small 
“cities”  of  the  dead and the  gardens  into  food cultivation,  the  emergent  possibility 
happened – increasing population and demand for  control  of  the process as  hunter 
gatehring moved to cultivation stoarage and distribution. That civilization developed 
out of  ritual  and collecting bright shiny things,  rather than driven by necessity is  a 
change from the standard story that is important for GardenWorld thinking because we 
see that the human was not constrained by food deprivation, but that civilizing and 
population concentration led to the need for management of the system of the seasons. 
Were we hungry, or ritualizes? Tells us something about what we might be doing now.

As population increased, because we were a successful species in a new sense – 
power  rather  than  aesthetics,  the  struggles  intensified  and  tribes  became  empires. 
“Culture” provided the tools to allow for larger organization. Language, mathematics, 
organization, infrastructure systems and elites, and war. Much of this can be seen as the 
organization of the material world in place of relationships is central and the focus on 
the material can itself be seen as part of the ideology of control. Against this background 
of war and authority people had to lead their lives. In Europe, very approximately 900 
to 1400, this led to a struggle between the larger church centered amalgamation of small 
states  known  as  The  Holy  Roman  Empire  and  the  emerging  monarchs,  both  sides 
claiming  authority  from god.  The  war  and  carnage  was  extraordinary,  but  nothing 
compared to the earlier wars before the time of Christ between large civilizations. Let’s 
look at a few crucial moments in that history.

In the clash of empires personal life was pretty miserable. Natural forces such as 
floods and droughts were bad enough but the armies of hundreds of thousands arriving 
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unannounced over the horizon wa much worse. Early Christianity organized among 
those  marginalized  by  those  struggles.  At  the  same  time  the  Roman  Empire  was 
reaching its limits of war and taxation. The emperor Constantine tried to fill the gap in a 
emotional commitment to the empire by making Christianity the preferred state religion 
in 313 and a formalized by Theodosius in 391. As power and authority reorganized 
itself the emergence of the Roman Empire and their followers once again marginalized 
many in the Middle East. It was among these that Mohammed organized. Christianity 
today is still part of the organizing culture of “The West” and Islam organizes the many 
marginalized  by  lack  dignity,  the  result  of  some  combination  of  economics,  life 
expectations,  loss  of  meaning  and  lack  of  justice,  all  profoundly  enhanced  by 
colonialism and the continuing and expanding pressure from “the west”, pressure on 
their lives. For those marginalized there is a strong appeal of a belief system that puts 
one’s personal relationship to the god of the universe in the context of a social system 
which puts some form of justice in the forefront and in the control of community voices. 
The implications of this for current politics and policy should be obvious. Christianity, 
by contrast,  tends to portray itself  as the religion of the winners,  which with Jesus’ 
“Render unto Caesar.” The church’s tolerance for economy and empire was in the full 
sense “established”.

I’m not going to attempt a full review of the history that determines the quality 
of our own age and predicament and opportunities. There are some powerful examples 
of such history. I think of the multi volumes by Hobsbawm, taking the past and since 
the renaissance century by century, or the explorations of Emanuel Wallerstine on “the 
world system”, the detailed explorations of political history by Eric Vogelin, or Pocock’s 
history of complex European thinking about the nature of republics and its impact on 
American  political  institutions.  Books  like  Jared  Diamond’s  Collapse  and  Chalmers 
Johnson’s  Nemesis  bring  the  story  up  to  date  in  some  very  important  aspects.  I’ll 
mention them again, and some others, towards the end of the chapter.

But there are a few narratives about how we got here I find very helpful.

Post WW 2
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The first is something like this: after WW2 the US was in a favored position, and 
the US economy grew easily,  on balance,  compared with other periods and nations. 
Anything that could be built, any business started, any idea developed, led to success. 
Bargains were made with unions, the GI bill was backed by the need for a new class of 
managers  to  coordiante  the  increased industrial  production of  “goods” (treacherous 
word), and we became acustomed to this curve of rising expectations as though it was 
“American” and part of our character, not something time bound. When the curve of 
rising started to slow as other economies started recovering productive power, a gap 
emerged between increasing expectations and real payout of the economy. This set up 
conditions for a struggle as actual profits started decreasing. Ronald Reagan’s coming 
into office by firing all the air traffic controllers to drive down pay and pensions, was 
one of the most visible parts of a complex process of keeping profit up by driving costs 
down. The politics and rhetoric of the era, including the student movement of the sixties 
(post  education  expectations  were  shifting),  and  the  Vietnam  War  (to  maintain  the 
appearance of Empire), can be seen as aspects of managing the emerging gap to appear 
as if it didn’t exist. A simple graph shows the problem.

!

 

Managing  that  gap  has  dominated,  and  still  dominates,  our  politics  and 
explanation mongering.
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But our tendency is  to  look for  full  explanations in this  time frame.  Another 
perspective,  which I  find very helpful,  says that this curve is an inevitable result  of 
much larger and long term forces.

The long cycle.

Over the years I  have scanned writing about the fall  of  rome, the rise of  the 
feudal estates, the rise of the city states, the age of exploration, and so on. I am sure you 
have all some path across this detailed landscape of our economic past. Braudel’s work 
on the rise of commerce in the Meditaeranean was one overwhelming pice of this, and 
some  coherence  came  through  books  like  McNeil’s  The  Rise  of  the  West.  Bit  most 
helpful  has  been Arrighi’s  The  Long Twentieth  Century.  Strage name becaise  the  real 
sweep of his narative starts in the 13th century. It goes like this.

▪ The italian city states in the 1300’s had craft production that began 
to make significant profit. Local business leaders did the obvious: the reinvented 
this money back into new production facilities. But they soon discovered that 
building anew factory to make more of the same kind of pottery forced priced 
dow n as the new pots entered the already saturated market.

▪ The  solution  was  obvious.  Move  that  money  to  place  far  away 
where new factories could create new markets.

▪ After a long series of fits and starts the major destination of that 
“profit” was Holland and the newly emerging world trade. See the novel The 
Thousand Autums of Jacob De Zoet by David Mitchel for a wonderful emersion)

▪ As profits  were  reinvested  in  more  shipping  there  came a  pont 
where  the  increased  fleet  competed  with  itself  driving  down  profit  and 
increasing costs.

▪ The move was for bankers (fo that is what leading money people 
had become) moved excess profit to England just as the Industrial revolution was 
emerging “full steam” so to speak.
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▪ In each case the withdrawal of money led to a local collapse of the 
relevant  industry  (craft  manufacture,  ship  building,  warehousing,  and 
commerce) as, in all things (see Soros on reflexivity) people over react.

▪ The pattern repeats  in England as  markets  become saturated (at 
low wages people had low purchasing power), and strafing in the 1800’s excess 
British profit started moving the the US.

▪ And now, with the US saturated and in decline, money is moving 
to the third world, mostly to China, which is now in the ascendancy.

A major question is, if this cycle holds and doesn’t break apart (in the usual wars 
that accompany these shifts) where to after china? Does globalization into one world 
dominated by a world elite become the target of that investment? A cartton makes the 
point.

!

What is important is to see that the cycle the US has been in is a near inevitable 
part  of  a  much  larger  narrative,  so  the  politics  of  blame  and  the  politics  of  lame 
solutions is nearly worthless.

 

Note how easily history becomes the history of economics.
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I will  pick out a few themes for exploration about issues I  think can help us 
understand the prospects for GardenWorld.

While economies were developing through increased trade and manufacturing, 
broader social philosophy was also hobbling along, but a few social thinkers had a huge 
impact – not because of the logic of what they wrote, but because of its timeliness in 
providing ideology for changes taking place, and needing justification.

We live in tensions now between deeply divergent views of human life that were 
being  worked  out  by  philosophers  who  also  held  court  and  ambassadorial 
responsibilities. Parliaments and the press played a role in sorting out what seemed to 
fit seemliness and power. Hobbes, having his impact on England of the 16th century, 
and arguing for Kingship, said that life was a struggle of each against each, and only 
total loyalty to an all powerful king could prevent us from killing each other. Locke, a 
century later, argued for private property, and that each person owned themselves), to 
argue against kings and tyranny. Rousseau said that laws and culture led humans away 
from their natural sate of ease in nature, where each could provide for self by simple 
grazing and gathering.

They all failed to imagine what we now know: that human life emerged from 
community life, as seen from the field studies of great apes (and many other species), 
comparative cultures and anthropology, and the work of historians such as Toynbee 
who taught us that civilizations came and went, and that most on his list were unknown 
to most of us. The elaborate technologies of dress of recently discovered frozen remains 
of the A stone age hunter have certainly nuanced our old view of ancient people as 
insensitive brutes. No brute apes, but refined sensibility. The idea of “Individual” is not 
a brute fact, but a long result of culture – and perhaps mostly in a Western one at that. 
The  “individual”  is  an  idea  worth  defending,  but  not  at  the  cost  of  making  the 
individual a fact before the existence of society. GardenWorld certainly needs to explore 
the full range of possibilities in the social-individual mix as we experiment with land 
use roles, and investment

Through the centuries since the fall of the Roman Empire only a few thinkers 
seem to have had a significant impact on our image of ourselves. Those few writers 
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created books, or pamphlets which expressed the spirit of their age in such a way that, 
when read by the opinion makers of the times, what they wrote seemed so “correct” 
that the language and ideas were embraced and absorbed the way the attraction of love 
leads  to  the  fact  of  pregnancy  without  much critical  thinking.  That  alone  does  not 
disqualify the results, but does suggest that a new look from the perspectives of new 
problems is always worthwhile.

In  the  feudal  period  and  middle  ages,  intimately  overseen,  guided,  and 
influenced, by the Catholic Church, it was considered that, despite obvious differences 
of  social  position,  humans  had  equality  with  each  other  by  virtue  of  their  shared 
connection  with  god.  This  has  been  called  the  “status”  theory,  where  one’s  place, 
(though not  an equal  place),  was part  of  the whole experienced world under god’s 
dominion.  Under the pressure of  increasing population,  and the replacement  of  the 
pervasive presence of the church by more territorially oriented Kings, forced society to 
lose that sense of oneness of self with the universe mediated throughout the community 
by the church. These new nation states divided up the old empire and claimed authority 
over those who lived in the controllable terrain. People,  especially those around the 
Kings’ courts, or who lived in the commercial towns, lost the felt connection to god. But 
as individuals, as members of a new nation doing business with each other, they gained 
status through this activity. The awareness of society as the center of life replaced the 
awareness of god and the universe as city lights and bustle increased, and the night sky 
faded.

In political theory this emerged as the “contract”, as opposed to “status”, view of 
what a human being was. Nature, the God, and the universe, working together and felt 
to be the world lived in, gave way to legalized forms of interaction with each other and 
the sense that one’s identity was tied up with socially constructed interactions. Nature 
moved into the background in experience. The human society moved then from being 
felt as a coherent field under the guidance of a just god to a field of social conflict where 
individuals  submitted to law. The theory – an obvious idealization – was that  each 
contracted with each other to avoid damage to what became called “self and property”. 
It is the long-term consequences of this shift away from nature that GardenWorld seeks 
to revisit.



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !139 255

As the nations were emerging as a plausibly boundable territory, Kings and the 
Pope hired Europe’s best lawyers to argue for their form of sovereignty, and the slowly 
evolving legal and ideological struggle has done much to define our own national and 
legal culture.

New  careers  opened  for  some  of  those  in  a  good  position  to  create  usable 
language to justify power. One of the earliest of these (I am sorry these names are not 
better known to us, given how important their thought is) Jean Bodin, proposed that the 
world was a complex historical process involving spirit, politics and technology.[ii] He 
was a lawyer and in the French parliament and wrote during the reign of Henry IV. His 
work was embraced by the monarchial system throughout Europe, and set the scene for 
later struggles. First was his concept of “sovereignty”.

Think of the emotional power, the evocative loading, the word still has. It simply 
comes from sous-reign, the top guy. Bodin expressed this in a series of interconnected 
thoughts,  writing in 1576 in his The Six Books Of The Republic.  No mention of the 
church, and little about god, who is reduced to “god or nature.” Our own founding 
fathers based the Constitution and its framework of “republicanism”, on this kind of 
thinking and it is just one of the many concepts in evocative use today that has a long 
history. The King, Bodin wrote, was “sovereign” by divine or natural law and subject to 
these alone. The actual messy politics and struggles of force and persuasion then let one 
person emerge to  be  the  most  powerful  among men and women is  ignored.  Bodin 
called  this  attempt  at  a  comfortable  arrangement  “perpetual  and  indivisible”. 
Supporting the new felt power of the individual in contrast to the state power, Bodin 
asserted that the king’s power worked only in the public “realm”, not the private (by 
which he meant family,  not property).  He asserted (for there is little argument with 
other ideas) that sovereignty was not property and could not be separated from the king 
by any one’s actions. There is so much by way of implication in these few thoughts, and 
they bind us still, for good, and ill. Note in particular the three confusions in the source 
of law nature, god, and society.

Bodin laid out the idea of a politics that assumed god and the spiritual life, but 
saw the  various  religions  as  the  “many faces”.  By taking this  approach he  actually 
weakened the hold of religion and increased the power of the new nation state. He was 
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a  lawyer  in  the  French  Bureucracy  when  the  consolidation  under  Henry  IV  was 
emerging, and needed legal language beyond the church to hold together authority, 
bureaucracy,  wealth and citizens.  This  leads to  a  centralized state  and titled wealth 
given  by  the  king  for  service,  while  leaving  room  for  the  new  merchants  and  the 
emerging laws of contracts to operate in the context of court and war.

For us moderns “1567” sounds like a very long time ago. My impression is that 
our images of that time do not do justice to the complexity, the modernism, and the 
brilliance of the people and the complexity of politics and events. Bodin was writing 
about 50 years after Machiavelli. Machiavelli had described the practical arrangements 
needed for the prince (based in the city state and prior to the rise of the Kings). Bodin 
created language of justification for the new arrangements, basically the state without 
the church.

In Europe, one view goes, the fall of the Roman Empire left behind small towns 
that  had  been  used  as  tax  gathering  and  military  outposts.  The  buildings  and 
equipment became the source of capital for the development of local crafts and trade. 
The  result  for  Europe  was  the  rise  of  a  class  of  people  in  small  towns  that  were 
independent of the feudal structures and remained relatively independent with the rise 
to power of the new Kings. They were able to maintain legally some rights and identity 
in their property. The result has been tension between large property owners and the 
state ever since. The rest of the world seems not to have gone in this direction. In China, 
for  example,  large  property  was  always  in  the  hands  of  the  ruling  family  and 
distributed as prizes in war and service. The consequences for the west of separating 
some private property from the king are powerful, giving rise to a new kind of freedom 
to  operate  commercially  somewhat  independently  of  the  state  bureaucracy.  The 
increasing  harmony  between  corporations  and  state,  by  eliminating  their  conflicts, 
decreases the freedom in the interstices for the rest of us.

Bodin  explicitly  wanted  to  create  a  new  political  theory  for  the  nation  that 
replaced what Aristotle had done legitimating the ‘polis’, the Greek city state. What is 
important for us is that he provided a rationale for a much larger political unit that was 
both  coherent  and  that  had  classical  roots  giving  it  the  appearance  of  historical 
continuity. Along the way he simply left out the place of any church in participation in 
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the public realm. In this way he was creating the possibilities of  the modern at  the 
political  level.  He  avoided  and  probably  did  not  know  of  the  extensive  medieval 
literature and so he wrote of the world as he saw it, mostly from the new Mediterranean 
urban centers of commerce and power. These were becoming modern at the same time 
the smaller towns and provinces remained distinctly medieval . Within 100 years the 
modernist impulse of invention and commerce had shifted to the Atlantic, which makes 
Bodin’s  late  renaissance  culture  seeing  less  important,  and  so  is  less  known to  us, 
despite  the  impact  on  real  institutions.  His  views,  adopted  by  power,  led  to  the 
foundation of the class of nations in their struggles for empire to get the resources to 
fuel, feed and ornament the civilizational centralized state..

Parallels to our own time are obvious. Much of current politics in the U.S. can be 
seen as the contrast between those who have absorbed the new economy after world 
war II and with bubble filled growth through the nineties, and those who haven’t really 
participate. A look at the voting map after the 2006 election showed that every state had 
its  blue  cities  based  on  the  viability  of  the  new  globalizing  and  technology  based 
economy. The old centers, many of the new suburbs, and rural areas in all states had not 
yet  accommodated  to  that  influence  and  have  remained  hostile  to  these 
“developments”. I described this in more detail in Chapter 3.

Bodin  located  his  broad  sweep  of  the  history  in  a  view  that  humanity  was 
divided through space and time into climates, and epochs. The result, he said, was a 
general movement from the religion preoccupations of early societies, to the political 
preoccupation  of  the  middle  societies  of  his  period,  and the  coming  concerns  with 
matter and invention – including wars – that would typify the next and perhaps, as he 
thought, last phase of history. Some of you might notice the comparison with Francis 
Fukuyama’s 1997 book, The End Of History.

 

A contemporary writer, Michael Schudson’s book, The Good Citizen: A History 
of American Civic Life (1998), gives an analysis rather similar in structure to Bodin’s.

Another way to characterize the past three hundred years of political change is to 
say  that  the  type  of  authority  by  which  society  is  governed  shifted  from  personal 
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authority (gentlemen) to interpersonal authority (parties, coalitions, and majorities), to 
impersonal  authority  (science,  expertise,  legal  rights,  and  information)  .  .  .  The 
geographical  center  of  politics  has  shifted  from the  countryside  to  the  cities  to  the 
suburbs  and  perhaps,  today,  to  “technoburbs,”  “postsuburbs,”  or  “edge  cities,”  or 
whatever we name our newer habitations. Correspondingly, the kind of knowledge a 
good citizen requires has changed: in an age of gentlemen, the citizen’s relatively rare 
entrances into public discussion or controversy could be guided by his knowledge of 
social position; in the era of rule by majorities, the citizen’s voting could be led by the 
enthusiasm and rhetoric of parties and their most active partisans; in the era of expertise 
and bureaucracies, the citizens had increasingly to learn to trust their own canvass of 
newspapers, interest groups, parties, and other sources of knowledge, only occasionally 
supported by the  immediacy of  human contact;  and in  the  emerging age  of  rights, 
citizens  learn  to  catalog  what  entitlements  they  may  have  and  what  forms  of 
victimization they may knowingly or unknowingly have experienced. 37

So history still unfolds in three phases, like Bodin, but Bodin’s first phase, the 
religious, is left out, and the second divided in two. Seeing history as unfolding in three 
phases is so common in history writing, it almost has the quality of a Jungian archetype

The fate of the religious is a major part of the story we post-religious (we think) 
moderns need to be more aware of, because our political categories are derived from 
theology. For example hour felt integrity of the individual with a conscience, and the 
cohesive  identity  of  the  community  through  holding  shared  symbols  is  a  complex 
cultural  achievement  emerging  out  of  Greek  stoic  humanism and the  spiritualizing 
ethos of the church. Ignorance of hidden assumptions and their psychological power 
makes  it  difficult  for  us  to  understand  the  power,  and  weaknesses,  of  our  current 
political  vocabulary.  The  consequence  is  our  current  impotence  in  the  face  of  large 
issues.

The philosophical frameworks that followed Bodin, are, from a modern point of 
view if we care to look, full of logical holes, avoiding what we now know of history and 
anthropology.  Yet  these  ideas  had  a  powerful  effect  on  European  and  American 
thinking.  Although each generation of  thinkers seems to have dropped more of  the 
assumptions than they added, as Schudsen demonstrates, the result is a thinned out 
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alphabet soup of broken concepts. It is part of our problem with governance now that 
few remember – and many never knew – where the principles of “life, liberty and the 
pursuit  of  happiness”  came from.  What  they  mean by  these  words?  And why did 
Jefferson substitute “happiness” for “property” in the standard phrase of the time? For 
example the struggles in England to limit the power of the King led Locke to develop a 
theory  of  private  property  that  put  private  property  against  the  king.  He  was  not 
concerned  about  protecting  property  of  the  rich  against  the  core.  Most  economic 
conservatives like the private property conclusions – but fail to recall for us how much 
Locke was trying to limit the authority of the king and asserted that “property” should 
be taken “without hurting others.”

Locke is so central to the thinking of the Founding Fathers and the whole sense 
of  the  constitution  that  expresses  the  legal  theory  of  the  state,  that  I  will  do  some 
extensive quoting to bring you into the mindset on which our current legal structure 
tantalizingly rests.

In the process of writing GardenWorld Politics (It’s where we really want to go so 
why aren’t we using our wealth and resources to get there?) I found myself needing to 
better understand our political vocabulary. It has led me to look at original sources and I 
want to share some surprising findings.The first, the thoughts of the Adam Smith about 
corporations, I have already quoted in the Preface, but I’ll repeat here.., adding to start,

The  proposal  of  any  new law or  regulation  which  comes  from [businessmen],  ought 
always to be listened to with great precaution, and ought never to be adopted till after having 
been  long  and  carefully  examined,  not  only  with  the  most  scrupulous,  but  with  the  most 
suspicious attention. It comes from an order of men, whose interest is never exactly the same 
with that of the public, who have generally an interest to deceive and even to oppress the public, 
and who accordingly have, upon many occasions, both deceived and oppressed it.

–Adam Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Cause of the Wealth of Nations, 
vol. 1, pt. xi, p.10 (at the conclusion of the chapter)(1776)

We all hear about ‘free market capitalism” as the essence of freedom. I knew from 
writers  like  Keith  Hart  (Money in  an  Unequal  World)  that  markets,  which are  free 
exchanges, and capitalism, which is market control, are opposed principles. Forcing us 
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to talk about free markets, as if that is what the progressives are complaining about, let’s 
capitalism off the hook. Part of the reason that capitalism is so powerful as a control 
mechanism  is  because  of  its  ability  to  use  corporations.  I  wanted  to  see  what  for 
example Adam Smith in the Wealth Of Nations might have to say about capitalism. I 
ran a search on the text version and found 12 references. To my surprise every one of 
them was critical of the corporate idea. Here are some examples

(These quotes are all from searching for “corporation” in the etext of The Wealth 
of Nations at

http://etext.virginia.edu/toc/modeng/public/SmiWeal.html) Spelling from the 
original.

The exclusive privileges of corporations, statutes of apprenticeship, and all those 
laws which restrain, in particular employments, the competition to a smaller number 
than might otherwise go into them, have the same tendency, though in a less degree. 
They are a sort of enlarged monopolies, and may frequently, for ages together, and in 
whole  classes  of  employments,  keep up the market  price  of  particular  commodities 
above the natural price, and maintain both the wages of the labour and the profits of the 
stock employed about them somewhat above their natural rate.

(to see the full set of quotes, return to the preface)

It is amazing to me that while it’s obvious why those people dependent upon 
this economy don’t look for this kind of criticism from Smith as their ideological father, 
while those who are critical have not made more of what Smith actually says. The point 
for us it is that the corporations actually undermine markets. Corporations were created 
by  the  state  through  a  chartering  system  that  gave  privilege  in  exchange  for 
responsibility for a limited time period of, say 20 years. The undermining of this social 
contract, the abandoning of the corporate charter reciprocity, will turn out to be, I think, 
seen as one of the great mistakes of the 19th and 20th centuries. It is like a cancer in the 
DNA of the Constitution.

I  next  turned to John Locke to try and understand the origins of  the idea of 
private  property,  since  he  was  one  of  the  major  articulators  of  the  idea,  with  huge 
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influence on the founding fathers and the constitution. What I found was at least as 
surprising as what I found about Adam Smith. Most of his discussion of property is to 
be found in what is called The Second Treatise. The entire text can be found online at 
http://www.gutenberg.org/etext/7370. sec 31- 49.

Locke is so central to the thinking of the Founding fathers and the Constitution 
that expresses the legal theory of the state, that I will  do some extensive quoting to 
bring you into the mindset on which our current legal structure tantalizingly rests. The 
key idea is that property historically comes before society and hence neither the king 
nor society should interfere with it. Because private property comes before society it 
must come from god. He starts, and sections I will quote, to assert that each man owns 
himself. This makes our dignity dependent on being a capital good. He then says that 
each man in a state of nature can take what he can use, and his using it makes what he 
labors on an extension of his private property.

It will perhaps be objected to this, that if gathering the acorns, or other fruits of 
the earth, &c; makes a right to them, then any one may ingross as much as he will. To 
which  I  answer,  Not  so.  The  same law of  nature,  that  does  by  this  means  give  us 
property, does also bound that property too. God has given us all things richly, 1 Tim. 
vi. 12. is the voice of reason confirmed by inspiration. But how far has he given it us? To 
enjoy. As much as any one can make use of to any advantage of life before it spoils, so 
much he may by his labour fix a property in: whatever is beyond this, is more than his 
share, and belongs to others. Nothing was made by God for man to spoil or destroy. 
And thus, considering the plenty of natural provisions there was a long time in the 
world, and the few spenders; and to how small a part of that provision the industry of 
one man could extend itself, and ingross it to the prejudice of others; especially keeping 
within the bounds, set by reason, of what might serve for his use; there could be then 
little room for quarrels or contentions about property so established.

Locke is looking on all of nature, given to humankind, as a “commons”, by god, 
and there is so much of this open land that the taking of a little has no impact on others. 
But as we know, such a state of humans in nature never existed. Taking was done by 
groups as they conflicted with each other over territory.  Note next  how Locke uses 
“other man” as an isolated person in a way that  is  probably incompatible with the 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !146 255

realities of the more communal pre-legal tribal living. He justifies taking the cause there 
is so much left over, there is no harm to anyone.

Nor was this appropriation of any parcel of land, by improving it, any prejudice 
to any other man, since there was still enough, and as good left; and more than the yet 
unprovided could use. So that, in effect, there was never the less left for others because 
of his enclosure for himself: for he that leaves as much as another can make use of, does 
as good as take nothing at all.

Remember,  this  is  the  story  that  is  providing the  foundation for  law around 
private property. If the story is wrong where are we? And then comes,

He [god] gave it to the use of the industrious and rational, (and labour was to be 
his [the rational person’s] title to it;) not to the fancy or covetousness of the quarrelsome 
and contentious. He that had as good left for his improvement, as was already taken up, 
needed  not  complain,  ought  not  to  meddle  with  what  was  already  improved  by 
another’s labour: if he did, it is plain he desired the benefit of another’s pains, which he 
had no right to, and not the ground which God had given him in common with others 
to labour on, and whereof there was as good left, as that already possessed, and more 
than he knew what to do with, or his industry could reach to.

That is, don’t mess with what already is. Locke’s story, that private property was 
given by god, can’t stand up to the modern idea that private property was society’s 
codification of what had been taken by force. If the taking and enclosing is OK in the 
beginning,  then all  we need later  is  how to  regulate  it  when there  are  more of  us. 
Locke’s argument, at first there was private property, then population. You would think 
that the increasing population would cause lots of logical problems. But Locke deals 
with them quickly.

It is true, in land that is common in England, or any other country, where there is 
plenty  of  people  under  government,  who  have  money  and  commerce,  no  one  can 
inclose  or  appropriate  any  part,  without  the  consent  of  all  his  fellow-commoners; 
because this is left common by compact, i.e. by the law of the land, which is not to be 
violated. And though it be common, in respect of some men, it is not so to all mankind; 
but is the joint property of this country, or this parish. Besides, the remainder, after such 
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enclosure, would not be as good to the rest of the commoners, as the whole was when 
they could all make use of the whole; whereas in the beginning and first peopling of the 
great common of the world, it was quite otherwise.

Since there was enough, and some leftover all was well. But we know that the 
closing of the commons but for senator cultural workers lawful and an end of the cities 
through a very painful and destructive process. You have all heard of the “tragedy of 
the commons”, Garret Hardin’s thesis that the commons was spoiled by the overuse, 
grazing too many cows, by the people of a village who had common ancient access to it. 
Not true. The culture of the communities in the 13th to the 18th centuries knew how to 
manage the commons. It was taken through law by those who could afford lawyers, 
and enclosed as private property.  The richer farmers – or landed aristocracy – were 
being pulled into the world of courts and international trade. Pressed by the need for 
cash and seeing new opportunities in selling local food to larger markets, they did all 
they could – which was enough – to gain title to what had been community property. 
Hardin’s view, hardly his intent, was a slur on poor people, treating them as the cause 
of their loss rather than the cause being in the actions of the aristocrats acting under 
their own economic pressures, who took it. [i]

Locke needs to think through the shift from an uncrowded state of nature to a 
crowded society with money. But he is going to dwell on the uncrowded world to take 
our minds off the more crowded world. I think this is still going on. If you recall during 
WW  II  and  afterwards  photographs  tended  to  be  centered  on  large  things:  huge 
numbers of planes in the air, huge factories, and large extended freeways. This has been 
replaced by pictures of intimacy, and I think our image of the world is distorted, to the 
extent we are influenced by the pictures us around us, toward small numbers and away 
from large numbers.

Locke continues

The measure of property nature was well set by the extent of men’s labour and 
the conveniencies of life: no man’s labour could subdue, or appropriate all; nor could 
his enjoyment consume more than a small part; so that it was impossible for any man, 
this way, to intrench upon the right of another, or acquire to himself a property, to the 
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prejudice  of  his  neighbour,  who would still  have room for  as  good,  and as  large a 
possession  (after  the  other  had  taken  out  his)  as  before  it  was  appropriated.  This 
measure did confine every man’s possession to a very moderate proportion, and such as 
he might appropriate to himself,  without injury to any body, in the first ages of the 
world, when men were more in danger to be lost, by wandering from their company, in 
the then vast wilderness of the earth, than to be straitened for want of room to plant in.

Now he will get into trouble, a profound kind that affects us in the US today.

And the same measure may be allowed still without prejudice to any body, as 
full as the world seems: for supposing a man, or family, in the state they were at first 
peopling of the world by the children of Adam, or Noah; let him plant in some inland, 
vacant places of America, we shall find that the possessions he could make himself, 
upon the  measures  we have given,  would not  be  very large,  nor,  even to  this  day, 
prejudice the rest of mankind, or give them reason to complain, or think themselves 
injured  by  this  man’s  incroachment,  though  the  race  of  men  have  now  spread 
themselves to all the corners of the world, and do infinitely exceed the small number 
was at the beginning. Nay, the extent of ground is of so little value, without labour, that 
I have heard it affirmed, that in Spain itself a man may be permitted to plough, sow and 
reap, without being disturbed, upon land he has no other title to, but only his making 
use of it. But, on the contrary, the inhabitants think themselves beholden to him, who, 
by his industry on neglected, and consequently waste land, has increased the stock of 
corn, which they wanted. But be this as it will,  which I lay no stress on; this I dare 
boldly affirm, that the same rule of propriety, (viz.) that every man should have as much 
as he could make use of, would hold still in the world, without straitening any body; 
since there is land enough in the world to suffice double the inhabitants,

Note the use of ‘propriety” as equivalent to “property”. Now, after his comma, 
comes the important switch, as he continues,

had not the invention of money, and the tacit agreement of men to put a value on it, 
introduced (by consent) larger possessions, and a right to them; which, how it has done, I shall 
by and by shew more at large.
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Of course there never was such an act of consent, but he makes it the pivot which 
moves from equality to inequality. To which let me add, that he who appropriates land 
to himself by his labour, does not lessen, but increase the common stock of mankind:

And therefore he that incloses land, and has a greater plenty of the conveniencies of life 
from ten acres, than he could have from an hundred left to nature, may truly be said to give 
ninety acres to mankind: for his labour now supplies him with provisions out of ten acres, which 
were but the product of an hundred lying in common.

And

I  ask,  whether  in the  wild  woods and uncultivated waste  of  America,  left  to  nature, 
without any improvement, tillage or husbandry, a thousand acres yield the needy and wretched 
inhabitants as many conveniencies of life, as ten acres of equally fertile land do in Devonshire.

But as families increased, and industry inlarged their stocks, their possessions inlarged 
with the need of them; but yet it was commonly without any fixed property in the ground they 
made use of, till  they incorporated, settled themselves together, and built cities; and then, by 
consent, they came in time, to set out the bounds of their distinct territories, and agree on limits 
between them and their neighbours; and by laws within themselves, settled the properties of those 
of the same society.

Supposing the world given, as it was, to the children of men in common, we see how 
labour could make men distinct titles to several parcels of it, for their private uses; wherein there 
could be no doubt of right, no room for quarrel.

Yes, no room for conflict, right?

‑‑This shews how much numbers of men are to be preferred to largeness of dominions; 
and that the increase of lands, and the right employing of them, is the great art of government: 
and that prince, who shall be so wise and godlike, as by established laws of liberty to secure 
protection and encouragement  to  the  honest  industry  of  mankind,  against  the  oppression of 
power and narrowness of party.

From all which it is evident, that though the things of nature are given in common, yet 
man, by being master of himself, and proprietor of his own person, and the actions or labour of it, 
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had still in himself the great foundation of property; and that, which made up the great part of 
what he applied to the support or comfort of his being, when invention and arts had improved the 
conveniencies of life, was perfectly his own, and did not belong in common to others.

Thus in the beginning all the world was America, and more so than that is now; for no 
such thing as money was any where known. Find out something that hath the use and value of 
money amongst his neighbours, you shall see the same man will begin presently to enlarge his 
possessions.

And yet this was the place where Cortez found Mexico City, larger than any city in 
Europe at the time. The complexity of the American landscape has been explored in the last few 
decades,  for  example  in  Cronon’s  Changes  In  The  Land:  Indians  And  Colonialists  In  New 
England, and also Kennedy’s fullsome exploration of early American and it’s lost cities.

But since gold and silver,  being little useful to the life  of  man in proportion to food, 
raiment, and carriage, has its value only from the consent of men, whereof labour yet makes, in 
great part,  the measure, it  is plain, that men have agreed to a disproportionate and unequal 
possession of the earth, they having, by a tacit and voluntary consent, found out, a way how a 
man may fairly  possess  more  land  than he  himself  can  use  the  product  of,  by  receiving  in 
exchange for the overplus gold and silver, which may be hoarded up without injury to any one; 
these metals not spoiling or decaying in the hands of the possessor….and tacitly agreeing in the 
use of money: for in governments, the laws regulate the right of property, and the possession of 
land is determined by positive constitutions.

This  basically  ends  the  argument  that  establishes  private  property,  law,  and 
constitutions. Locke’s motive was not to protect land from the poor. His motive was to 
protect the aristocrats from the king. But the complex relationships of property, capitol, 
commerce and trade were already it in existence the conditions for believing Locke were 
already in existence and all  they needed was supporting argument. Such arguments 
never get real scrutiny because no one is motivated to take them apart.

The key is to remember that Locke was defending landed aristocrats from the 
King, not from “the people” or the poor. He was concerned about the overreaching of 
the king from above into the property of the landed, not the overreaching from below of 
the landless, tenant farmers or unemployed leading to uprisings of the poor. Yet he is 
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aware  of  the  ethical  dimension  and  once  again  we  have  a  major  argument  that  is 
neglected by those who use Locke to defend the current situation.

But the golden age (though before vain ambition, and amor sceleratus habendi, 
evil  concupiscence  had  corrupted  men’s  minds  into  a  mistake  of  true  power  and 
honour) had more virtue, and consequently better governors, as well as less vicious 
subjects; and there was then no stretching prerogative on the one side to oppress the 
people, nor, consequently, on the other, any dispute about privilege, to lessen or restrain 
the  power  of  the  magistrate;  and  so  no  contest  betwixt  rulers  and  people  about 
governors or government. Yet, when ambition and luxury, in future ages, would retain 
and increase the power, without doing the business for which it was given, and aided 
by flattery, taught princes to have distinct and separate interests from their people, men 
found it necessary to examine more carefully the original and rights of government, and 
to find out ways to restrain the exorbitances and prevent the abuses of  that  power, 
which they having entrusted in another’s hands, only for their own good, they found 
was made use of to hurt them.

The struggle in political thinking, starting in the West with Plato and Aristotle, 
recognized  that  differences  in  wealth  undermined  government,  and  that  what  was 
required was to find a way to maintain relative equality. This has been to extend the 
understanding of  wrong taking,  by  the  king,  by  aristocrats  to  those  overly  gaining 
through industry and then finance. The problem is that the concentration is created by 
the unanticipated rise of new institutions.

The last Locke quote

Every one, as he is bound to preserve himself, and not to quit his station wilfully, 
so by the like reason, when his own preservation comes not in competition, ought he, as 
much as he can, to preserve the rest of mankind, and may not, unless it be to do justice 
on an offender, take away, or impair the life, or what tends to the preservation of the 
life, the liberty, health, limb, or goods of another.

Just note that money for Locke arises in the context of fully isolated individuals. 
It is part of the differentiation of people in the tribe to people who walk alone. It is part 
of  an  individual  decision,  not  the  way  a  tribe  makes  decisions.  Social  systems  of 
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community give way to social systems of atomization. For Locke, what only happens 
late – the individual – is the starting point.

I’ll talk more about money in the chapter on human nature, but just note that 
money for  Locke arises  in the context  of  fully isolated individuals.  It  is  part  of  the 
differentiation of people in the tribe to people who walk alone. It is part of an individual 
decision, not the way a tribe makes decisions. Social systems of community give way to 
social systems of atomization. For Locke, what only happens late – the individual – is 
the starting point. Think of Rimbaud’s lines:

In the blue summer evening I will go

down the path, pricked by wheat, treading on the low grass..

I will not speak, I will not think..

And I will wander far, far like a gypsy,

happy with nature as with a woman.

 

These are not the perceptions and sentiments of a hunter-gatherer who, however 
far from tribe, is never that far. Locke’s view of the isolated individual was a Trojan 
horse,  speaking what was to be justified –individuals with property rights –into the 
beginning.

 

Locke was part of the move to turn property as a political right, for distribution 
to favorites, into an asset, held independently of the king or aristocratic politics. The 
world outside the west shows what must have been the original – and mor feudal – 
organization of land as a prerogative of the leader.

If you have traveled to Hawaii this will be of special interest.

When  captain  cook  and  arrived  in  Hawaii,  each  of  the  major  islands  was  a 
separate kingdom. Each kingdom was subdivided into districts ruled by lesser chiefs. 
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These  districts  were  called ahupuaa,  from the  word of  for  temple  alter  (ahu).  Each 
district had an alter, where the inhabitants presented first fruits offerings to their local 
overlord or chief. As Valerie explains, “each holder of all land title gives the first fruits 
of his land to the individual from whom he holds his title. These presentations follow 
the hierarchical  route until  they reach the king,  who consecrates  them to the major 
gods.” Such offerings legitimized the rights of chiefs and people to the land. As head of 
the temple hierarchy, making dedicated the fruits of the collective labors of his subjects 
to the gods. In this way, agricultural rights were absorbed into the rituals of kingship 
and the symbolic representation of society. Structurally, the power of the chief to rule 
was bound up in their relationship to the productive process.

Note how the king is the one who distributes rank and rewards for support, and 
with  it  the  place  to  live.  There  is  no  private”  property,  no  property  owned  and 
transfereable independently from the king’s support network.

One of the few to create language that stuck was Thomas Hobbes, son of a vicar, 
he was appointed tutor to young aristocrats, wrote his Leviatan after years in Paris, in 
1651, about seeing that people were atoms of physiology with god absent saw that those 
individuals would fight with each other unless a king was chosen who had absolute 
authority over a clearly boundaried piece of land. Within his “kingdom” the king was to 
have complete authority including over any individuals, all of whom now lost the right 
to be in contact with god, since any such claim was the legitimate use only by the king.

The  resulting  nation  could  then  regulate  commerce,  print  a  single  currency, 
impose taxes, and control population. This was the legal framework within which trade 
capitalism, and then industrial capitalism, and now finance capitalism could work, and 
without which they would not have their power to claim to be the real purpose of the 
state.  The rise of  nationalism as the identity of  the people within the border was a 
mobilization to  defend the  state,  making the  laws of  currency and currency,  be  co-
identified with the population.
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The merry-go-round described in chapter 1, in which the real activity of society is 
taken to be the private property of a few, is the result, after many years of legal conflict, 
of this placing of a closed boundary around the land.

 

The fragmentation of land into parcels, and the economic pressures that put each 
in  conflict  with  each,  and  the  resulting  awkward  distribution  of  living  conditions 
profoundly affects, now, the middle class and especially it’s uncomfortable expectations 
for  its  children,  has  set  the  scene  for  a  desire  of  so  many  to  reconnect  to  land, 
community and nature.

 

When  I  was  divorced,  in  the  early  nineteen  seventies,  I  read  widely  about 
marriage and divorce to try and understand what was happening to me. I found most 
of it quite unsatisfying and giving me no insight into the turmoil I felt. I came across a 
pamphlet  by  the  eighteenth  century  English  poet  John  Milton,  well  known  for  his 
Paradise Lost, simply called “On Divorce.” He argued that the purpose of marriage was 
to recreate the Garden of Eden, and if that was not the purpose of a particular marriage, 
it was not really a marriage. I think we can extend that reasoning to society as a whole. 
A politics which does not have the aim of recreating of the Garden of Eden is not a true 
politics. The modern Eden is a place where, with hard work and appreciation, humans 
and  nature  can  live  in  a  complex  harmony.  It’s  certainly  requires  innovation, 
understanding and cooperation.  The Garden of  Eden myth is  of  the  alienation that 
comes from knowledge without life. The story is simple. From Genesis –

 

3:22 And the LORD God said, Behold, the man is become as one of us, to know 
good and evil: and now, lest he put forth his hand, and take also of the tree of life, and 
eat, and live for ever:
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3:23 Therefore the LORD God sent him forth from the garden of Eden, to till the 
ground from whence he was taken.

 

3:24 So he drove out the man; and he placed at the east of the garden of Eden 
Cherubims, and a flaming sword which turned every way, to keep the way of the tree of 
life.

 

The Garden of Eden is a fall from grace because, after Adam and eve became 
conscious  of  each  other,  their  sexuality,  and  their  undress,  they,  and  we,  “know” 
without being able to affirm living for life. The story of the garden of Eden is a story 
about becoming aware of our sexuality, and our guild and confusion at participation in 
birth and death. GardenWorld can be seen as an invitation back into Eden to finish the 
task and to gain back the virtues and vices we gave to the gods, plural, we see in the 
original text – “The man has become as one of us” -, in our dialogue with ourselves and 
the universe in finding our own nature through our encounters with nature’s nature 
over time. I will discuss this dynamic more in the chapter on human nature.

 

Until about 1700 the world moved slowly but new agriculture, with its increased 
yield became a business activity speeding up population and trade with land used to 
grow crops instead of feeding landed people, people forced off the land and into the 
cities,  breaking  the  connection  between  lives  and  land.  Adam  Smith  thought  the 
growing ‘wealth of nations’ would take us through a process of increasing wealth that 
would then level off, and we would have moved from barbarism to civilization and that 
was  enough.  Growth  was  a  project  with  a  goal,  not  an  infinite  process.  He  saw 
economics as self  limiting as growth starved itself  out so that a new level could be 
reached but not beyond.
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Economists  in  the  next  generation  kept  this  view,  which  included  achieving 
prosperity for all. John Stuart Mill, , a thought leader of the time, wrote ,

 

I confess I am not charmed with the ideal of life held out by those who think that 
the normal state of human beings is that of struggling to get on; that the trampling, 
crushing, elbowing and treading on each other’s heels, which form the existing type of 
social life, are the most desirable lot of human kind, or anything but the disagreeable 
symptoms of one of the phases of industrial progress … The best state for human nature 
is that in which while no one is poor, no one desires to be richer, nor has any reason to 
fear being thrust back by the efforts of others to push themselves forward … I know not 
why it should be a matter of congratulation that persons who are already richer than 
anyone needs to be, should have doubled their means of consuming things which give 
no pleasure except as representative of wealth… It is only in the backward countries of 
the world that increased production is still an important object. In those most advanced 
what is economically needed is a better distribution.*

 

We should probably discuss another in the short list of thinkers who gave images 
of human action that affected later constitutional and legal structures. Jeremy Bentham 
whose life in England overlaps the funding of the US and it shift towards commercial 
culture.  (1748  –  1842)  Bentham’s  ambition  in  life  was  to  create  a  “Pannomion”,  a 
complete  Utilitarian  code  of  law,  where  utility  was  a  way  of  thinking  about  what 
something was good for. Modern version are “if it can’t be quantified it isn’t real”, or “if 
it doesn’t lead to a profit, it is useless.”. He was trying to get at a theory of how to 
measure and legislate for Good. utilitarianism, is often seen as merely that the right act 
or policy was that which would cause “the greatest happiness of the greatest number” 
— a phrase he borrowed, and then dropped, but got stuck with. It  obviously is not 
logical.  Doubling the population while cutting their  benefit almost in half  yields an 
increase in “greatest good”. He wrote :
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“Nature has placed mankind under the governance of two sovereign masters, 
pain and pleasure. It is for them alone to point out what we ought to do, as well as to 
determine what we shall do. On the one hand the standard of right and wrong, on the 
other the chain of causes and effects, are fastened to their throne. They govern us in all 
we do, in all we say, in all we think…” – Jeremy Bentham, The Principles of Morals and 
Legislation (1789) Ch I, p 1

 

The language here forces two powerful  pieces of  thinking – first,  that  god is 
missing in the “masters” list, reduced to the body, and the reduction of the feelings of 
the  body  to  two  dimensions  –  right  wrong  (good  –  bad,  evil  –  righteous,  pain  – 
pleasure). The impact on this of recent 9then) discoveries in science, from Newton to 
Chemical and electrical – reflected the power of the two factor approach. After Bentham 
“utility” came to mean not happiness but payoff.  Mill called his discipline “political 
economy”.  Marx  worked  on  how  to  make  that  vision  of  shared  prosperity  work, 
because he saw capital, working through law even prior to the common use of “joint 
stock companies”, corporations was taking a larger share and the workers were getting 
only  enough  of  it  for  subsistence  –enough  calories  to  match  their  workload  and 
reproduce. This was an actual policy and if you think I am kidding read the chapter on 
labor in Ricardo’s famous of economic text of 1800xx. The next generation of economists 
was  accommodating  to  that  new  needs  of  capital,  rather  than  merely  the  land 
ownership, and made economics a theory of capital use, not of ownership. Prosperity 
for all was quietly dropped. Following Newton and mechanics, – and hydraulics – they 
were able to put forth a theory of “stuff” that did not include people. The new disciple 
was called simply economics as a science of the flow of cash and goods, seeing cash as 
energy. Issues like ownership were not discussed.

 

It is a kind of joke because economics and ecology, so divided now, have their 
origin in the Greek word for house, oecos. So the law of the household – economics 
(nomos) – has diverged from the logic of the household – ecology (logos). GardenWorld 
can be seen as the science of reintegration, making it clear that an economy must also be 
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an ecology. We have been stuck in this weird economics without people for a long time. 
It too is accommodating to the needs of capital owners. Very complex story. But still 
alive. Keynes wrote

 

In particular, the love of money as a possession – as distinct from the desire for 
money as an ancillary to the good life – ‘will be recognised for what it is, a somewhat 
disgusting morbidity, one of those semi-criminal, semi-pathological propensities which 
one hands over with a shudder to specialists in mental disease’. …The time for all this is 
not  yet.  For  at  least  another  hundred  years  we  must  pretend  to  ourselves  and  to 
everyone that fair is foul and foul is fair; for foul is useful and fair is not. Avarice and 
usury and precaution must be our gods for a little longer still. For only they can lead us 
out of the tunnel of economic necessity into daylight.*

 

Echoes  of  Mill,  but  are  in  modern  economic  thinking,  which  assumes  class 
disparities as “natural.” The problem is we now have an economy which has become its 
own dynamic independent of  society.  The merry-go-round does not  need the many 
being increasingly marginalized. The result can be portrayed as a graphic:

 

The point is that the integrating dynamic of the economy forces people out while 
it  concentrates  its  own  power  through  system  coherence:  single  currency,  single 
operating system, single committee of real power. Our current situation is created by 
legal and philosophical positions created long ago. They still have a determining effect 
on what we can do – and not do. If we are to do better now, even incrementally better, 
we need to be able to understand where we are, how we got here, and how it empowers 
or binds us. It is also very interesting.

 

I  will  add  some  more  thoughts  that  are  suggestive  of  further  thinking.  In 
particular I will be discussing the reduction of the world to the dimensions of good – 
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bad, sometimes called pain – pleasure, in the chapter on human nature. The Point I 
hope I’m making is and our history is complex and full of important lessons. I would 
only mention:

 

Kelley’s book, The Human Measure, is a wonderful analysis on how law starting 
with  the  Romans  developed  the  categories  that  became  central  to  social  science. 
Pocock’s  The  Machiavellian  Moment,  which  I  mentioned  earlier,  shows  that  the 
intellectual  history  of  the  idea  is  leading  to  our  own  constitution  are  much  more 
interesting and a profound than our education has led us to anticipate. Harold Berman’s 
Law and Revolution is another profound analysis on how the very meaning of law in 
society  can  change  when  society  changes.  This  kind  of  model  of  analysis  helps  us 
understand how much is at stake in our own situation and what it will take to change it. 
Michael Tiger wrote a short and interesting book, Law and Rise of Capitalism, which 
helps us understand the way the two are entwined. There is so much more, but this 
helps sketch the frame for future thinking.

 

Looking at a little more broadly than just western civilization can introduce some 
more useful perspective. For example, the great monotheistic cosmology that arose in 
the Middle East let it not only to Christianity as it merged with Greek culture, but to 
Islam as it merged with the cultures of the desert and the huge civilizational residues 
from the great civilizations further east. And we should not forget the great Hebraic-
Jewish  culture,  so  rich  in  its  family  traditions  and  ethical  development  through 
dialogue.  While  this  culture  is  caught  in  political  dilemmas left  over  from the 19th 
century struggle for nationhood, it remains a cultural resource for the future that should 
be better understood.

 

Christianity, in its early days, appealed to those marginalized on the fringe of the 
roman empire, just as the Jewish culture from which it emerged had appealed to those 
on the margin of the much earlier Egyptian civilization. When Constantine co-opted 
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Christianity as the official ideology of the Roman Empire, which had become short on 
motivating and belieeable cosmology,  it  once again marginalized those living in the 
Middle East, who once again had to cope with Empire.. It was among these folks that 
Mohammad, starting in 700, began to mobilize.

 

Early Christianity and Islamic theologians made a claim about architecture likely 
to sound so peculiar to modern ears as to be worthy of examination. They proposed that 
beautiful buildings had the power to move us morally and spiritually. They believed 
that, rather than being an idle indulgence for the decadent, surroundings could edge us 
towards perfection. A beautiful building brought us closer to the awe insprirable part of 
ourselves, in community.

 

The “Bishops Garden” at the National Cathedral in Washington is just one little 
bit of that culture appearing in garden spaces.

 

A few words to connect our current situation with our history. Jared Diamond 
wrote a very comprehensive and detailed book called Collapse in which he argues that 
our environment is under much more stress from many more directions than most of us 
are aware of. He takes a number of specific geographical areas, such as Montana, and 
shows that the environmental destruction is much deeper and more profound and most 
of us are aware of. From these examples he raises doubts about the adequacy of our 
current policies in a number of areas. I think we should treat this case history approach 
as  a  working  definition  of  these  problems.  Certainly  the  implication  is  that  a 
GardenWorld approach is absolutely necessary for future viability.

 

One  cannot  think  about  the  history  without  looking  at  the  new  analysis  of 
historical dynamics. For example De Lande summarizes a great deal of creative thought 
with:
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I have attempted here to describe Western history in the last one thousand years 
as a series of processes occurring in the BwO [bodies without organs]: pidginizations, 
creolizations,  and  standardizations  in  the  flow  of  norms;  isolations,  contacts,  and 
institutionalizations  in  the  flow  of  memes;  domestications,  feralizations,  and 
hybridizations in the flow of genes; and intensifications, accelerations, and decelerations 
in  the  flows  of  energy  and  materials.  Cities  and  their  mineral  exoskeletons,  their 
shortened food chains, and their dominant dialects are among the structures we saw 
emerge from these nonlinear flows. Once in place, they reacted back on the flows, either 
to inhibit them or to further stimulate them. In other words, cities appeared not only as 
structures operating at a certain degree of stratification (with a certain mix of market 
and  command  components),  but  they  (ratifications  and  restratifications  on  the 
flow:sthat traversed them. And a similar point applies to the populations of institutions 
that inhabited these urban centers as well as to their populations of human minds and 
bodies.

 

The  contribution  of  Prigogine  to  understanding  non-linear  complex  social 
structures with emerging properties will probably come be mainstream in the analysis 
of  any social  phenomena.  The idea that  increasing populations crates  a  dynamic of 
organization,  disorganization,  hierarchization  and  marginalization  gives  real  insight 
into  social  history.  An  attempt  such  as  de  Lande’s  to  integrate  material,  organic, 
energetic and linguistic flow into a system of mutual interactions is highly suggestive. 
Seeing  the  material  –  energy,  steel,  concrete,  biological,  and  walled  cities  –  the 
institutional: hierarchies and taxes and classes – and the individual all interpenetrate 
and mutually inhibit or amplify each other. It allows him to conclude:

 

If this book displays a clear bias against large, centralized hierarchies, it is only 
because  the  last  three  hundred  years  have  witnessed  an  excessive  accumulation  of 
stratified  systems  at  the  expense  of  meshworks.  The  degree  of  homogeneity  in  the 
world  has  greatly  increased,  while  heterogeneity  has  come  to  be  seen  as  almost 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !162 255

pathological, or at least as a problem that must be eliminated. Under the circumstances, 
a call for a more decentralized way of organizing human societies seems to recommend 
itself[iii].

 

More traditional forms of analysis remain also very helpful.

 

Chalmers Johnson’s book, Nemesis is doing at the political level what diamond 
did at the environmental. Johnson shows that our political institutions are under such 
pressure from militarization that the choice between Republic and empire has basically 
already been made. I would also take this book as a working definition of the current 
political landscape and its relation to the economy and the military. Again, to my year 
GardenWorld becomes the viable and necessary alternative if we are to avoid living in 
the constitutionally corrupted police state.

 

If Diamond and Johnson bring our history up to date, what about the future? I 
have discussed throughout the book several times potential scenarios. The core idea is 
that  we  basically  face  two  alternatives:  a  technocratic  oligopoly,  or  GardenWorld 
Freeman Dyson, certainly one of the most awesome senior diplomats of science, writing 
in the London Review takes us directly into GardenWorld.

 

For the first five of the ten thousand years of human civilization, wealth and 
power belonged to villages with green technology, and for the second five thousand 
years wealth and power belonged to cities with gray technology. Beginning about five 
hundred years ago, gray technology became increasingly dominant, as we learned to 
build machines that used power from wind and water and steam and electricity. In the 
last hundred years, wealth and power were even more heavily concentrated in cities as 
gray technology raced ahead. As cities became richer, rural poverty deepened.
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…

 

This sketch of the last ten thousand years of human history puts the problem of 
rural  poverty  into  a  new  perspective.  If  rural  poverty  is  a  consequence  of  the 
unbalanced growth of gray technology, it is possible that a shift in the balance back from 
gray to green might cause rural poverty to disappear. That is my dream. During the last 
fifty years we have seen explosive progress in the scientific understanding of the basic 
processes of life, and in the last twenty years this new understanding has given rise to 
explosive growth of green technology. The new green technology allows us to breed 
new varieties of animals and plants as our ancestors did ten thousand years ago, but 
now a hundred times faster. It now takes us a decade instead of a millennium to create 
new crop plants,  such as the herbicide-resistant varieties of maize and soybean that 
allow weeds to be controlled without plowing and greatly reduce the erosion of topsoil 
by wind and rain. Guided by a precise understanding of genes and genomes instead of 
by trial and error, we can within a few years modify plants so as to give them improved 
yield, improved nutritive value, and improved resistance to pests and diseases.

 

London review of books

 

http://www.nybooks.com/articles/20370

 

He does suggest some important questions

 

If  domestication  of  biotechnology  is  the  wave  of  the  future,  five  important 
questions need to be answered. First, can it be stopped? Second, ought it to be stopped? 
Third, if stopping it is either impossible or undesirable, what are the appropriate limits 
that our society must impose on it? Fourth, how should the limits be decided? Fifth, 
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how should the limits be enforced, nationally and internationally? I do not attempt to 
answer these questions here. I leave it to our children and grandchildren to supply the 
answers.

 

The history of precursors to garden world is intense. If we need to be reminded, 
here is a poetic paragraph about one corner of it.

 

The  literature  is  so  vast  that  it  is  easy  to  forgive  it  that  almost  all  of  it  has 
appeared in the last 45 years. Indeed, it is so vast that the historians have already begun 
writing  articles  about  the  historiography  of  suburbia,  a  history  of  its  history.  This 
literature is also very rich, so rich that historians now know more about suburbia than 
almost any other part of the American metropolis. We know about the origins of the 
suburbs in the early and mid 19th century and about their growth in the late 19th and 
early 20th. We know about the sub dividers, the businessman who transformed rural 
acreage into suburban lots, and their customers, the family’s the ball to lots and built 
houses on them. We now have fears of disease, crime, immorality, poverty, immigration, 
and public disorder drove many Americans from the center of the city to the periphery.
[iv]

 

Cities began as centers for ceremony to honor – or contain the influence – of the 
dead.. This kept a focus on the life cycle. Should we perhaps re invent the communal 
burial in the earth, with stones and green space, as part of local revival? Now we live in 
a society where once you are dead, you can’t consume, so away with you. Those left are 
not permitted to say in stone “In loving memory…”

 

I  hope I  have made it  clear that an accurate historical  imagination is helpful. 
Einstein is said to have told us that the intelligence that created our problems is not as 
great as the intelligence that will be necessary to solve them. I think history shows that 
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solutions  are  often  the  dumb  workings  of  large  numbers  and  great  forces  not  the 
application of rational thought. If we can align ourselves a bit with nature, our solutions 
may be less brutal, and even more attractive.

 

[i]  Gabriele  Campbell,  in  a  comment  to  that  post,  gave  the  original  verse  in 
German:

 

Wer nicht von dreitausend Jahren,

 

Sich Rechenschaft kann geben,

 

Bleibt im Dunkel, unerfahren,

 

Muß von Tag zu Tage leben

 

[ii]  The  pace  was  slow  and  has  a  long  tradition.  “As  a  king,  Philip  was 
determined to strengthen the monarchy at any cost. He relied, more than any of his 
predecessors, on a professional bureaucracy of legalists. Because to the public he kept 
aloof and left specific policies, especially unpopular ones, to his ministers, he was called 
a “useless owl” by his contemporaries. His reign marks the French transition from a 
charismatic monarchy – which could all  but collapse in an incompetent reign – to a 
bureaucratic  kingdom,  a  move  towards  modernity.”  From  http://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Philip_IV_of_France

 

[iii] De ande A Thusand Years of Non-Linear History, pg 69
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[iv] Fogelson, Robert Bourgeois Nightmares

 

Suburbia, 1870-1930 pg 4  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chapter 6 economics

Chapter 6. Economics, economies and GardenWorld

(modified Dec 13, 2014. Still rough draft form)

In order to get to GardenWorld as a plausible and attractive way to live,  clearly 
economics  has  a  key  role,  as  partner  and as  antagonist.  WE have  he  problem that 
current economics z has tended to push out all history and treat the object of economics 
asif  it  is  a  part  of  nature,  universal  and eternal,  as  much as  Newton's  (actually  rre 
thought ) laws.  The reason for this is conservative: the current system is ok because e it 
is  the  only  possible  system.  Some economists  maintain  some historical  perspective, 
some back to WW2, some further to the Industrial revolution, and a few to the rise of 
trade  and  craft  in  the  14th  century.   But  by  this  time  most  of  the  innovations  in 
economics that are operational in our society had happened. 

The earlier history, or empires, feudalism and hunter gatherer societies contain 
hints  of  alternative  ways  of  thinking  about  economics,  but  go  very  largely 
unconsidered. Economics has acquiesced to the mass produced postindustrial  world 
with  its  finance,  banks,  tie  to  politics,  its  inequalities,  as  if  it  is  the  only  possible 
economics for the only possible economy. 

In my own thinking it is clear that we need any hint we can get as to alternative 
Systems. There was a big reaction against industrial destruction of human community i 
the 19th century, and hints of it are found in almost all economic writers of tat time: 
Ricardo,  Smith , Marx, Mill, , Tawney, the Webbs, George Bernard Show, just to list a 
few. There are many writers now who are critical and wise about all this, but they are 
ignored in the mainstream.
Economics, it turns out, is amazingly psychological. It has more to do with imagination than it 
does with physics. I am still trying to understand this. Economics is a human system trying to 
cope with other human systems: systems of contract and opportunity and all mixed up with 
character and social ideology. The very idea that owning a lot of stuff is a basic human drive is 
ridiculous. It requires a very complex society to support such an idea, and if that idea implies 
destructive human competition, perhaps we need  to rethink it.
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Te following from confuscius reflects the humanistic belief of most writers and 
philosophers through the years.

7

 Economics  is  not  designed  for  GardenWorld.  In  fact  current  economic 
theory works for capital and corporations and is designed to exclude human feelings, 

 7
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natural  health,  and especially that  wonderfully illusive category,  natural  wealt  -  the 
human friendly (at times) universe How to add technology and human inventiveness to 
natural  wealth requires  some rethinking of  what  economics ought  to  be about.  The 
drive in  economics toward quantification is almost certain to miss what is essential for 
human development in GardenWorld. What is left out of current economics is the fully 
human, and we need to recover that lost world if we are to be able to use economics 
effectively for GardenWorld.

“Development” is, in contemporary society, strongly linked with economics, but 
only weakly  with the fuller human being. human welfare and quality of life. Economics 
is aimed at profit and consumption, not at GardenWorld or anything that implies a goal 
for society. The corporations offer us the carrot of consumption and the stick of jobs.

How do we evolve a coherent body of economic thinking that supports human 
development?  GardenWorld  is  primarily  the  space  within  which  to  grow  effective 
humans  and  we  need  to  rethink  what  economics  needs  to  be  to  support  our 
development. At the same time we need to be clear  about how economics distorts our 
vision of our society and why that has happened.. Economics is not a full theory of 
society. It is better looked on as rules of the game, a kind of “monopoly”, for who owns 
“money”,  and how that  money flows and grows   in  modern society.  The roots  are 
complex. Already the bronze age, say 3000 BC. has a complex means of accounting for 
storage, and, as we know from work like David Graeber’s Debt: the first five thousand 
years, there never was bartering. Bartering requires individuals trading with each other. 
In early societies the harvest and the hunt were collected centrally and managed from 
store rooms  without sale.  The very idea of  “individual” implies  a  separation of  the 
person from the support community they are born into and only emerges late in social 
history, say with Descartes.

The economics that we now have, a mix of academic research and public policies, 
uses  a  theory  of  human  nature  that  supports  an  inhumane  economics.  We  are  all 
supposed  to  be  rational  and spend our  life  calculating  advantages  of  prices  in  the 
market. Sounds good. But “rational”in economics means without emotion and without 
social interactions among people. Such “rationality” is deeply irrational. The paradox of 
rational people choosing individual consumerism, which is insane, is really pathetic.
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Hannah Arendt in her study of Eichmann, who ran the Nazi killing machine, 
looked in detail at the idea of “passionless action” But for all his cool exterior he was 
motivated  by  the  passion,  well  hidden,  of  deep  anger  turned  into  malignant 
destructiveness. Milton in Paradise Lost talked of hypocrites dressed in cloaks lined with 
lead.   The  apparent  coldness,  leadenness,  of  economics  hides  the  highly  motivated 
pressures within economics to align with existing poltical realities. We need better ideas 
on  which  to  base  economics,  or  economics  will  continue  to  subordinate  us  to  a 
passionless  world where  consumerism is  for  us  and profit  is  flowing to  those  who 
already own. If we get uppity, they can buy the guns. and hire some of us who are 
losing our jobs anyway,  as guards. Getting out of this configuration of society will not 
be easy.

What kind of economics  do we need to support social and individual well being 
rather than the economics we have which has created inequalities, wars, and a fool’s 
relationship of humanity to the planet? It has been said that economics is drawn upon 
by people in power to justify a direction they have already taken. But instead of being 
skeptical  and dismissive  about  economics  I  think it  might  be  better  to  reclaim and 
extend it. It began with the “wealth of nations” and descended to wealth for those who 
have the capital  or  lawyers to play the game.To do the reclaiming to a more social 
perspective  we need to  understand its  history  and shifting  spirit  as  economics  has 
evolved, not based on critical thought but on opportunism, during the last couple of 
centuries.

“We live in financial times” is the banner quote on the Financial Times  home 
page.  One implication is that there can be times that are not dominated by finance. 
Maybe we are stuck with the centrality of economics and finance for the rest of human 
history. But I doubt it. The dominance of economics is probably a phase. Economics is 
time and culture bound. Not something that is part of every society at all times. Notice 
that economics has no concrete referent. you cannot point to it. It names a messy collage 
of practices and ideas woven through with ideologies. These practices develop slowly 
over  time  and  space,  constantly  evolving  to  favor  those  who  had  economic  and 
consequently political power. Economics is especially messy because it ways together 
and one fabric social, psychological material aspects of our experience. But there is a 
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great disparity between the messiness of reality and the antiseptic quality of economic 
thinking.

The current dominance of economics means that “Economics” has become the 
major infrastructure of governance at the global and local levels. Most people are much 
more connected to each other through economy, through debt,  media,  products and 
globalization, than through governments with laws and values. People’s core identities 
have become more that of consumer than citizen. Though increasingly a new item of 
identity is that of “victim” as people are not only connected, but pushed around and 
marginalized by “economics.” People are encouraged to be consumers and discouraged 
from  being  citizens.  The  market  is  at  hand,  your  congressperson  is  unknown  and 
unreachable.  A  serious alternative is emerging  in reaction,    the share economy  and 
sparse consumption.

Economy, a network of “interests”, is the governing structure of the globalized 
world. The use of the word “economy” has been stretched as society expanded from 
Athens through the early empires to nations and the current  world system without 
much critical reflection. The expansion has been opportunistic as elites and academics 
justified policies with reference to “economics”. We have treated something diffuse and 
fragmented as though it is a solid object, “the economy”. but it almost has no referent, 
nothing solid one can point to saying “that is the economy”.  Adam Smith, who is often 
treated as the “father of economics” never used the word. In the Wealth of Nations he 
uses “economical”, meaning frugal, but that is it.  He    used  the word “economy” as 
pointing  to  something  relatively  concrete,  because  it  had  to  do  with  the  wealth  of 
Nations. Since then the word has increasingly dealt with the mechanisms of markets in 
the abstract, with no physical referent.

Since we are stuck with “economics” for at least a while longer, lets at least look 
at how it is used and see if we can reconnect it with that a seriosu look at how to create 
“wealth of nations”, not just the wealth of the already wealthy.  Obvious: economics 
ought to be about managing the planet and its resources for long term human good, 
where good means quality of life, relationships, culture, and civilization.
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To do this we need a theory of earth, humanity and their interactions.  Allthe old 
cultures did this: they had a practie wheich baalnced and recognized the good of all (not 
always with the clerest perceptions, but wiht the intent).  Such an approach seems to me 
realy  intersting  and  we  are  getting  th  pieces:  ecology,  geology,  neuroscience,  the 
undersanding that the human sysem if very organically complex and actually matches, 
if we had the eyes to see it, with the complexity of the natural systems. We need to 
rethink back through the process from agribsiness to farms to subsistence to hunter 
gather societies.

We use “economy” as the best but deeply inadequate name for what are, lets face it squarely, 
the connecting fibers between the birth and death of each of us. From birth to school, job, and 
death, but the current arrangement is meeting only the needs of an increasingly coherent elite. 
That is what it does now but  by doing so we are not using economics in its fullest 
comprehensive sense as planetary, societal, or even regional management. Worse, we do not 
mange economy in our personal lives for personal fulfillment (as lovers, artists, meditators, 
friends, parents, children) because we are so swamped with the persuasions of consumerism.

Economy is a greek word coming from oicos, house, plus nomos, law, so that in 
talking  “economics”  we  are  dealing  with  the  laws  of  household  management, 
Unfortunately, just like the greek word origin of politics – the dynamics of a small town, 
“economy” has been stretched opportunistically, without rethinking the fundamentals, 
to fit a world, not of a few thousand, but of multiple billions needing some mix of 
coordination and tolerance to live on this planet. “Economics” now describes the way 
we are doing this better than governance, science or religion.

Understanding economics and what to do with it might be easier if we question 
the very idea of economy. Certainly looking across the contemporary landscape we do 
not see an economy. It is not an obvious way to slice and dice our experience. Just to get 
us grounded here a bit more, economy, coming from a time in early Athens where the 
household was the only place of production for food, wine, olive oil and children. For 
clarification, because you may be thinking about it, the world “ecology” shares half the 
same root, but the “logos” refers to the logic of the universe, not the man made. Nomos 
(nomoii in the plural) are man made laws and part of the magic rhetoric of “economy” is 
for elites to treat its current arrangements as if they are las of nature, not man made.. 
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But all cultures mix up “law” for man and “law” the natural world, so that the man-
made legal system can be sold to the population as “natural”, or “god given.”

Another  word  using  eco  is  the  fascinating  word  ecumene,  a  Greek  word  that 
named the inhabited world, the world of all humans even those who had different gods. 
That the Greeks recognized the existence of such people is reflective of the depth of 
Greek thought from which we can learn a few things. Ecumene built on an early form of 
house  as  dwelling  place,  in  the  sense  of  community  site,  of  humans.  And  it  was 
extended  by  the  Greeks  to  mean  the  entire  inhabited  world,  with  the  additional 
recognition that we shared a life on earth with others who had different gods. Just as 
putting  back  together  economy  and  ecology  is  a  pretty  good agenda  for  policy.  new 
economic thinking, extending that to the ecumene looks like a good strategy for future 
development of our living together on the planet and for the future of what we means 
by economics – the wisdom about how to live together in community on this planet.

And this task is a design task: how to format the systems that we in so that our 
interactions, are sustained by for quality of life.

“Political Economy” meant, for early “economists” the study of the wealth, not of 
the wealthy, but of nations. And people like Adam Smith were absolutely clear that 
wealth  required  state  support  for  full  education,  participation  and  a  meaningful 
distribution of the goods produced by society. That word, “produced”, can lead us to 
some important thoughts.

If one thinks about the nature of the universe, as we all do at least some of the 
time, one of its most outstanding characteristics is its having generated the ability to 
reproduce itself  sexually into the next generation.  The mystery of this has not gone 
away, and we can still marvel at it.The drive to understand DNA and the origins of life 
are  current  manifestations.  Needless  to  say  feeling  awe  in  the  face  of  the  universe 
involves first that it exists, and second, that it can change and produce new forms. Sex, 
capitalism and war are versions of coming to terms with – and using – this power of 
creation, and are the remaining realms of a feeling for magic. Perhaps the combination 
of sex, capitalism and war is what we used to mean by religion. (from re-ligere, re-tying 
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together, so religion is the way we tie thing together, make sense, make coherent, make 
intelligible.)

Sex, capitalism and war are versions 
of coming to terms with – and using –  
this power of creation, and are the  
remaining realms of a feeling for magic.

Aristotle was pessimistic about the intrusion of markets and manufacturing into 
that world of the household. He saw legitimate economy as based on agriculture and 
the family, all about growth and decay with its obvious ties to birth, death and seasons, 
whereas the merchant, relegated to being an Outsider, represented the mere moving of 
the already made from one place to another. The good man dealt with the reproduction 
of the family and the reproduction of the crops and flocks on the land. Husbandry. This 
word comes from hus, house +bondi, tiller of the soil. Sorry for all the word history, but 
in  this  case  it  helps.  This  is  because  our  current  living  in  the  world  is  actually  an 
extension, of old forms where the meanings are still recognizable.

I  think we cannot understand economics unless we see it  as  a  fragment of  a 
larger picture, a picture which is societal now with its social complexities, and historical, 
looking back to early practice. Economics in a way tries to cover too much with too 
little.  I’d  like  us  to  expand  economics  to  the  human  life  cycle,  in  families  and 
communities,  in  cultures  living more happy lives  on this  ground,  amid these  other 
specie, and pragmatic about the arrangements that get us there.

Society is organized around human needs in ways that keep those human needs 
from destroying society. Violence and sexuality are two obvious examples. The result is 
that the the major and most obvious human motivations get organized by all societies. 
Think of our kinship systems which are so old that we cannot go that far into their 
history, and so present and taken for granted that we cannot feel them. Can you feel 
your own taboo against incest? Probably not. You know it’s results but the feeling is so 
buried we do not sense It’s influence on our lives. In the same way you are probably not 
aware of the tradition which says the state has a monopoly on violence. In fact that is 
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the reason for the state, said Hobbes. In fact all complex social processes are organized 
around the body. But that organization always supports elites.

Socialized rituals around basic human needs, sex, capital, war and church must 
be attractive for them to constitute a culture. Thus the “heavy guns”of art and ritual, 
rhetoric and belief, are brought together to give form and satisfaction to the rituals of 
public expression and personal constraint. Societies until recently did this so well that it 
was not possible for individuals to escape that socialization. In this way each member of 
the society, even now, actually looks like they belong. This is an incredible achievement.

Living with the material world so that it produces sustenance to feed us, and 
with the sexual world so it produces the viable next-generation, are thus deep in our 
past  and present,  and are not  as separate as they first  appear.  They are what Marx 
meant by the always necessary tasks of the production and re-production of society.

Both sex and food have to do with reproduction and it’s no slip of the tongue 
that  agriculture,  both  grains  and cattle,  and the  creation  of  human children,  where 
“husbandry”, links human and agricultural skills of reproducing. Remember that the 
oikos was the place of farming and family, the household. Keep remembering that we 
are talking about is what economics should encompass.

If you were to look at modern society and did not have the word “economics” in 
your vocabulary, you would never take a slice through what we have now and call it 
“economics”. The word “politics” has had a similar expansion from its origin in the 
Greek city state called the polis. One of the most extraordinary extensions of a word 
because of convenience comes from John Locke’s 1680’s analysis of property. He wanted 
to argue that the king has less power than the king thought. As part of this argument he 
said that “King, the property is not yours because it was here before you and we own it 
because we have improved it.”. Locke’s argument was supporting the aristocrats, the 
large landowners, against the power of the king. He never extended that argument to 
the large landowners in contrast to the poor agricultural workers that surrounded them, 
those  who actually  did  the  work.  Yet  Locke’s  view of  property  has  been  extended 
through the United States Constitution by the founding fathers based on their education 
in Scotland or England, into a wider view of society. Most people treat private property 
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as though it’s given by nature. Which wasn’t exactly Locke’s argument, in the particular 
context of struggle with the emerging powers of a king as the kind tried to manage in 
more  complex  circumstances  of  wars  and  increasing  population.  The  actual  earlier 
origin of the word “property” comes from proper: what stuff is proper to the status of 
an  “aristocrat”  a  castle,  a  retinue,  certain  clothing.  That  is,  what  is  proper  to  the 
aristocrat’s  role  in  society.  Remember  that  in  ancient  societies,  down  through  the 
Renaissance, it was illegal to wear the clothes or own the “property” of other classes.

We are colonized by these expansions of  ancient  words through their  use by 
ambitious people to justify what they’re doing by using the vocabulary that implies 
continuity and avoiding any serious rethinking of the basic vocabulary of society in the 
face of population increases, the passing of time, and the rise of new technologies. We 
are all being pushed , and acquiescing, from being citizens to being consumers.

The result  of  our dependence on consumerism for  acquiring,  and division of 
labor, or absentee ownership, for production, is a vast reduction in the hand – eye and 
heart  –  mind  capacities  of  a  full  human  being.  Increased  complexity  of  task  is 
accompanied by a vast reduction in the range of tasks people learn. Most of our skill is 
developed by and into pushing buttons, not in drawing, music-making, lovemaking, 
gardening, or building. Even our capacity to educate has atrophied to weak unreflecting 
voices and merely instrumental contest. Education of skills has replaced education of 
the spirit (remember that early schools and universities were always part of religious 
institutions). If we look closely at what most of us consume, it is not even for ourselves. 
The big lie. it is around maintaining our job: the cell phone, the computers, the car for 
commuting, expensive clothes to look okay when we get there. Even our cosmetics, our 
health, our education and our attitudes are more aimed at success at work than in the 
qualities  of  living in our personal  lines.  The amount of  consumption that  goes into 
personal satisfaction, such as art, travel, relationships, education for self, is very small. 
We live by eating and sleeping in order to go to work. Even our consumption of news, 
Internet or TV or newspaper, is more to be aware of the catastrophes around us we need 
to navigate for work than the opportunities that could attract us to living more fulfilling 
lives. There is a vast cycle of the production of things and the circulation of money that 
has replaced the agricultural cycle of the seasons and food bringing from returning to 
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the soil, expressed in the songs and rituals of daily life. What song, what ritual, what 
festival can you possibly imagine where you work now?

There is a tendency to talk of the measure of quality of life as “being happy”. but 
when Thomas Jefferson spoke of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness”, he meant 
something very specific and very profound. Happiness came to Jefferson through the 
Scottish enlightenment from the verb “to happen”, and meant the number of roles, the 
number of  happenings,  in  a  life.  The idea was that  the more you were engaged in 
different roles, the more of your total capacity as a human was engaged in the nature of 
the world. To call this “happiness” is very far from the consumer bliss and passively of 
its current meaning. The current meaning really means satiated, whereas what Jefferson 
meant was toward participation, inclusion, action, achievement not of consumption but 
of  doing  things  with  other  people.  Meaningful  projects.  “Happiness”  is  important 
because it shows up in modern surveys of income which tend to show that increase in 
income does not lead to increase in happiness past a certain point, say $40,000 US. But 
this is complicated. the more ambitious a person is the less likely they are to want to see 
themselves as “happy” because it implies being content with one’s achievements, the 
very opposite of the self identity of the ambitious. Hence asking such people if they are 
happy biases toward their answering “no”.

In economics there is a tendency to think of economic activity as the center or at 
times even the sole purpose of human activity. The tendency of economics is to look for 
a model of human nature that justifies that model of human activity. The alternative 
would be  to  look at  what  kind of  economics  can support  that  Jeffersonian kind of 
person  who  takes  on  engagement  as  part  of  moving  toward  maturely  rather  than 
staying behind one’s own potential by extended consumerism.

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.
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Anyone who deeply believes that point of view, that life is a continuous game, is 
taking that point of view against themselves and as a defense against feeling helpless. 
All cynicism hides failed idealism.

Moving toward an economy without people puts everyone at threat. The reality 
is that in the last few decades people have been and still are in the game of musical 
chairs with their jobs. The economy is broken and the politics to repair the economy is 
broken. Jobs will be hard to bring back because most new production is being done by 
robots  for  the  physical  work  and  artificial  intelligence  algorithms  for  mind  work. 
Moreover growth as we have known it and can imagine it threatens the environment 
with  yet  more  pollution  and  crowding.  Climate  change  threatens  through  the 
byproducts  of  that  production,  education seems useless  because  there  are  few jobs, 
resource wars and migrations appear on the horizon, the birth of children, usually a 
renewal of hope, seems more like cancer than community. For many, our children, in the 
US, begin to resemble the returnees from Vietnam, shunned, if not despised.

Economic  thinking,  with  its  stress  on  the  isolated  human  encourages 
consumerism and accepts concentration of wealth (and in many cases celebrates it) but 
discourages social thought. In our hearts and private conversations we know that we 
are in trouble. But we don’t act like it.

Sex, Marriage and economy

To really understand an economy we need to understand what it is doing, where 
it came from, and what are the future options. It really is about how to live well and this 
means integrating the givens of the human body and society with the world. The givens 
are fairly well named by birth to death, through sex and marriage, and caught up in 
war. These are deeply intertwined.

First,  lets look sex and its cultural form, marriage. In one form or another all 
societies have it. It is a ritualized role performance way of bringing together the mother 
and father of the child that would be likely born anyway based on sexual desire. If we 
look at the West, the major articulation of this has been through Christianity, a system of 
symbols  and rituals  which show the power of  the  transcendent  in  human life.  The 
rituals of Christianity were organized around a child as a story. The marriage makes 
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partners to carry out the will of God and producing the next generation. In this way the 
partners become also partner with God, a major location of individual status in the 
larger picture. The story of Jesus and Mary shows the centrality of the story of birth and 
parentage in our culture. The fact that it’s a virgin birth and that God has done the work 
of  the  man  is  just  an  ironic  statement  on  the  complexity  of  this  process  and  it’s 
malleability to ritual form and myth, making what God did with Mary similar to what 
man does to his wife while implying a kind of freedom to the wife from the husband. 
The story rounds out with the death of Jesus, just as all our stories do, with a sense of 
sacrifice and a need to not blame “them” for what they have done to us.

I spent a week in Venice with my son Seth and after a few days of art I found 
myself saying “Just advertising for the church”, but later in the second day thought, yes, 
but the story as advertising is in many ways a much more comprehensive, colorful and 
generative world view than the one we have now, with the ads in the various media 
that  engulf  us  with  our  participation in  a  more  banal  story  of  consumer  bliss.  The 
overall effect of Venice through many centuries could be a standard by which we judge 
our own culture and efforts to maintain, develop or surpass it. Our secular tendencies 
have  not  eliminated  the  awe of  pregnancy.  And remember  that  renaissance  science 
began,  not  as  a  desire  to  understand stuff,  but  to  understand the  mind of  the  god 
thought to have thought it all up, including our thinking about it.

The ritual of the marriage is not just the ritual of the moment. It is the ritual of 
taking the role of mother and father and playing these “until death do us part.”. In this 
way the question of the reproduction of the next generations is given a deep ritual form 
that vastly constrains, and in part creates behavior. The “fidelity” that we so much talk 
about referred in more ancient times to fidelity to the roles and ritual of marriage, not to 
raw sexuality and affairs.  There was dignity in the social  role of  being a mother or 
father, and the complementary roles of being a wife or husband. These roles provided 
norms of dress and behavior and manners that gave a sense of place and identity in the 
flow of life, giving a sense of well-being and place in the universe as part of gods plan 
for those who excepted the roles and the guidelines for their performance. This dignity 
in performance of the role is almost lost for us. We have lost the texture of the drama of 
the family as ritual. To jump ahead. the economy whose aim it was to give each family 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !180 255

the  means  to  carry  out  their  role,  is  now  being  withdrawn  into  privileged  gated 
communities of money.

The extreme in a traditional society when one marries the choice of the partner 
made others,  or  completely determined by economic and dynastic  pragmatism. The 
partners vow to playing the role, including pregnancy and children, but not expected to 
be amorous. As choice began to enter into marriage, in most cases, as the relationship 
cools the partners seek other outlets for sex, romance, and relationship. But they remain 
committed to the needs of the performance of the role as a married couple. In modern 
society the needs of the persons tend to dissolve the formal relationships. Dissolve is 
dis-solve, undoing a solution. This is an important clue that something is at stake A 
solution, is lost. But perhaps some gains. for example new personal growth through 
having to chose , such as romantic love was discovered, or maybe even invented.

We call this game-board “economy” 
and fail to notice that the economy can be doing well  
but the people are doing badly.

The result is we in this 21st-century face very open questions about the future of 
the family, marriage, sexuality, and the passions and loves that go along with these. We 
do not know much about how this will turn out. It is part of an adventure that we are 
entering into driven by other parts of human nature such as desire for independence 
and self creation along with the dangers of narcissism, envy, and jealousy.

So sexuality  and marriage  are  ritualized forms that  make up the  core  of  the 
structure  of  the  household  and  extended  into  a  larger  market  through  modern 
advertising. The ritual of marriage; mother and father and children, are to be performed 
faithfully and properly. “what piece of property is proper for him?” What proper forms 
of inheritance hold sway over the distribution of property? What property is proper to 
the role of paren?

From cattle breeding to the magic of capital.

In herding societies, and often later, there was a thing called bride-price paid for 
by husband’s family to bride’s family by a certain number of head of cattle where the 
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number depended upon the wealth of the potential husband in compensation for the 
girl’s parents who bred her and lose her productive capacity in the family.. And it is 
clear that cattle were the real wealth that could be reproduced or increased through the 
breeding of that very cattle as a precursor to transportable money.

The  word  “capital”  has  several  modern  interrelated  meanings:  capital  of  a 
country, the top of a column, , and “cap” as in baseball cap, comes from the same root 
across all these, the latin word cap for “head”, as in “head” as in how many head of 
cattle (are you worth)? Capitalism has its root then in breeding “head of cattle, ” and is a 
principle of birth and growth.

In  traditional  nomadic  societies  there  were,  and  in  some  cases  remain,  rules 
about breeding cattle. I can give you a goat and you can cook it or give it away, but you 
cannot breed it, because to breed indiscriminately would be to destabilize the grazing 
grass and create problems of wealth holding.

Such restraint on capital breeding profit, (to make or to do, latin) has slowly given 
way to “free” capital and a capitalism which no longer is restrained for the good of 
society. Capital becomes a game with its rituals but for private gain against others. The 
separation of capital from its connection to the asset it represents is a complex social 
process. For example, it used to be, in England and other places till much later, that land 
could not be sold, only passed on by inheritance. The word used was “alienated.”

So in both sex and capitalism, restraints are now weakened and the free play of 
ego and individualism turns the society into the place of the hunt for trophy spouse or 
the golden pile of “filthy lucre”, while community and preservation of all that has been 
accumulated from civilizations, or were given by the universe, are forgot.

Traditional herd based societies had very complex social rules. Later these took 
other forms,  for  example the well  known restraints  on interest  and the rise  of  craft 
guilds which regulated trade. So severe that, for example in Florence in the 15th century, 
it  was  illegal  to  paint  a  picture  if  you  were  not  a  member  of  the  painters’  guild. 
Punishment was death. The 18th century writer, not well know, now but then popular, 
Justus Mosher was struggling with the impact of new market economies on the guild 
world of fixed relationships. Change and Stability dog us at every turn.
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War and the cycle of birth and death.

One more core institution in society – war – though we have almost no ability to 
stomach it any longer, and look on much of the past as barbaric – war is part of the 
creating and destruction, the working out of the vital principles of coming to be and 
passing away. Yet the current situation of war, torture, terrorism and arms sales is a 
massive arrow into the marrow of the conscience of us all. Is war part of economy? To 
the extent that economy demands growth it must also demand obsolescence and waste, 
or as Schumpeter called it, “creative destruction.”What our current nearly rational view 
of humans misses is that humans tend to irrational anger and a desire to knock the 
chess board to the ground, clean slating the future, and to do so in socially coherent 
masses And we need to recall our dark side.

Traditional societies tended, often with too little success, to ritualize war, making 
it more “fun” and less destructive. Prisoners for example were often expected to not run 
away, as running away was bad form, and the end of hostilities would mean everyone 
was returned safe anyway. So no guards were needed, only kind hospitality. Echoes of 
this remain in Renoir’s Grand Illusion. The move to modern totally destructive warfare, 
where  instead of  the  victors  gaining the  town,  nothing of  value  remains.  From the 
beginning of empires and the ego of emperors, warfare often had destructive outcomes, 
but mostly connected to size, with destruction amplified by new technologies, for which 
there were always inventors at hand . I needn’t rehearse the stories about the American 
Revolution and the use of guerrilla style warfare by the (not yet) americans against the 
British with their formal rules of fighting.

If we look at the history of war as the undoing of formal patterns of pomp and 
circumstance  and  “uniforms”dissolving  into  world  war  1  and  2  mud  based 
camouflaged coping nightmares or cool computer coffee and coke can console warfare, 
we  see  that  something  immediate  that  protected  lives  has  been  lost.  But  maybe 
something is  gained,  like  a  lot  of  technology,  exposing our  populations  to  different 
people and places (helped in Europe, may not be in the MiddleEast).

In capitalism, the restraints of antique cultures in protecting the land is lost. We 
remain blind to this aspect of restraint in early capitalism because of what has been 
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called “the tragedy of the commons”, the idea is that poor people over-graze their land 
and destroy its capacity for the community. “We are smarter than those idiots.” This 
never happened. Poor farmers had a sophisticated culture of commons protection. The 
“commons” was undone by aristocrats looking for more cash for increasingly complex 
status seeking life styles among the “nobility”.

ISex, capital, and war, were all highly ritualized, imposing order and form and a 
degree of peace on complex human emotions. Think of the intense struggle for centuries 
over the place of interest in the mystery and legitimacy of increase. (I have an interest in 
early music, I have an interest in this piece of land, I live on interest from.., pay it back 
with interest. Paying beck interest requires growth.) There was a long debate on the 
neutrality  or  generativity  of  money,  starting  with  Aristotle.  We  are  still  in  that 
discussion.

As traditional constraints in the form of aestheticized ritual have weakened, we 
are bereft of calm and have created “legitimized” elites who have no instinct for the 
good of society, using society as a game board for personal challenge and reward, damn 
the rest of us. We call this game-board “economy” and fail to notice that the economy 
can be doing well but the people are doing badly. and supports the flow of cash in 
society. It  also stimulates,  education ,  research and social control.  But each has been 
trivialized.

If societies need well performed roles and rituals to funnel human passions into 
productive forms, what do we do now? Is a society that is harlequinesque in its mixture 
of  cultures  and rules,  where  every  pawn can move in  one  step  to  another  culture, 
capable of survival? And how to get there, and what could it be like. If shared belief is 
not possible, then the instinct for authoritarian solutions gains force. But be very aware.

Dennis  De  Rougement  in  his  fascinating  Love  in  the  Western  World  has  this 
warning about centralization and abstraction.

(written in 1937) No doubt the Totalitarian State is a newly devised formal mode, but one 
too  vast,  too  rigid,  and  too  geometrical  for  the  complex  lives  of  human  beings,  however 
militarized, to be successfully shaped and organized within its framework. Police measures do 
not constitute a culture, or slogans a morality. Between the artificial framework of great States 
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and the everyday life of men and women, the gap is too wide, so that restlessness and uncertainty 
are greater than ever. Nothing is really settled.

The  obvious  alternative  to  centralization,  a  decentralized  democratic  world 
mediated by the Internet in the mix of material things and virtual power, is attractive, 
but  faith  that  it  could  happen  will  be  stressed  while  paths  to  the  necessary  many 
experimental implementations are being discussed amid trials and errors.

The god of change

Yes, “change”. Another money word. Capital, interest private, profit, property, 
change, corrupt, chance, trust, credit: they are all more than normally rich pun words 
with complex origins and hypnotic effects. So sex in its evolved social form to marriage 
– and agriculture and its outgrowth to capitalism, and war from ritual confrontation to 
mega  destruction.  all  play  with  the  feeling  for  the  most  powerful  mystery  of  the 
universe  –  the  ability  to  change  and  make  more  from  less.  Ovid’s  marvelous 
Metamorphosis (major influence on Shakespeare) is a tell well told of the dynamics of 
change.  Piaget’s  Play,  Dreams and Imitation in  Childhood  is  a  modern analysis  of  this 
magic. The modern fascination with Darwin implies an interest in change, even when 
the theory is thin, since it cannot predict new forms, only explain post hoc that they 
happened.Yet we seem desperate to believe in a Darwin that can give meaning, despite 
the hidden fact that, after many years, he was finally able to find the British Social Class 
Structure in nature.

Those who play with capital, “capitalists” seem to me to be hypnotized by the 
magic of increase. One can still feel it playing Monopoly.The awe of money reproducing 
itself with increase panders to the hidden desires of many. From breeding cattle, and 
bride price, the apparent breedability of money (see what you can do with it, profit, pro 
facer, to make going forward) has become the absorbing passion, game and religion of 
the early 21st century. Capitalists often appear to be secularists, loyal to the spirit of the 
Enlightenment, but in reality covet the magic power of Faust, Aladdin, the golden egg 
laying goose, and the god who begat the world. Magicians among us in desire, but in 
skills more like the wizard in Oz, running a machine behind a curtain. Love and war are 
drawn in to the capital game of magic in search of profits; love loses, and war wins. 
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That  the  goose  of  the  golden eggs  mixing birth  and sexuality  and fabulous  wealth 
reinforces  the  overall  picture.  The  magic  of  the  universe  is  treated  as  the  private 
property  of  those  who  control,  socially  mediated  and  condoned,  “the  means  of 
production”

But what ever arrangement with gains, there are loses.

In traditional Mexico there was a cultural form known as “The little angels of 
Mercy.” A poor family that had children they couldn’t feed would be visited by the little 
angels and the child taken to heaven. Such a culturally sanctioned form of infanticide 
would be impossible n our own society. The whole way modern society has moved in to 
the  territory  of  the  traditional  in  sex  and  child  rearing  is  one  way  to  understand 
“modernity”.

In each case, sex, violence and greed, necessary human passions were restrained 
and given  cultural  form:  into  marriage,  war  and capitalism,  what  we  now call,  all 
together, economy, the technology of household management taken to the larger more 
complex society of our time.

The  constraints  that  went  along with  old  forms of  constraint  and roles  have 
mostly dissolved. The result is that modern events are thin with meaning, and people 
are adrift, dangerously more entropic than civilized. Reinventing meaning and cultural 
forms is part of the task for the 21st century, and a goal of GardenWorld Politics.

We tend to  think  that  we  live  more  in  “economy” than  we  do  in  nature  or 
communities. This is why understanding it is so important for GardenWorld. Economy 
is  the  mediating  infrastructure  that  ties  sex  and  war  together.  As  Aristotle  Onassis 
(Jackie Kennedy’s second husband) said “All the money in the world is worth nothing if 
there are no women.” Our leisure time and work time, our family time and career time, 
are fused into each other and should be the focus of rethinking how the public and the 
private  go  together  in  a  better  world  of  meaning.  But  it  will  require  a  deeper 
understanding of the relationship of individual to community, person to culture, living 
through the human life cycle in society.
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We  must  come  to  understand  that  living  up  to  cultural  roles  (often  called 
“conservative”) is not in opposition to individual development (often called progressive 
or  liberal).  No  developed  person  without  a  developed  community.  No  developed 
community without developed people.

The dependency of climate issues on economics.

I came to be thinking about economics from 2007 to 2010, while a visiting scholar 
at Stanford I worked with Paul Ehrlich, Don Kennedy and others on the social and 
political side of climate change. I came to realize that most people involved with these 
questions downplayed or ignored the role of economics.

. I realized that most people ecologically focused did not really want to bring in 
the knowledge of real lives. Potential participants in our Stanford conversations looking 
at  the  population  through  literature,  or  the  modern  discussions  of  the  social 
complexities as seen in social science, politics or anthropology and especially history, 
tended to be skeptical about the possibilities of doing much.

The ecologically minded wanted support for an effort to align new policies and 
new technologies that would arrive at sustainability in a linear process. The humanists 
would be aware of the naiveté in this approach, since it did not do any analysis of why 
people might resist, or turn opportunists. Resistance would break the linear path, since 
too may people would be mobilized against it as they lost real or imagined advantages 
in their current life situations. Unless the reality of their weak economic position, and 
the presence of many other threats, were taken in to account, climate change policies 
looked, and remain, just too threatening

I  already had a  good draft  of  GardenWorld  Politics,  but  I  needed this  some 
understanding of anxiety and economy. I came to realize that the problem for climate 
policy is not consumption or production or innovation, but people’s anxiety about how 
they  will  “make  a  living”.  The  economic  crisis  of  2000  to  the  present  with  high 
unemployment has only increased awareness of the importance of “economics”. But 
what is it?

Into economics
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I turned then to economics and I came to realize that standard economics does 
not want us to be asking the interesting questions: what is money, why capitalism, what 
of “property”, what is wealth, who benefits and who doesn’t, and above all, why?

Economics avoids issues, like who holds wealth and why, and how the quality of 
life  is  related to  economy.  This  exclusion of  the dynamic,  historically,  and humanly 
meaningful  aspects  of  economy and society  helps  keeps  things  from changing.  The 
economic profession, with a narrow range of job opportunities in universities, banks 
and  governments,  keeps  people  aligning  their  career  with  these  narrow  confining 
expectations set by those who already own wealth, so to speak, and the result is we only 
have a theory of what is, not of what could be. Economics is a center of static thinking. 
surrounded by an unarticulated halo of unexplored possibilities.

In modern society there are two rivers flowing almost side-by-side. You might 
have guessed that one of them could be called civilization and the other could be called 
economics  (or  technology).  The  broader  River  carries  Myth  and  Art  and  human 
relationships. It is filled with long stories of human comedies and human tragedies. It is 
a mix of agriculture and songs and happiness and loneliness. The other river carries lots 
of tricks with material things, tricks that sometimes have amplified wars and at other 
times have amplified hopes and occasionally have an extraordinary impact on life in the 
other river.

Economics had its origins in the broader river as Political Economy, but quickly 
diverged into the narrower and became even more shallow as it maintained itself as a 
separate current next to the larger river of life.

Those of us who are concerned to rethink economics so that it better fits human 
life must cope with the separation of these two rivers. The resistance to allowing the 
larger issues into the narrow field of economics is powerful, even desperate. Consider 
Tim Geitner’s defense of the banks.

Another  river  metaphor,  also  very  insightful  and  instructive,  is  in  the  novel 
Player Piano by Kurt Vonnegut. The managers and their wealth live on one side of the 
river  and  the  workers  and  the  machines  live  on  the  other  side.  Those  habituated 
through class and employment to one side or the other rarely cross, and it may even be 
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prohibited. These two river metaphors tell  us a lot about our current dilemmas and 
wicked problems.

Economics in its current form keeps society frozen in time, frozen around class 
status. frozen against change.

Economics  is  a  platonic  science.  Its  practitioners  in  large  majority  are  more 
interested in formalism than in public policy, or, somewhat of a surprise, science. The 
reigning belief in economics is that using math makes it a science. The connection with 
the empirical world need not be more than a data point or two, but hardly is there an 
attempt to map the terrain of real economic – or social- human society and its history. 
This hands-off reality approach keep economics from asking embarrassing questions 
about  wealth  distribution,  corruption,  political  support  of  wealth  transfers,  and the 
impact on the environment. That is to say, economics does not act like a science that is 
first  interested  in  phenomena  and  then  probes  them  with  imagination,  theory  and 
experiment.

Elites.

Elites seem to have been present and dominant since the beginning of any hint of 
human habitation that we have. Studies of other primates such as chimpanzees shows 
that status is one of the things that I occupies a major part of the mind. Will we need 
elites  in  the  future?  I  assume  so.  There  is  a  distribution  of  age,  talent,energy  and 
attractiveness – and luck – such as parents, community and global  place  that seems to 
call out for expression in some signs of hierarchy. Managing 8 billion people, much less 
just a village, calls out for leadership.

If we are to have elites how are they possessors of that position? What is their 
relationship to economy? How are they chosen? How are they rewarded? And what 
does their presence do to the rest of us? It is remarkable how much the need for it elites 
is not discussed in most political conversations or commentaries.

We  can  imagine  that  elites  are  chosen  through  inheritance  or  through 
meritocracy.  These  are  quite  different  but  both  are  in  a  way  DNA  dependent. 
Inheritance  through  parentage  and  meritocracy  through  native  talent.  The  classical 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !189 255

advantage  of  inheritance  is  that  the  children  have  grown up seeing  the  exercise  of 
power,  it’s  nuances,  and  complexities.  But  raw  talent  loses  out  in  that  system. 
meritocracy has the obvious advantage of bringing talents, intelligence and energy to 
the tasks, but its weakness is the lack of a deeper education of that leadership.

If we look at history, the struggle always seems to be between elites that take too 
much for themselves and the reactions of the rest of us to that fact. The long struggles of 
revolution, of democracy, of labor, health human decency and justice emerge out of that 
tension. It is part of our great history.

The idea of “political economy” at its best was concerned for the overall health 
and  benefits  of  an  entire  society.  When the  technocrats  got  hold  of  economics  and 
dropped the “political”, the result was an economics that was more concerned with the 
flow of cash and its instruments in society and its ability to pay off to those who won’t 
capital  rather  than  concern  for  the  benefit  of  everyone.  Many  of  those  who  are 
concerned with the extension of the benefits to everyone denied the need for elites.

In our on time the elites have for three decades or so stolen much of the basic 
wealth of their countries, and there is nothing in economic theory that talks much about 
this while the constructs of economics actually help drive that system that is creating a 
churn  of  productivity  and  spending  that  benefits  the  wealthy.  Economics  could  be 
called the plumbing for wealth concentration

On  the  one  hand  we  have  the  problems  of  the  failure  of  the  economy,  the 
difficulty  of  creating  jobs  and  distributing  income  and  wealth,  climate,  health  and 
education costs, rising population and decline in the quality of living in many of its 
aspects. On the other side we might add up the presence of the Internet, widespread 
new  education,  and  an  emerging  willingness  of  many  to  experiment,  all  working 
together creating new opportunities.

After World War II there was a promise of something that was called the leisure 
Society. But the new wealth that was supposed to create it and lower for example the 
number of hours needed to work, was confiscated subtly upwards in the organizations, 
creating that concentration of wealth.
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The question before us might be how can economics change so that it  would 
throw light on all aspects of this complex process and keep open the possibility of the 
use of wealth for human betterment?

In  that.  After  World  War  II  organizations:  corporations  and  unions,  saw 
themselves as so powerful and so dominant that they represented the whole of society. 
But the trend, as they began competing with each other in the 60s was to eliminate 
people and lower costs. This was, remarkably, call increasing productivity. Producing 
more stuff with fewer people. The result was that the organizations no longer contained 
the majority of the people and their legitimacy as representatives of the whole society 
was less real. But the power remained with those organizations and accrued to the few 
people running them.

Every regime of economics, that is, a constellation of concepts, has a preferred 
view of human nature. A view of human nature that supports the theory. So what if we 
started from the other end with views of human nature that are rather diverse. What 
would the implications for economic thinking be

We can start by looking at the life of Goethe and what he attempt to do with it.

Through  his  representative  life  Goethe  invites  us  to  connect  things  that  are 
dislocated  in  our  society  as  well  as  in  ourselves  –  creative  freedom and emotional 
stability; profundity and practicality; refined taste and power. To live well, we have to 
thrive in the imperfect world we have.

Goethe is trying to find a way past a thought that has tempted and seduced people down 
the ages: that there is an inescapable conflict between mental culture and material success. It is 
not just that he wants both, that he rejects the tragic ‘either-or’ for a hopeful ‘both and’. The ideal 
is more interesting: intellectual sophistication needs to come into practical and fruitful contact 
with responsibility and the everyday world; otherwise it remains pointless and abstract. At the 
same time,  wealth and power need to  be  educated and refined;  otherwise  they are  like  blind 
giants. The marriage of depth and power which is a good definition of civilization – was not 
something Goethe merely wrote about or advocated: he tried to be that ideal himself.

From Armstrong Life, Love, Goethe  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chapte 7 human nature

Chapter 7 . Human Nature and GardenWorld

Douglass Carmichael

revision October 2014 in process

__________

In the Introduction I quoted John Warnecke’s lines:

Vitruvius, in his Ten Books of Architecture, arranged building designs  
around the human body and its actions.

The point of this book, it is to integrate the body, in fact all bodies, back into – 
 not just  architecture –  but the landcapes and city-scapes  around  us.  As we move 
through the  so far very awkward 21st century, we need to struggle to bring the human, 
as the design criteria, back into the center of design and policy. Vitruvius, setting the 
patterns for Greek and Roman revivals in architectural style and substance for twenty 
centuries, dealt with the body and the building. He sensitively situated that body in the 
climate  and  local  environment,  and  made  the  building  cohere  around  the  body’s 
needs. We want to look at reintegrating the society back into nature and architecture, 
the built and the grown. 

In typical discussions of social policy human beings are treated as little points to 
be pushed around . In these discussions the tendency is  to look for ways to rationalize 
the logic of the system in a kind of mechanical way as if the people don’t count for 
much. If  we put people in the center of the system being discussed the logic shifts. 
Instead of maximizing for mechanical efficiency we find ourselves thinking about how 
to maximize for quality of life.
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There  is  much  we  don’t  know  about  the  flourishing  of  human  nature.  But 
emerging  thinking  about  the  infant  and  the  parents  accepts  the  extraordinary 
complexity and artfulness at the start of being human. The adults we become are fateful 
for human societies! and our societies are fateful for us. We humans are the glue that 
holds society together,  and the explosive force which can break it  apart.  We do not 
know if our modern condition of complexity will lead to destruction through increasing 
fragmentation   or  to  some  hoped-for  but  not  yet  envisioned  complexity  with 
enough  coherence to make human life really attractive.  We are not used to thinking 
about  the  qualities  of  human  beings.  Our  press  and  education  constantly  look  at 
humans  “objectively”  rather  than  at  their  inner  experience.  The  legacy  of  several 
generations of methodologically oriented social science has produced a view society as 
merely an ensemble of statistics. Our tendency is to reduce us to little points within the 
large forces of economics and politics. The immensity of the human being is almost lost 
to us. Imagine a tree. My guess is you see that tree from the ground up. But as we know, 
the tree is mirrored beneath the plane of the ground by as rich and large and complex   a 
structure. So too with people and their thinking: we see the result and not what lies 
beneath the surface and backward in time.   All concepts, all thinking are much more 
like that tree than like a car parked on the surface. Being clearer about what a human 
being is helps ground GardenWorld and helps motivate us to want it.

There is much we need to rethink about who we are. You can’t grow a tomato if 
you treat it like a   goldfish.   For example, Individualism implies that all of myself is in 
myself, and nobody else is there. But much of my self is relationships. My nerve cells, 
memory,  repertoire  of  responses,  are  all  based on interactions  with  others  (think of 
Piaget, Vygotsky, Freud). Every part of myself is infused with the presence of others. 
The idea of individual is not given in nature. It is a social concept that was centuries in 
the making. It is not a discovery, just as france as a people and culture exist but the 
nation  is  a   creation   of   boundaries.  The  individual  is 
slowly differentiated from the group.

The  implication  for  economics,  much  of  which  assumes  such  non-interactive 
individualism,  is just wrong. Take the idea of “selfish.” The selfish person in fact is not 
being their full self, but  acting on behalf of a restricted narrow self that leaves out that 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !193 255

self’s interest in relationships, well being, and acceptance. The self-centered person is 
only centered on a part of themselves, a part that fits their self image,  but is not at all 
their full self. If people were truly selfish they would be for everything because their full 
self depends on the encounterable world.

There is a tendency in the way we see each other in society    to reduce us to 
consumers  without  imagination,  limited to  choices  in  the  catalog  or  mall,    without 
thoughts  about  expanded  prospects  for  living  a  larger  life.  Some  research,  called 
“happiness studies” shows that happiness, as rated on questionnaires, does not increase 
past a modest middle class income. If you are asked “how happy are you?” you will 
likely give an answer that leaves out some of the deeper pain you feel about your life 
and the frustrated hopes that continue to remain present in your sense of who you are. 
Happiness in our contemporary culture has moved from a feeling of satisfaction to a 
feeling of consumer bliss. Happiness has become a measure of passivity.

Thomas  Jefferson,  in  that  famous  phrase,  “life,  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness” had a different theory, almost forgotten. His view, coming out of the rich 
tradition of the Scottish Enlightenment that spawned Adam Smiths Moral Sentiments  
was that happiness had to do with the quantity and quality of happenings in your life, 
on the idea that fulfillment comes from playing roles that root into your talents. The 
roles  you can play in  society  depends on of  course  talent  and luck,  but  most  of  it 
depends upon the conditions provided by your society.  Currently in the commercial 
world culture too much depends on the powers of wealth. Wealth takes you to live in 
different  places,  to  have  a  different  education  with  the  development  of  different 
relationships, and to give the leverage to try things. You probably notice how much 
today’s famous people are very frequently related to yesterdays rich and or famous.

Thus happiness, depends on roles that can be played that depend increasingly on 
wealth, which is increasingly skewed,  because we have isolated people from each other 
and reduced the  “commons”    and made  isolated  class  enclaves,  rich  and poor,  for 
living.    As  an  observer  but  more  as  a  psychoanalyst  with  a  private  practice,  I  am 
impressed by how people try to hide the few major factors in their lives that make them 
who  they  are  and  want  to  be.  Wealth  is  one  of  those  factors.  Hence,  The  normal 
“happiness studies” are very misleading and are used to argue away ambition, status, 
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the thrill of trying something big. Our official psychology and social science give us a 
truncated view of the humanity we have to cope with in thinking about history and its 
future  possibilities.  The  reduction  of  health  and  well-being  and  happiness  to  the 
conditions  of  consumer  satisfaction  is  one  of  the  most  degrading  and 
constricting factors of modern life.

“Happiness” in Jefferson’s sense is mostly forgotten because it builds on human 
possibility, not on market choices. The market wants you to believe that you can satisfy 
all your desires with things you can buy. You need to learn to ask yourself, right now in 
the back of my mind and I thinking more of something I can buy, or something I can 
do?

The mechanical or dramatic view of life?

Perhaps the most fateful choice we have to make is the perspective from which 
we look out on the human situation. Lets call them the mechanistic and the theatrical 
views. Do we look on the world as a collection of machines, or as a drama? Do we enter 
in as operators of equipment, or as actors in a stage set? The tendency in modern life, 
starting way back even with the Greeks, is to separate objective from subjective, and to 
see the world as made of things, and our inner states as made of rational thoughts and 
irrational feelings. This approach renders human beings less and less significant over 
centuries.  The  tendency  is  deep  and  hard  to  grasp,  though  much  contemporary 
philosophy is grappling with this problem. The medieval worldview , Say from about 
the ninth till  the 13th centuries,    actually have a much richer conception of  human 
nature . The drama with each other and with goodness was much more powerful than 
the  concern  for  buying  things.  All  things  were  craft  goods  that  reflected   the 
personalities and relationships of the maker. A skirt was not a skirt from Macy’s, but 
from Elizabeth. The whole world was made by God and was the stage set for the drama 
of good and evil in the struggle for your soul. Today the struggle is by corporations for 
your dollars.

Books such as  Saul’s Voltaire’s Bastards is one of many rethinking the thoughts of 
the  Enlightenment.  The  enlightenment  went  along  with  a  shift  in  science  towards 
objectivity,  toward  social  functioning  measured  through  statistics,    “welfare”  and 
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“utility.” What Shakespeare calls “sickened o’er with the pale cast of thought.”.  The 
honor we pay to the enlightenment is based on how much the modern world of power, 
wealth,  industry,  abstract  thinking,  the  nation  state,  and  war,  are  the  results  of 
enlightenment thinking. Stephen Toulmin’s Cosmopolis  tells a fascinating story of where 
we are in the thought landscape and its origins inthe Enlightenment.  He says that it is 
the normal view that the enlightenment – say 1600- 1700, was a period of increased 
civility, wealth, health, art, and well being. Wrong he says, it was a period of great wars, 
unemployment,   illness    The   perspectives   of  Shakespeare,  Erasmus, 
Rabellaise  proceeded   the  enlightenment  and  show  a  much  richer  view  of  human 
experience. The religious wars of the 1600’s led to great social despair, along with failing 
economies, assassination of kings, and great extensions of poverty.The result was that 
philosophers  such  as  Descarte  Leibnitz  and many others  looked for  ways  to  avoid 
conflict  yet  have  a  meaningful  international   conversation    The 
enlightenment, dealing with the world as rational, mathematical, and abstract replaces 
the  earlier  discussions  of  personality,  culture,  religion,  We  live  in  the  constraints 
the  Enlightenment gave to us  to avoid conflict brought about by theings of feeling. But 
the  result  has  been  an  overly  mechanical  view  the  world  and  human  nature.  The 
perspectives of the enlightenment have supported a kind of mathematical “logic” that 
has  been  amplified  and  used  by  those  in  power  and  their  professional  staffs 
for their own ends, and the result has been abstract planning and large wars, not the 
peace that was promised. 

The mechanical approach is so widely taught that most people do not know there 
is an alternative. Things are made of parts, the whole can be known from the parts. 
However things that are organic actually do not have this quality.

A  good  heuristic  comes  from  Manuel  DeLande  where  he  writes  that  the 
mechanical is when parts maintain their qualities even when part of larger assemblies. 
A gear for example, or a transistor. The organic by contrast is when parts lose, gain or 
shift qualities when part of larger assemblies. A rabbit’s foot, a pianists hand, a molecule 
of DNA, all have new properties when acting as part of the larger whole.

This is really important. The sift from mechanical to organic to cultural is not just 
a  shift  in  content  and  scale,  but  of  basic  values  and  significance. 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !196 255

Adding  human  beings  to the  systems  considered  by policy does change the desired 
outcome  from  mechanical   logic  and  efficiency  of  energy  resources  and  money    to 
quality of life and the efficiencies of good living.

Take for example a chess board. The pattern of the paint does not violate any 
physical laws, but it is not  derivable  from them. If we then ad the pieces – agai not 
derivable from the physics – or chemistry – of the wood and paint. Then if we add the 
players we would ot even think to try to derive the structure of the players fromthe 
hysics of the wood, paint and pieces. What is going on?

First to realize most people in persuing a reductionistic path (the higher level of 
organzation derivaeable from the lower, asume one organism from the start. Like one 
cell. Or one body wiht organs “working toether”. But what if there are two bodies? The 
logic changes.

The mechanical view leads to an approach to technology which implies its logical 
unfolding of possibilities, or in science of understanding the one world

One world. Knowable, in principle. But what of hamlet or  your father’s death or 
you reaction to a person that has the quality of an instant love? Those who speak of one 
world and its know-ability are not thinking of drama, and not even taking seriously the 
dramas of empires, the agon of careers and ambitions. These are treated increasingly as 
not even present

Hegel,  in  the  middle  of  the  industrial  mechanical  19th  century,  treated  the 
unfolding of the spirit of the times, or the spirit in history as a single mechanical process 
described in apparently dramatic language. But Hegel ultimately was making the spirit, 
the drama, the search for meaning, into a process aligned with the mechanical. That 
mechanical  is  often equated with the  scientific  enterprise,  and science all  too much 
aligns itself with the mechanical project. But if science were open, it would take on all 
that needs to be explored, including the city state, the empire, and coveting’s ones best 
friends spouse. But also the desire to write 2music or a novel, or to affect the urban 
design  around  us.  Grand  projects  are  treated  as  just  “other”.  If  we  wanted  to 
understand a  violin  we would not  crush it,  spectrum analyze its  sounds,  assess  its 
compounds. We would first play it, litsen to it. The same with a human. We can divide 
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them up or we can watch them whole. I’ll have more to say about science later in the 
chapter

An alternative approach,  Shakespeare’s,  Aeschylus,  Ibsen,  is  to  enter  into the 
spirit of the drama and understand it, not as a science project, but in the particularity of 
its human concerns and actions

It is one thing to read drama in order to extract common themes about human 
life, and another to read them with the aim of then writing yet another play, poem or 
novel, or making a film

Our  existing  institutions  are  an  integration  of  various  aspects  of  our  human 
tendencies. For example our drive for status, inherited from primates, leads the strong 
to try to dominate the weak and yet to organize them. This drive for power by the 
strong leads the weaker to fear being left out, and their violent reactions over time have 
led to a rule of law. Our sexual drives get organized into families, and our choice of 
mate is strongly influenced by the status drives. Our search for understanding of the big 
issues, life and death, time and nature, get organized in belief systems, which combined 
with status and power and our desire for alignment with success. We call these religion, 
“re”,  again,  and  “ligare”,  to  bind.  (an  alternative  origin  comes  from  to  “re-read” 
carefully and thoughtfully). That is, to renew our understanding and meaning of the 
universe by seeing what ties it all together

In this sense science too is a religion. It  is a belief system among other belief 
systems that attempts to tie everything together. The preference for one system over 
another  is  not  just  an  empirical  question  in  the  laboratory  sense  but  an  empirical 
question of the larger sense of what framework works for what kind of society.   Our 
beliefs are an affirmation of the social system and our beliefs give us a world, but with 
blind spots

You might remember the story of the horse, ‘Clever Hans” who had a reputation 
for  being  able  to  do  simple  arithmetic.  A researcher  discovered that  the  horse  was 
responding to subtle cues from his trainer, and was not in fact adding or subtracting nor 
understanding numbers. The result was – hoax. End of story. But the real story went 
unexplored – Hans’s sensitivity to the trainers usually unconscious postural cues. The 
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real capacity of Hans went unnoticed, and we are doing the same thing to ourselves.  
Getting into greater intimacy with our humanity is fairly easy. Desiring it is uncommon. 
Peer pressure as part of the felt need to align with the opportunities around us narrows 
our vision. The bright eyes of children dim as puberty and identity choices are made

 

The wonderful book, giving increased dignity to childhood, Alison Gopnik’s The 
philosophical Baby says Learning is a key part of the process, but the human capacity for 
change goes beyond just learning.   Learning is about the way the world changes our 
mind, but our minds can also change the world.   Developing a new theory about the 
world  allows us  to  imagine  other  ways  the  world  might  be.    Understanding other 
people and ourselves leads us imagine new ways of being human.  At the same time, to 
change our world, ourselves, and our society we have to 3think about what we ought to 
be like, as well as what we actually are like.  This book is about how children develop 
minds that can change the world

 

I  once  taught  the  psychology  of  creativity  to  senior  honors  students  at  the 
Corcoran School of Art in Washington D.C. I set the students’ task for the semester to 
come up with a theory of creativity they could live with and that would support their 
artistic lives. The view we came to was that humans are born out of the earth, with all 
our instinctual and spiritual desires, but that as we live vertically, we are cut through 
with the horizontal  winds of  accumulated symbols – images,  words,  sounds,  of  the 
culture. The place where the winds of symbols meet the rising energy of instinct we feel 
this intersection at the core of our experience, and we feel that the images fit or do not 
fit that experience. The artist is the one who works in the place where the symbols do 
not fit what we experience. The artists worry this space, mull it, can’t leave it alone

But all humans face these feelings of a mismatch between the world presented to 
us and our inner judgment. Most just shut up

Eros and Thanatos As we contemplate a better future where we not only survive, 
but thrive, we are up against some fundamental aspects of our own nature. We need to 
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get out of our ruts where our symbols do not match our experience and think things 
through. There are five (somewhat arbitrarily chosen) aspects of our nature we need to 
understand and express well.1.       First, we are, so far, a very successful species. We all 
know the curve of population increase.

!

The result? Civilization. But many people competing for status and land. Warfare 
balances populations. Freud called the two Thanatos and Eros.    War is a reaction to 
successful  reproduction.  We  defend  our  births  better  than  any  other  species.  
GardenWorld should more or less “normalize” these conflicting tendencies,  bringing 
humans into a more resourceful relationship with nature leading to a better balance of 
reproduction and resources and less need to fight. A civilization of concrete, steel, and 
bits is enhanced when plants, gardens, parks, and walkway to the wild are part of daily 



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !200 255

living. Our dark side, driven by reproductive conflict,  will  not go away, but we can 
embed  it  in  a  healthier  environment.  Anthropology  also  suggests  that  there  are 
alternatives to hierarchical systems, namely kinship systems that are typical of some 
North American Indians and much of sub Sahara Africa. Our own kinship system, the 
nuclear  family  and exogenous careers,  is  currently  being modified by actual  family 
experimentation driven by economics and education that take each person away from 
any nuclear ties

 

2. Second is our desire for status. This is complex and rooted in the need for the 
individual and the group to be aligned with strategies of survival. Primate studies, and 
anthropology,  suggest  that  status  sensitivities  are  built  in  to  our  nature,  leading  to 
hierarchies for reproduction (opportunity’s  to socialize with potentially good mates) 
and defense of ego, institutions, and territory. Increasing the population but reducing 
the resources available for each,  in the context 4of crowding,  has supported a great 
increase in the centralization and hierarchization of society

 

Status  is  how  one  fits  into  globalization  and  its  structures.    An  over-
hierarchization and a withdrawal of resources and opportunities from too much of the 
population and geographic localities weakens us all by making nations brittle and local 
governments drained of resources

 

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 
where  they  live  and  work,  and  their  children  can  see  their  parents’  involvements. 
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GardenWorld, with its long tradition of garden imagery, from Eden to the contemporary 
yearning for a rural connection and local parks and walkways, should help bring these 
aspects of human life closer to the viable center of our activity, policy, and daily life

 

Remember, GardenWorld is not a plan, but an intent

 

We  are  in  a  delta  of  possibilities,  as  the  narrow  stream  of  industrialization 
spreads out and weakens under the IT revolution. Social evolution has to some degree 
taken  over  from  biological  evolution,  Yet  technical  evolution,  part  of  that  shift, 
combined with old corporations and power relations,   threatens (with its benefits) us, 
taking us in narrow unsupportable directions. Evolutionary theory in its mainstream 
form supports a passivity toward ends but a vigor toward winning. As you know there 
is a lot of use, and misuse, arguments for and against, the simple evolutionary model. I 
think it is plausible to say that humans can chose, ethically, to not take the evolutionary 
path. Evolution pushed for “mere” success. But humans can chose to act as if “all men 
are created equal”, which we can treat as ethically real but not “real” in the normal 
materialist sense. Perhaps the real ethical turn is at this level. It may be important to 
comprehend that the major religions began as reactions against the trends of power. 
Buddha responded to the increasing financial power of the Hindu priests as society 
grew  more  complex  and  wealthy.  Moses  reacted  against  the  deadening  hand  of 
Egyptian belief which stressed the importance of maintaining the state as opposed to 
the  welfare  of  the  people.  Jesus  reacted  against  the  growing  power  of  the  Roman 
Empire.  Moses reacted to the marginalization that again came from Rome after it made 
Christianity  the  official  religion.  Confucius  reacted  against  the  costs  of  the  warring 
kingdoms,  replacing war  with  ritual  and respect.  Lao Tzu felt  that  civilization was 
taking us away from our natural inclinations. In this interchange mind can be used for 
freedom, and love,  or  as  the  tool  of  our  being colonized by belief.  GardenWorld is 
dealing with these issues, which takes us to: 3, Third, the human mind, expressing the 
kind of intelligence that worked at the transitions into or out of an ice age, is a mind 
that likes abstractions, serving hierarchies. “Rational” mind meaning for the Greeks, the 
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use of thought    in the service of life, has become, become, in the modern period    so 
rationalized it is irrational. We have to ask the question: rational for whom? Rational for 
cars is not rational for people. Rational for owners is not rational for non-owners

 

So mind tends to align with power and the dominant self-serving ideological 
mood. Today that mean the general ethos of fear and militarization. But the mind is also 
naturally  inclined  to  justice,  fairness,  creativity,  friends,  loves,  and  contemplation. 
Replacing the word “soul” with mind was a product of  the very materialistic  19 th 
century  and  does  not  serve  well  as  the  name  of  what  soul-mind  is  all  about. 
GardenWorld should help create the scene for a better integration of mindfulness with 
our earth and sky rootedness, with many interesting local thing to do and 5stories to tell

 

Instead of thinking of the mind as a place in the head, it is better to think of it as 
the place for experience. The place whee the biology inside our body and the world 
outside often intermingle. The brain can be thought of as not needing an environment 
but the mind certainly does. In this way our frequent more materialist conception of 
what thinking is biases us away from a preference for GardenWorld as the healthy place 
to be. Materialism remember is the view that there is stuff, and then it can be organized 
into patterns. But when you think of it,  at what ever level you look, planets, atoms, 
there is stuff down and pattern up. A more radical view would be that in deed at every 
level there is both stuff and pattern above and below

 

Which gets to the importance of belief

 

4. Fourth, belief. Our daily activities are woven together with systems of belief 
that justify what we do, and lead us to what to do next. Belief ranges from practical 
activities  to  transcendent  mediation  and  awe.  What  we  “believe”  is  a  result  of 
repetition. All ritual is aimed at belief. So be careful of what you do – and don’t do. 
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Belief,   to work, must touch on the deep issues of beings living together;   resentment, 
love, meaning seeking, desiring justice and seeking advantage. Belief also ties together 
practical activities in that larger context. One pitfall (nice metaphor) is that we all tend 
to fall into a certain fundamentalism: that is, to treat a few things as rock solid, “The 
way things really are.”  A better  view might  be that  whatever is,  we only have our 
thoughts about them, tested for sure, but never yielding certainty. We live floating so to 
speak,  in our collective symbolic  realms,  tied to reality through practicality,  but  not 
knowing fully what it is. Desire for truth helps, but too often truth (from the same root 
as troth or trust) we find is a tool of power, or converted into such a tool, rather than 
into awe, respect, love or awareness

 

5. Fifth, Justice. We need to honor the autonomy of the person to be alone with 
themselves, but not tolerate too much the ability of persons to act against the autonomy 
of  others  or  against  group  needs.  Sticky  problem,  In  Dostoyevsky’s  The  Brothers 
Karamazov, the two opposing lawyers give speeches that are so compelling that Demtri 
looks to us as a reader reader first guilty and then innocent. The message is that society 
cannot know the true mind of the individual. A court system dealing with an unruly 
viable teenager cannot know if this is a psychiatric problem, a reaction from damage 
that is irreparable, or an outburst of protest against a system that is not working. The 
aim must be to prevent the encounter between person and court by dealing earlier with 
the  causes  of  disruptive  actions,  and this  means  thinking upstream to  families  and 
education,  and  economy  that  supports  those  parents  in  such  a  way  that  they  can 
support without exhaustion the family they create. Life is not very fair, but we can bias 
away from mad circumstances toward good and just

 

The interplay between justice and economy is obvious to most. Simply arguing 
that it is personal choice when there are huge trends – such as fewer well paying jobs 
and an increasing population – is like trying to control a skid by turning up the volume 
on the car stereo. With two and a half million in jail in the US, and many more having 
been there, with poor chances of returning to normal life, it is clear we do not have a 
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system of  justice but,  as  with school,  of  warehousing unemployed and    eliminating 
votes

 

6These  five  aspects  of  our  nature  –  not  an  exhaustive  list  –  frame  our 
understanding of the future and support GardenWorld as a vision of livable lives and 
society

 

A book such as Colin Turnbull’s  The Human Life Cycle shows that there are 
ways of raising children that are outside our imagination. For example, in a village, 
somewhere in Africa, when a child is about to be born, the mother goes into the forest 
and introduces it to the trees, returns to the village and adults gather around her. As 
soon as he child is born, it is passed from adult to adult, making everyone part of this 
child’s future. When it is time for solid food, the villagers again gather, and the men 
chew food which they put on their nipples, and the child is passed from male to male. 
We have so much to learn about ourselves and how to societalize the next generation 
and  our  own.  The  variety  of  human  life  styles  across  time  and  cultures  is  hardly 
explored, and the realm of potential life styles not even formulated

 

The  human  is  the  measure  [i]  .  How  easily  we  forget.  Our  society  tries  to 
convince us that the dollar is the measure. Schumacher in Buddhist Economics writes, 
For the modern economist this is very difficult to understand. He us used to measuring 
the “standard of living” by the amount of annual consumption, assuming all the time 
that  a  man who consumes  more  is  “better  off”  than  a  man who consumes  less.  A 
Buddhist  economist  would  consider  this  approach  excessively  irrational:  since 
consumption is merely a means to human well-being, the aim should be to obtain the 
maximum of well-being with the minimum of consumption

 

We need to be aware that alternatives are possible
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Thomas  Jefferson’s  “life  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness”  (Gary  Wills 
Inventing  America)  suggests  that  happiness,  coming  fromthe  work  of  the  Scottish 
enlightenment, was considered a measure of the number of happenings in one’s life, 
especially the range of roles one played, because that was the way one’s talents and 
interests came into development. Hence happiness was a measure of participation and 
development, not of consumption

 

I was at a meeting of the California State Economic Development Council and 
one of the members said “The purpose of an economy is to have good families.” An 
amazing thought to be heard in such a place, where usually the emphasis is just on the 
economy itself.  “The good of families” is full of implicit psychology, requiring us to 
know how an economy can work in a way that enhances human development in the 
concrete lives of all the people. Thinking through what we know about humans, how 
they have been, are, and might be, helps understand politics and governance, and the 
limits and possibilities

 

GardenWorld’s possibilities are dependent on our view of human nature. The 
danger is that the Merry-go-round described earlier with its narrow focus and less than 
full participation, is taken as the measure of the human. Obviously a vital economy is 
important  but  it  is  reasonable  to  balance  it  with  costs  to  other  aspects  of  life. 
GardenWorld is that balance in the making

 

7Anthropology and primates  Results  from history,  anthropology and primate 
studies are new resources for  thinking about how the environment can support  the 
human. Much of this research,  scarcely fifty years old, can help us  rethink who we are. 
Discoveries in history that there were other civilizations, from anthropology that other 
cultures are both reassuringly similar and distressing different from our own, research 
with primates show how similar we are in ways we did not anticipate: parental feeling, 
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fears, sexuality, deep concern for status – all help frame what we have to work with 
when we think civilizational, or work from an evocative image of a good future, such as 
GardenWorld

 

Emergent properties The integration of historical anthropological and ethological 
knowledge into our Inventing America 2.0 has really just begun. New work in the social 
sciences, about emergent phenomena, in the space between rigidity and chaos is based 
on the nature of  complexity:  phase and state change,  emergent phenomena,  tipping 
point, self regulation, complex adaptation, the nature of rare (black swan) events, and 
other dynamics show that we are in a non-linear flux impossible to predict well, but 
where predictions are themselves causative factors in what happens to us

 

One of the concepts to “emerge” from this work is “strange attractor”. This is the 
un-seeable center around which large phenomena organize themselves. An example is 
the way the whirlpool forms in the draining sink. Robert Artigiani has written on the 
U.S. Constitution as such a strange attractor. I would like to believe that GardenWorld is 
also a strange attractor and that our actions create the vector that draws us toward it. 
Thus the path to GardenWorld is a path of explorations

 

Garden world or no, such explorations will happen. The new work gives us an 
understanding of what can happen in complex nonlinear systems

 

8Leisure There was a promise after WW2, of abundance for everyone. Remember 
the talk of leisure? What happened? The fruits of technology and productivity turned 
out to be narrowly owned, and new inventions,  instead of for wide human benefit, 
benefited  owners  and  the  small  circle  that  could  afford  their  products.  All  this  is 
understandable. The power of the Renaissance and the Enlightenment, of science and 
technology, of new political forms of participation, printing and wide spread education 
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in at least the basics, destabilized and re-stabilized the continuous surge of the ocean of 
change into the tide pools of real lives. The loss of leisure has been a real tragedy, but 
we did not develop a believable livable and deeply attractive perspective of what  that 
leisure could look like, or how viscerally it could feel good

 

By now we no longer have a public image of where we are trying to go

 

GardenWorld is a response by articulating a vision of the future that is doable 
and close to our existing desires

 

Humans’ unique capabilities, individual and collective, personality and culture, 
are at the center of what society, education, politics, civilization, love, and art are about. 
We are embedded in a nature we do not fully understand, in a universe whose beyond 
is beyond us. Yet the basics of life cohere: a viable society must work to produce parents 
and children, feed them and protect them, deal with status and power, the use of the 
land, and the accretion of memories and habits

 

But how little we know! What are the most mature attainments of humans? How 
do we integrate a newborn into the world of people? (And as parents know, they have 
to integrate themselves into the world of their newborn.) How to deal with population, 
and how to educate, and for what? We clearly come out of nature, Religious stories and 
the scientific story agree

 

The Garden of Eden and creation myths in all known societies have us humans 
emerging in a world of nature, night and day, stars and sun, – rocks, water, land, plants, 
animals – and how we became civilized, often at high cost and loss of original (relative 
and limited) purity. [ii] Human nature is in large part a struggle between breeding and 
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war,  love  and  territory,  sex  and  violence,  population  increase  and  population  loss, 
affirmation  of  love,  and  affirmation  of  offensive  and  defensive  militarization. 
GardenWorld probably lets us bring these into balance more gracefully than the cult of 
progress which has led to urban civilization and centralized hierarchies that lead to 
large scale conflicts. The wonderful achievements of urban living have had very high 
costs, through impoverishing rural life – and impoverishing aspects of urban life

 

This has been the result of economic decisions bypassing aesthetic and health 
concerns, and where the quality of the deal trumps the quality of life. We have built an 
economy for those whose central life purpose is financed power – a world 9that hardly 
works for everyone

 

In Chapter 4,   I outlined the work of Erik Erikson and the stages of the human 
life cycle, and I proposed that we take his framework as a “design Template” for social 
innovation. It integrates what people need as they grow, and also what we need from 
adults  with  skills  and  maturity  to  provide  it  –  parents  –  education-  work  –  social 
meaning. The point is that our political, economic and environmental initiatives should 
fit  what  we  are  learning  about  human  nature.  The  general  culture  seems  to  be 
approaching a more compassionate and complex view of what the human is, yet we 
have been through a period where simple human happiness has been replaced by an 
amazing commitment to speed and urgency as the game of musical chairs, the merry-
go-round, heats up, more entropically than coherently. I quoted Mill when discussing 
the history of economics. He also wrote in 1848: There is room in the world, no doubt, 
and even in old countries, for a great increase of population, supposing the arts of life to 
go on improving, and capital to increase. But even if innocuous, I confess I see very little 
reason for desiring it

 

The density of population necessary to enable mankind to obtain, in the greatest 
degree, all the advantages both of cooperation and social intercourse has in all most 
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populous countries been obtained. A population may be too crowded, though all be 
amply supplied with food and raiment. It is not good for man to be kept perforce at all 
times in the presence of his species. A world from which solitude these extirpated is a 
very poorer ideal. Solitude in the sense of being often alone is essential to any depth of 
meditation or of character; and solitude in the presence of natural beauty and grandeur 
is the cradle of thoughts and aspirations which are not only good for the individual, but 
which society could ill do without. Nor is there much satisfaction in contemplating the 
world with nothing left to the spontaneous activity of nature; with every rood of land 
brought into cultivation, which is capable of growing food for human beings; every 
flowery waste or natural pasture ploughed up, all quadrupeds or birds which are not 
domesticated for  man’s  use  exterminated as  his  rivals  for  food,  every hedgerow or 
superfluous tree rooted out, and scarcely a place left where a wild shrub or flower could 
grow without being eradicated as a weed in the name of improved agriculture. [iii] The 
question he is  asking is,  what  is  the proper ideal?  He opposes nature to  the urban 
industrial,  but I  see the blending of city and country as where the real creativity of 
technology and life styles is emerging

 

We need to understand how we as  a  species  have taken the inheritance that 
comes to us, a cosmos that allows people like us to exist, with our capacity for serious 
thinking and awesome search for meaning, living in tension and harmony

 

GardenWorld is based on a more mature and organic integration of our pasts 
than that characterizing the trends so obvious in contemporary society. We cannot deny 
and hence must use happily: 10·         The reptilian locomotion towards food and away 
from threat, ·                 The mammals with their emotional attachments to their young, ·         
The primates with social complexities of status and tribe forming, ·                 The humans, 
with  imagination,  projections,  and  thought,  While  Erikson  worked  out  the  social 
architectural  implications  of  the  life  cycle,  another  teacher  of  mine,  Erich  Fromm 
worked on the dynamical interaction between human and social energy, making clear 
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that the energy of any particular society was the integration of the particular qualities of 
those people who lived it

 

Fromm saw that a crucial step was to understand that the dynamics of the person 
through the organization of their character, and the dynamics of a society, were two 
ways of looking at the same thing. Freud saw this interaction but did not explore the 
implications for different ways of structuring society. He took his own society, in his 
work before WW1, as given, much as most people do today with a different society – 
our own. Civilization and its Discontents, written by Freud in 1929, raised very good 
questions (we ignore Freud and Marx to our peril. They made solid contributions worth 
continual revisiting and reworking.) A few suggestive quotes: “So far, we can quite well 
imagine  a  cultural  community  consisting  of  double  individuals…  who,  libidinally 
satisfied in themselves, are connected with one another through the bonds of common 
work and common interests. If this were so, civilization would not have to withdraw 
any energy from sexuality. But this desirable state of things does not, and never did, 
exist. Reality shows that civilization is not content with the ties we have so far allowed 
it. It aims at binding the members of the community together in a libidinal way as well 
and  employs  every  means  to  that  end.  It  favors  every  path  by  which  strong 
identifications  can  be  established  between  the  members  of  the  community,  and  it 
summons  up  aim-inhibited  libido  on  the  largest  scale  to  strengthen  the  communal 
bond…. (pp.108-9) “If the development of civilization has such a far-reaching similarity 
to the development of the individual and if it employs the same methods, may we not 
be justified in reaching the diagnosis that, under the influence of cultural urges, some 
civilizations, or some epochs of civilization — possibly the whole of mankind — have 
become ‘neurotic’? (p.144) “The fateful question for the human species seems to me to 
be whether and to what extent their cultural development will succeed in mastering the 
disturbance  to  their  communal  life  by  the  human  instinct  of  aggression  and  self-
destruction
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Men have gained control over the forces of nature to such an extent that with 
their help they would have no difficulty in exterminating one another to the last man. 
They know this, and hence comes a large part of their current unrest, their unhappiness 
and their mood of anxiety. And now it is to be expected that the 11other of the two 
‘Heavenly Powers’… eternal Eros, will make an effort to reassert himself in the struggle 
with his equally immortal adversary. But who can foresee with what success and with 
what result?” (p.145) The idea of GardenWorld is carried in the word “Eros”, the love of 
life and the need for a less conflict engendering civilizational setting, a world where we 
actually like each other, find each other interesting, and care for each other

 

Garry Wills wrote a fascinating book I’ve already  mentioned, Inventing America

 

He shows how the Founding Fathers,  educated by the Scottish version of the 
Enlightenment  (a  period  when  awareness  of  other  regions  of  the  globe,  and 
understanding  nature,  were  opened like  a  curtain  in  the  theater,  revealing  a  larger 
world),  sought  to  put  together  a  country  that  worked,  in  contrast  to  the  wars  and 
poverty  they  experienced,  or  read  about,  in  Europe.  Because  America  was  an 
“Invention” to meet some specific criteria, taking a look now to see if those criteria were 
met, might be a good idea. If the criteria were not met, we can tweak the invention to 
get  closer  to  the  goals,  which  were,  in  shorthand,  “life,  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness” without tyranny.  [iv]  We have created civilizations with great  gains and 
high costs. “We”, speaking from the point of view of our long history as a species, in 
Rome chained slaves to their oars, where they lived and died without ever leaving their 
benches, in the service of empire. In the midst of early empires arose the great religions 
which say, “Pay attention and take compassion seriously and act on it”, be aware of the 
good, and avoid the bad

 

Religion  Yet  the  religions  as  organizations  also  served  empire  and  fomented 
hatred of and by others. In our success as a species we have put creativity into both the 
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ugly with the beautiful. Creating civilizations – and messes, dreaming and nightmaring, 
governance and intentional withdrawal to contemplation – these are the fruits of being 
human that tell us much about what being human is

 

Looking at religion with its deep sources in human nature, and the difficulty of 
understanding it, and the benefits and tragedies that follow from it, help clarify what a 
human is. The major way of knowing what a thing is, is to look at what it can do. You 
would not try to understand a violin by merely weighing it, cutting out a piece and 
doing a laboratory analysis, or thwacking it with a hammer, but by playing it. People 
are better understood by looking at how they might play than by a restricted view of 
their place within the economy. Humans are roughly known to us as creators of gods, 
dreams, loves, civilizations, music, art, and the delights of daily life – and, at the core, 
families, economies, and governance. The 12social sciences, and especially psychology, 
tend to avoid those issues of what we can call  high or aspirational civilization, and 
focus on more repetitive and often mindless behavior. Mindlessness accompanies the 
momentum of society, even when thoughtfulness might do better. If we are to work 
toward a realizable ideal of civilization, we need to understand how powerful these key 
aspects of human life are, despite their weak place in the social sciences. They are the 
source of mindfulness, working against the momentum of routine

 

There was the wonderful New Yorker carton of lots of lemmings rushing to the 
cliff over the sea, and one says to his neighbor in the stampede, “anyone think of going 
to the mountains this year?” Schumaker writes of Buddhism (there are similar thoughts 
in all religions). [v] Buddhist sees the essence of civilization not in a multiplication of 
wants but in the purification of human character. …If the nature of the work is properly 
appreciated and applied, it will stand in the same relation to the higher faculties as food 
is to the physical  body. It  nourishes and enlivens the higher man and urges him to 
produce the best he is capable of. It directs his free will along the proper course and 
disciplines  the  animal  in  him  into  progressive  channels.  It  furnishes  an  excellent 
background for man to display his scale of values and develop his personality
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Yet habit is the enormous flywheel of society, said William James. (A flywheel is a 
very heavy metal wheel attached to an engine that, because of its momentum, smoothes 
out the roughness of the engine) . Here’s an extract from The Principles of Psychology, 
volume  1  (1890):  Habit  is  the  enormous  flywheel  of  society,  its  most  precious 
conservative agent. It alone is what keeps us all within the bounds of ordinance, and 
saves the children of fortune from the envious uprisings of the poor. It alone prevents 
the hardest and most repulsive walks of life from being deserted by those brought up to 
tread therein. It dooms us all to fight out the battle of life upon the lines of our nurture 
or our early choice, and to make the best of a pursuit that disagrees, because there is no 
other for which we are fitted, and it is too late to begin again. It keeps different social 
strata from mixing. Already at the age of 25 you see the professional mannerism settling 
down on the young commercial traveler, on the young doctor, on the young minister. 
You see the ways of the “shop,” from which the man can by and by no more escape than 
his coat-sleeve can suddenly fall into a new set of folds. On the whole, it  is best he 
should not escape. It  is well  for the world that in most of us,  by the age of 30,  the 
character has set like plaster, and will never soften again. [vi] This is realistic, and the 
ability of humans to become settled is necessary for the stability of a society. Society to 
be  governable  at  all  requires  a  real  sacrifice  of  their  creativity  by  the  many.  But 
Democracy  is  a  commitment  to  expand  the  13participation  of  the  many,  risk  their 
independence of thought, and keep some stability – enough to prevent anarchy. Yet we 
have not achieved settledness. The pressures of modern life, scrambling for a foothold, 
scrambling to maintain one, constantly threaten to undo our chosen place, our attempt 
at finding an adaptive role. Modern circumstances do not do well at meeting us halfway 
in terms of what we need for stimulation and nurturance. The level of depression in our 
society and the obvious problems of children being either hyperactive or hypoactive 
(showing the narrowing range of activities safe to children in the conditions of modern 
living), are both related to the lack of integrating experience that comes from a thriving 
and attractive environment, and not just an environment to look at, but to learn and 
work and play in. Current society is full of unrewarding work and narrow are the forms 
of leisure, opportunities for reflection, experimental vacations, or expanding sociability
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Our development is hindered by current society with its return to hierarchy, lack 
of  social  mobility,  and lack of  ways of  acting on compassion for  the less  fortunate. 
Democracy is more than a political strategy for getting acquiescence to the rule of the 
elite. It is a genuine attempt to involve more people, and to make their development a 
central part of society

 

The Democracy Project

 

Democracy in so far as it is based on the idea of the core identity of persons as 
being equal, is not in keeping with evolution. It may be that humans have the capacity, 
through democracy  and the  idea  that  “all  people  are  created  equal”,  to  opt  out  of 
evolution for  more human purpose than conflict.  We need not  accept  propelling us 
towards another species, one that may be better or worse. Better from its point of view, 
but  less  from ours..  Evolution  as  we  know,  leads  to  the  death  and  replacement  of 
species. Maybe we don’t want to go there

 

The idea that we chose equality indicates how powerful our assumptions are

 

Compassion  plus  logic  lets  us  see  that  we  are  all  facing  similar  existential 
dilemmas. It is a very different way of thinking that ranking people based on IQ, race, 
income, and years of schooling. The tendency toward ranking is powerful, as can be 
seen  in  our  friends  the  other  primates,  chimpanzees,  gorillas,  and  on  down  the 
complexity chain. But human capacity for symbolization along with empathy (animals 
feel  for the threats to their  own kind) is  strong enough to overcome the the simple 
demoralizing  split  between  “us”  and  “them”.  Instead  of  being  threatened  by  the 
achievements of others, we begin to see the advantage to us of their well being
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The Democracy Project,  by which I  mean the full  development of  everyone’s 
capability for participating in the conversation of governance, is a major (but not only) 
trend in civilizational history. Tribal chiefs began as the strong man, in mind and body. 
As  tribes  got  larger  and  leadership  more  exhausting,  a  council  was  added.  These 
evolved into kings and their courts,  and the ministers began to see 14themselves as 
personally coequal to the king in wisdom and experience. As societies continue to get 
more complex more people have this experience, sensing in their own power and talent 
possibilities equal to that of the chief. Complexity leads to human development. Power, 
of necessity, devolves or is extended outward to more people. The next phase in the 
struggle  was  the  rise  of  parliaments  which  has  been  followed  by  the  struggle  for 
authority between kings and parliaments. Much of European history from the 13th to 
the 20th century was taken up with this issue. Thus competence and self identity as a 
full person spread out from the center. These councils turned into parliaments, giving 
three layers in government, and the parliament members saw themselves as developed 
adults

 

The next move was to extend franchise out to the population at large, with the 
parliament  being  “representatives.”  As  this  competence  and  participation  moved 
outward to more and more people, the language and theory of politics and governance 
did not keep pace. Today we do not know how to do a democracy of six billion people, 
and national democracies are still tied to nationalism, elites, technocracy, and bribery

 

Tragically education for democracy (and the full development of the person) was 
diverted to education for the economy, substituting a part for the whole. In short, our 
capacity for democracy at the moment is weak. Classical theory, which had such an 
impact on the American constitution, proposed a three part “constitution” of the polity: 
the one, the few and the many, and claimed that leaving any one out would lead the 
ignored party to use their power in round about ways and destroy the system.   Our 
current  political  vocabulary  (“political”  from  the  Greek  polis,  for  small  and  self 
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contained city) has hardly evolved since the Renaissance. Erich Voegelin, a major and 
not well known, somewhat curmudgeonly figure from the 50’s, wrote a very powerful 
history of political ideas. I  do not agree with some of his thinking, but he, ore than 
anyone raises  the right  issues,  and shows how hard a deep understanding is.[vii]  I 
return to his books over and over

 

If our commitment is to the full development of everyone, then the democracy 
project still has virtue, but theory and practice in governing a crowded world of eight 
billion people are lacking. We add to this the problem of the media which works for the 
kleptocracy, and the rise of the mega corporation controlled market as an alternative 
system of preference setting (one dollar one vote), which increasingly is more real to 
people  than the  political  system.  We must  realize  how much work we have to  do. 
Whether a hugely complex society can be managed without violence or injustice by 
such  devolution  of  power  is  untested.  For  those  of  us  who  really  care  about  the 
democratization  project,  the  project  of  developing  everybody,  we  need  to  question 
whether small groups can actually carry the democratic project, or whether they revert 
to  chief-led enclaves.  If  democratization requires  complexity,  as  its  history seems to 
show, then fragmentation should concern us

 

15My sense of emergence tells me that an effective next stage of governance will 
rely more on peer interactions among empowered distributed centers than on central 
management.  Models  like  the  chaordic  organization,  a  mix of  order  and chaos,  put 
together to organize VISA by Dee Hock,   come to mind. Though my own view is that 
one  can’t  run  a  world  with  seven  billion  people  with  onlydispersed  and  chaordic 
organizations

 

“The university, like any institution, reflects a routinized accommodation among 
interests, and the institution will be reinvented through a fresh engagement of the many 
social groups that have a stake in it.” (Phil Agre). This suggests that old structures, with 
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their  careers  and  relationships,  will  attempt  to  hold  on  against  forces  of  radical 
decentralization. Or, indeed, against any restructuring or other change that threatens. 
That’s ordinary self-preservation, and would be expected unless restructuring comes to 
be seen as a way to preserve certain values in the face of threats to others.  But the 
attempt to  hold on will  be  much with us  as  an obstacle  in  the coming governance 
transition, whatever direction that may take

 

What is felt  to be at stake is the dignity and complexity that traditional roles 
confer  on  their  owners.  Perhaps  the  democratization  project  requires  forms  of 
governance  and  a  kind  of  politics  that  is  different  from  chaos  and  local  self- 
organization. Self-organization out of chaos is no more a credible proposal than frozen 
fundamentalism. Once we accept self-organization as an explanatory framework, then 
all  organizations only exist  because they are  adaptive self  organizing systems.  Else, 
taking the framework of taking self organization seriously, they couldn’t exist. Large 
corporations  are  as  much  the  result  of  self-  organization  as  New  England  Town 
meetings.  Self-organization alone cannot  be seen as  the answer to large hierarchical 
systems.  Self-organization is  based on the emergence that  follows from having very 
large  numbers  of  similar  agents  interacting  with  shared  rules.  Democracy  is  the 
commitment to bring people into the conversation. It  broadens the conversation but 
does not replace it. It requires the participants to more deeply discipline themselves and 
this requires those currently in the conversation to open themselves to new participants

worldview  



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !218 255

chapter 8 tech

Chapter 8. Technology and GardenWorld
Douglass Carmichael
revision May 2015

In the flow of technology and power, money and status, in a bath of fear and 
insecurity, empires clashed and millions died in the 20th century. It is hard to recall the 
scale  of  those  events,  given  that  contemporary  events,  such  as  Iraq,  Grenada, 
Afghanistan, are so much smaller in scale, and even Katrina was small in comparison to 
the great wars of the last century. But huge movements are afoot today, stalking in like 
Eliot’s  London  fogs.  The  flow  of  digitalized  property,  dominance  of  financial 
institutions,  people  pushed  off  the  land,  and  the   promises  of  new  bio  and  nano 
technology are flooding our old expectations.  Space, time and life are redefined. Not 
what they are, but what we do with them.

Obvious tech will bea major part of a successful GardenWorld, but how? I take as 
a model the career of Fredrick Law Olmstead who used parks in Boston, New York and 
others as the liver and kidneys and lungs of the cities that surrounded his parks. He 
used the capacity of nature to clean the environment.  But he also enhanced the beauty 8

of each project and made it a real extension of the quality of life of the people. Try to 
imagine Manhattan without Central Park. 

If we think of Olmstead's approach to the aesthetics of the land and its use of the 
technology of his decades, we now face many more choices. We have probably over 
used cars and roads, but autonomous cars widely owned may reverse this in interesting 
ways. Air traffic is out of control and greener fuel use not yet obviously achievable. 

But there are many other parts of tech in GardenWorld. The Internet will allow, 
among other things not so terrific,  the sharing of best practices across decentralized 

 Olmsead is worth studying for vision and implementation.8
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communities. Hmanity is much more aware of innovation and imagination in all things, 
and this is being applied to an increasing range of organic practice, in food production 
and decorative gardens.  Sandard agricultural and landscape practices are going to be 
vigorously modified.

 
The human species  is  successful,  to  the  point  of  outdoing itself.  We are  in  a 

terrible balance between the technologies of living and the technologies of war,  and 
between  tech  that  serves  special  interests  and  what  serves  the  general  good. 
GardenWorld is aimed at creating the conditions for a better balance, with much less 
war, and a meaningful approach to population and climate. Which means being smart 
about energy and agriculture, water and pollution. Technology is not going away and it 
will either be used to further centralize power and authority, or to help open it up, as in 
the promise of the Internet, and be a major part of GardenWorld. This chapter is not 
going to  be  a  Whole  Earth Catalogue of  potential  GardenWorld technologies,  but  a 
framing for  essential   tech choices  in  the context  of  politics,  economics  and human 
nature..  It  is  obvious that  tech and community are in many ways almost  the same 9

topic.because no tech will take hold unless it is attractive to actual humans with their 
desires and ideas, their culture and image of life.

Integration of humans and nature
 

 There is a huge literature on technology. Much of it is in the humanities and hence not read by 9

technology professionals. It is obvious that we have a terrible result in the segmentation of 
science, philosophy and poitics, so a conversation that draws on all three is hard. Key books are 
Jaque Ellul
 Leo Marx The Machine in the Garden, all the books of Lewis Mumford, and a good essay is 
Raymond Williams, Problems in Materialism and culture. The essay with that name. 
Heidegger’s little book of essays on Technology is prorbably important but not to be swallowed 
without lots of reflection.

To see timelines of potential new technologies see 
  
http://www.futureswatch.org/Timeline.htm 

http://www.futureswatch.org/Timeline.htm
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 Tech has evolved rapidly, in a process probably still accelerating. In this context 
tech has taken the role of religion, a belief in an all powerful force that can save us. On 
the extreme we have writings like Brian Arthur’s  2009. The Nature of Technology: What it 
is  and How it Evolves.  and Kevin Kelly’s  2010 What Technology Wants.  Both look at 10

technology as evolving without human participation, as if parts of tech automatically  
unite.  Obviously  this  cannot  happen  unless  humans  see  the  potential  of  a  new 
combination of technologies, and that means a better understanding of what is on the 
minds of those humans. The Aztecs had wheeled chariots as toys for kids but did not 

 Arthus  does mention human purpose as a frame, but nothing specific. It all falls to technology 10

“and what it wants.”
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make adult models for work. Why? because humans would rather fit in than innovate. 
11

But “fitting in” is not just a blind reaction to circumstances. It is feeling good 
about  belonging  by  getting  in  step  with  the  dance  of  one’s  civilization.  It  is 
conversation, rhythms of work and the day, it is relationships in all their complexity. 
Those  who  choose  to  innovate  in  the  traditional  world  are  doing  something  quite 
strange and Of course serious innovation did not appear until quite late, perhaps the 

 Arthur's writing is compelling, but strange. He uses language like "technologies can be 11

assembled”, implying an assembler, but this is never mentioned. Take these paragraphs as 
example.

The Themes of the Book This book is an argument about what technology is and how it 
evolves. It is an attempt to construct a theory of technology, “a coherent group of general 
propositions,” we can use to explain technology’s behavior. In particular it is an attempt 
to create a theory of evolution for technology. My plan is to start from a completely blank 
state, taking nothing about technology for granted. I will build the argument piece by 
piece from three fundamental principles. The first will be the one I have been talking 
about: that technologies, all technologies, are combinations. This simply means that 
individual technologies are constructed or put together—combined—from components or 
assemblies or subsystems at hand. The second will be that each component of 
technology is itself in miniature a technology. This sounds odd and I will have to justify it, 
but for now think of it as meaning that because components carry out specific purposes 
just as overall technologies do, they too qualify as technologies. And the third 
fundamental principle will be that all technologies harness and exploit some effect or 
phenomenon, usually several. I will say more about these central principles as we go. 
But notice they immediately give us a view of technologies from the inside. If 
technologies are combinations they immediately have an interior: they are assembled 
from parts and groups of parts to meet their purpose. And this interior consists of parts 
and subsystems that themselves are technologies. We can begin to see that novel 
technologies originate by piecing together existing ones, and of course by capturing 
phenomena. We can see technologies developing by changing these interior parts, by 
swapping in better ones that improve their performance. And we can see different 
technologies as possessing internal parts inherited in common from previous 
technologies. Viewed this way technology begins to acquire a “genetics.” Nothing 
equivalent to DNA or its cellular workings of course, or as beautifully ordered as this. But 
still, a rich interlinked ancestry.

Arthur, W. Brian (2009-07-24). The Nature of Technology (Kindle Locations 368-376). Simon & 
Schuster, Inc.. Kindle Edition. 

The point is, the assembler is never named and so no inquiry into motives and cosmologies are 
asked.
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13th century. The innovator’s world is often lonely and, as a social mechanism, relies on 
the  single  inventor  and  the  small  market  that  is  attracted.  Innovation  makes  small 
moves that are isolated from the rest of society, and society becomes an ensemble of 
such small moves. Anything like democracy doesn’t apply to the paths that emerge. 
“One dollar one vote,” goes the logic, but the outcome can be a random walk away fro 
the centrality of human concerns, starting with survivability - witness climate change 
through fossil  fuels -  and the resulting system is a hodge-podge of incommensurate 
pieces and fragile to shock and maintenance problems.  12

The cleverness of innovation is not a high priority for most people in a society. A 
small percentage enter in to the financing, the banks and  venture capitalists and very 
small percentage are producing the  the actual innovation, motivated ususaly by money. 
The  broader  society  is  indifferent,  just  trying  to  live  their  life  with   a  desire  for  a 
background of stability. Advertising enters in as an industry trying to link innovation to 
customers an take their cut from the money flow. Though it must be said that retirement 
funds  are  dependent  on  that  financial  activity,  which  makes  a  large  part  of  the 
population compkicit in the necessity for growth. How much pension funds can live on 
dividends and not on "growth" is a good question.

The drive for innovation probably only becomes a strong motivator when the 
innovator is  in some state  of  alienation from society.  To get  the best  of  society and 
innovation  aligned  we  need  a  heightened  awareness  of  the  purpose  of  innovation  
beyond ego and money.

What  we  need  is  a  commitment  to  reworking  the  integration  of  nature  and 
humans and then the technology that will be needed to support that integration will be 
more obvious. 

 The fascinating book by the “conservative” Irving Babbit, Rousseau and Romanticism. 12

Proposes that the classical attitude constantly tries to move closer to the center of human 
experience, whereas romanticism takes a piece of human existence and runs with it without 
concern for it's centrality to the human experience.
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But we do not have a good vocabulary for that integration. Even the words fail 
us. Just as “law” is used in most cultures for both the basis for the legal system and the 
regularities of nature, we are facing ideology masked as words. Nature, human, human 
nature… They don’t get at what we want, which is a recognition that human nature is 
part of nature but not reducible to a mechanical view of what nature is: that who we are 
is  profoundly  interrelated,  with  air,  water,  soil,  geography,  love,  literature  and 
meanings.  Think of Jarrad Diamond’s Guns, Germs, Steel, showing how human fate and 
large geographical features are defining for human possibilities.

 Our ability to be reflective, relatively under developed or at least underutilized,  
gives us the capacity to play out the integration in a way faithful to both. Surely the 
better human is in better connection to the environment inside and out, body and earth. 
Our thoughts  are supported by our  body which is  supported by the environment, 
which is affected by what we do. It is a complex circle from the environment through 
our body and mind and back.

 
GardenWorld is not an anti technology project. There are too many of us, and it is 

too late. We need the smart use of technology in all forms: biotech and nanotech at the 
lead, with an Internet infrastructure. Most of us have hoped that the Internet would be 
an infrastructure for democracy allowing us to take place seriously witout giving up the 
cosmopolitan world of serious interaction with other people and societies. But we also 
have our worries. One danger of the Internet is that it encourages democracy for all on 
line, but may support a political and economic process that leads to democracy for none 
in the real world of jobs, land, food, energy, security and services.

 
The standard alignment of technology with “progress” is unfortunate. Progress is 

highly aligned with  growth for the sake of profit. It is a smokescreen for hiding the 
social costs of change, change that often leads to wars, pollution, and the trashing of 
communities. The processes of change really are supported and encouraged by a small 
part of the population. This argument is hard here because most of the readers of this 
book  are  in  that  minority,  a  minority  that  makes  its  living  through  inventing, 
implementing, selling and maintaining change. 
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The idea of progress, with its thrust toward the future, makes all "present” less 

interesting, discountable. Reproducing the present is not a project of much good for 
those who live by growth alone. 

Aristotle  wrote  "we can have  growth without  development  (adding water  to 
wine) and we can have development without growth."  The better picture might be, not 
progress, but selection. How do we select from what we have what we really want, and 
make more of it. It might be leisure, art, relationships and thinking about the meaning 
of life and our own contribution to it. If we could free up technology from “progress” 
we could use it to enhance life, not replace it.

Part of this is the political question of who decides and who benefits. Elites have 
always used tech to control and exploit the population, win wars and look good. This 
will not go away but it is open to pressure, including revolts, to rebalance.

 
The issue of balancing so that the environment and humans both survive – and 

thrive – will require smart design and lots of tolerance in policy making. Bucky Fuller 
one wrote "we have the planet and a few billion people. Putting them together is just a 
design problem." But it  will  require us to be smarter than maybe we can be.  Over-
reliance on protecting old structures will get in the way of needed experimentation. Yet 
the old often contains unrealized possibilities. Needed change requires full participation 
of the old and new, rich and poor, grass roots and abstract thinking, and the promise 
could be cut short by authoritarian dominance. The great spoiler of our better future 
would be increasing polarization of what has been often called the have’s and have 
not’s, but really are the over consumers and the under consumers. The difference, if we 
are honest, is based on circumstances of birth and access to paths of “advancement” in 
the current arrangement.We need a new arrangement.  The technology issues get at the 
core of the existential questions: who we are, what we can do with our lives that make 
sense. Narrow technical/financial choices are to be avoided.



carmichael GardenWorld Politics  Aug 8  2016 Page !  of !225 255

Tech has always been encouraged and chosen by elites to enhance their grip on 
things and milk wealth from the epoch.

 The social contract that ties us all together is broken. Elites needed the rest of us, 
but maybe no longer.

Nature and the humans need to work together, with their dignity enhanced, in 
mutual respect and perhaps even love, as in the poets’ visions of man and nature in 
harmony,  as  in  Lao  Tzu,  “When  Heaven  and  earth  are  united  down  comes  sweet 
dew.”(chapter 32).

 
Humanity and technology are intrinsically bound together.  Early technologies 

are easy to forget – language, song, fire, pottery, weaving. Much was copied from the 
observation of other species – how they hunt, dwell, organize, decorate themselves. Our 
current advanced technologies are easily seen as extensions and elaborations on much 
earlier  technologies.  Internet  and  voice  over  smoke  signals,  rocket  launchers  and 
slingshots, cars and horses: roads are still roads, after many millennia.

 
The choice of war and power
 
The use of technology to enhance daily life is often overshadowed by war and 

power,  profit  instead  of  community.  Humanity  is  in  a  crude  balance  between  the 
technologies  of  life  and the  technologies  of  war.  The result  is  not  going well.  New 
technologies have continually upset the balance and the deciding factor is: who gets to 
make the choices? Our dependence on oil has invaded a previous society of villages and 
craft  and farms and fundamentally  changed its  character  at  just  about  every point. 
Moreover it  created a new ensemble of corporations that,  through their owners and 
regulations, have a powerful determining effect on what our future course can be. As 
that industry and all who make a living from it is threatened we find they are fighting 
with  everything  in  their  power  to  maintain  their  economic  dominance.  As  a  shell 
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executive said when asked by a  reporter  about  green technologies,  “When the new 
green industries are mature we will buy them.”

The general  public  view is  that  such use  of  tech  and money is  reponsive  to 
threats, but there is anoher uglier side. War can be used to burn cash that oherwise 
would heva been available for social good - education, health, greening. hhhh13

Technology and finance

 
 
Another threat  to  technologies  that  can support  GardenWorld is  the financial 

community. Finance was created as the mechanism to make capital in the social system 
available  for  projects.  In  fact  it  was  created by people  who held  previous  profit  as 
capital and wanted to make more with it. The story of capital funding projects for the 
population  that  desired  goods  is  belied  by  the  history  that  says  early  finance  was 
mobilized to  lend money to  Kings  for  national  wars.   Yet  the  system more  or  less 
worked. Interesting pattens of public belief and realistic conditions in the world led to 
cycles and depressions and then new euphorias.

 In 2007 financial services were on the order of twenty percent of the entire US 
business,  activity  crudely  summed into  GDP,  way too  much,  making  finance  not  a 
service to economic activity but a core piece of economic activity itself.

But worse, over forty percent of all profit in the US economy went to finance. Its 
participation  at  20%  yielded  40%.  As  finance  led  corporations  to  be  down  sized, 
divided,  arbitraged,  merged  –  all  so  fees  can  be  made  on  the  transactions  and  a 
percentage  of  the  extracted  “savings”,  as  those  responsible  for  the  future  of  the 
corporation, innovation labs and marketing, are reduced and productivity, the amount 
produced per worker, increases. Carlotta Perez, the Brazilian economist, has eloquently 
analyzed how such a diversion of profit from the productive ground means that less 
money is available for investment in new tech. She has suggested rather strongly that 
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the  promise  of,  for  example,  computerization,  moving  from  broad  adoption  to 
ubiquitous  computing,  has  just  begun,  but  cannot  be  realized  without  much  more 
capital  investment,  capital  which  is  not  available  because  it  is  off  bubble  making 
elsewhere in the economy, or invested in private islands and safe enclaves.14

 
Technology is deeply “owned” by money. And the partnership continues with 

the problems of climate change and global systems collapse. In tech circles much recent 
discussion is on the ability to bubble the green. In an example I know an engineer had a 
very clever technique for distribution of a green product. He went to the bank with a 
business plan and asked for ten million.  The bank said “too small.” Our hero went 
home,  scratched  his  head,  did  some  more  numbers  (they  are  very  plastic  actually, 
despite the reputation for exactness), and came back and asked for a hundred million, 
and got it. 2.5 million went to legal fees and a couple of percentage points up front for 
bank fees. The whole deal depends on the continued existence of some fairly obscure 
federal subsidies. If they disappear, the project fails. But the actors don’t care. The bank, 
the lawyers, and the borrower all were paid off.

 
The problem is, this kind of operation continues the process of making the rich 

richer without much work (having become rich the game is to lend money), and helps 
continue the bad distribution of wealth in society. In this transaction, technology is seen 
not as a way to solve social problems, but as a way to make money. The balance (never 
100 % either way) shifts between product focus and deal focus.

 

 Carlotta Perez/s main book is Carlota Perez. Technological Revolutions and Financial Capital: 14

The Dynamics of Bubbles and Golden Ages. London: Elgar 2002. (ISBN 1-84376-331-1)

In a world of capital gains, real estate bubbles and foreign adventures with money, all notion of 
the real value of anything is lost. Uncontrollable asset inflation sets in while debt mounts at a 
reckless rhythm; much of it to enter the casino.
—Carlota Perez, Technological Revolutions and Financial Capital, p. 75

It is worth connecting Perez’s argument with thos of Picetty in his Capital and the 21st Century. 
He argues that uninvested profit leads to wealth disparities. This first with her view that lack of 
investment impedes tech dispersion (for good or bad).  A further argument is that the excess of 
profit over investment (and maybe investment too) lead to new hierarchies, the exvess paying 
for their construction. 
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My understanding is that this kind of use of technology, helping put the society 
at risk in terms of wealth, is giving it a bad name. People are not happy with much 
current use of technology. Technology advocates in fact seem unaware of the negative 
consequences  most  non-technologists  have  a  feel  for.  The  obvious,  Hiroshima, 
Chernobyl, thalidomide, pollution, climate change, and the turning to the dominance of 
finance based on computerization. 

 
This  gets  crucial  as  we  consider  earth  crises  including  climate  change.  The 

sustainable future, given the size of the population  and dependence on tech,  has to be 
a high tech future, especially using nano-tech and biotech in combination with small 
local  craft  production.  This  is  a  new world,  and it  can  be  an  attractive  one,  but  if 
technology is seen as self-serving of financial interests, the willingness of the public to 
support

 
There is no question but what rethinking tech and society is under way. I have 

long admired the mayor and now ex mayor of Bogata, Enrique Peñalosa, who exhibits 
humanity  and  imagination  as  he  forthrightly  questions  the  role  of  the  automobile 
(“auto” implies it goes by itself- better to call it the oil-mobile).

 
Man With a Plan
 
Interview by DEBORAH SOLOMON
 

Q: As a former mayor of Bogotá, Colombia, who won wide praise for making 
the city a model of enlightened planning, you have lately been hired by officials 
intent on building world-class cities, especially in Asia and the developing world. 

A.What  is  the  first  thing  you  tell  them?  In  developing-world  cities,  the 
majority  of  people  don’t  have  cars,  so  I  will  say,  when  you  construct  a  good 
sidewalk, you are constructing democracy. A sidewalk is a symbol of equality.
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I wouldn’t think that sidewalks are a top priority in developing countries. 
The  last  priority.  Because  the  priority  is  to  make  highways  and  roads.  We  are 
designing cities for cars, cars, cars, cars, cars. Not for people. Cars are a very recent 
invention. The 20th century was a horrible detour in the evolution of the human 
habitat. We were building much more for cars’ mobility than children’s happiness.

 
[fn: from the NYT ]
 
The question of the control of technology has been around for a long time. What 

is often missed is that the problem is not the tech but those who invest to develop it in 
ways that are self rather than socially serving. Technology is part of a solution to a real 
problem. Writers like Erik Erikson and Erich Fromm shared a belief that humans have 
the instinctual energy of animals, but not the instinctive hardwired solutions animals 
are born with. For humans a rigid pattern of inheritance of the well adapted animals 
gets replaced with open-ended culture: beliefs, habits and technology, Culture becomes 
the  “second nature” that  provides  us  humans with a  way to  live,  work,  and mate. 
Obviously, technology, from pottery and speech to the Internet and genetics, forms the 
core  of  our  “second  nature”  capacity.  But  the  underlying  emotional  integrity,  the 
integrity of the instinctual, remains intact, despite whatever technologies emerge. Mood 
and mind altering drugs can only play on the chromatic spectrum of feelings given by 
our inheritance. Genetic modification, by playing with our DNA, and all efforts so far 
are for profit, is the new mouse in the inkwell of the human story.

 
GardenWorld raises the technology  issue to one of policy and choice – what kind 

of  world  do  we  want  our  efforts  to  work  toward?  The  more  open  culture  of 
GardenWorld  should  support  our  rethinking  the  mix,  development  priorities  and 
ownership  of  technologies.  My  hope  is  that  shifting  social  awareness  toward 
GardenWorld will lead to market corrections and make much of this happen without 
much interference. Simply removing existing subsidies on old technologies would do a 
great deal, though it is increasingly realized that these may not be enough to move us 
toward graceful sustainability. Part of the reason why such changes are not enough is 
that  those  “old  technologies”  and  “existing  subsidies”  are  a  very  complex  web  of 
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interwoven institutional arrangement that are getting in the way of technical innovation 
for human good. 

Freeman Dyson (see page XX for earlier quote) argues persuasively that three 
facts  will  take  us  toward  a  new  green  civilization:  solar  energy,  which  is  vastly 
distributed; genomic innovations which can create crops that otherwise could not grow; 
and the Internet which connect everyone and make knowledge of solar distribution and 
genomic innovations more widely available, because of access to power and money, less 
meaningful. Being in the flow of relevant information and sense of participating in the 
leading edge of  the culture(s),  have the power to create a better future through the 
widespread distribution of the knowledge.

 
This optimistic view has to be seen in the context of the difficulty of governing 

society. Dyson does not touch on this issue. The tendency is toward centralization of 
wealth and power through the use of technology. How inevitable is this? Are we locked 
in to a move towards soft fascism, or is open more democratic heterarchy still a real 
possibility? The way we use technology, and the way we make choices, will be crucial. 
Dyson’s argument is typical of technological enthusiasts: our solution, widely adopted, 
will solve the problems. But this leaves out how and by whom it will be adopted (and 
modified).  Technical  solutions  are  different  from  biological  ones  in  that  they  stress 
survival along a few variables, such as more output of electricity. But nature looks at all 
the contingencies that are present in its living field. As a result biological “evolution” is 
much  slower,  but  more  accurate,  than  technical  “evolution.”  Bringing  in  a  greater 
sensitivity  to  the  full  implication  of  a  new  tech,  what  are  often  called  “secondary 
consequences”, will be very important in the future, or the population will turn against 
tech in destructive rage (It had happened before, from the principled Luddites to those 
who murdered Lavoisier)..

 
Technology plays a central role in GardenWorld, but by using its understandings 

to enhance, not suppress, nature. The conquest of nature, its replacement by machines 
and  sanitized  living,  is  the  current  official  future.  GardenWorld  moves  towards  a 
balance and integration of project, design, and problem solving, with an appreciation 
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for the flow of the environment, the seasons, and growing. Bio-mimicry, from products 
to arts,  extends the natural and the technical in mutually compatible ways. But this 
requires deep understanding and involvement with nature and technology. I have met a 
number of young people, say at Planetworker meetings, who have several degrees in 
diverse fields, say a first degree in technical and a second in ecological approaches, and 
they have traveled the world, and worked in demanding projects in the poorer regions, 
inner cities, or rugged environments. They are models of what we all need to learn.

 
Understanding technology is one key part. The problem is for a generation that 

grew up with computers,  games,  cell  phones and cars they never thought to try to 
repair,  technology is  treated as  a  background reality,  not  something man made and 
political and financially managed. A project such as that of the Dutch Architectural Firm 
gets at the immensity of what needs to be considered.

 
Perhaps  MVRDV’s  most  ambitious  theoretical  exercise  was  the  traveling 

computer  installation they called MetaCity /Datatown.  Predicting that  globalism 
and an exploding planetary population will  push certain regions throughout the 
world into continuous urban fields, or megacities, MVRDV conceived a hypothetical 
city called Datatown, designed solely from extrapolations of Dutch statistics. (“It is a 
city  that  wants  to  be  explored  only  as  information;  a  city  that  knows no  given 
topography, no prescribed ideology, no representation, no context. Only huge, pure 
data.”)  According  to  its  creators,  Datatown  was  a  self-sufficient  city  with  the 
population  of  the  United  States  (250  million)  crammed  into  an  area  the  size  of 
Georgia (60,000 square miles), making it the densest place on earth. MVRDV then 
subjected this urban Frankenstein to 21 scenarios to see how they would affect the 
built environment: What if all the residents of Datatown wanted to live in detached 
houses? What if they preferred urban blocks? What could be done with the waste? 
(Build 561 ski resorts.) What kind of city park would be needed? (A million Central 
Parks stacked up over 3,884 floors.) “The seas, the oceans (rising as a result of global 
warming), the polar icecaps, all represent a reduction in the territory available for 
the megacity. Does that mean that we must colonize the Sahel, the oceans or even the 
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moon to fulfill our need for air and space, to survive? Or can we find an intelligent 
way to expand the capacities of what already exists?”

 
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/08/magazine/08mvrdvt .html?

pagewanted=3&_r=1&ref=magazine
 
Once  we  understand  the  dynamics  of  mathematics,  and  its  appeal  to  the 

compulsive prone mind we all share, we can better understand the problem of why and 
how societies chose their technologies. Technologies are attractive because they imply a 
degree of control that is mostly illusory. I hope I was helpful in the  Chapter on Human 
Nature, in exploring this aspect of our being in the world.

 
Let’s  face  it;  technologies  replace  the  complex  with  the  simple.  No  human 

invention is more complex than a frog or even a blade of grass. The machine is designed 
to be coherent without reference to its full environment, but only to the most limited 
aspects necessary for its participation in some part of current society.. But the frog or 
blade  of  grass  are  clearly  part  of  a  whole  system  of  which  the  foreground  and 
background are intimately interwoven, of seasons predators and prey.

 
Both  technology  and  corporations  are  simplification  machines,  replacing 

complex process with simple ones in the case of tech, or taking complex outputs and 
reducing them to simple inputs in the case of corporations (skills and culture and raw 
materials in – product and profit out.)

 
Joseph Tainter,  in  his  powerful  1990 book The Collapse of  Complex Societies 

shows that those who have power misuse the technologies available to them, seeking 
more power and profit, seek ever more complex and expensive solutions to the next 
challenge facing their civilization. Civilizations collapse because the increasing costs of 
complexity overtake increases in productivity. The elites are the elites because they own 
the infrastructure of the state (as in GE, Shell,  and the Carlyle Group, ConAgra and 
Citicorp) and, when things start looking bad, instead of trying to fix the system, they 
ramp up their  exploitation of  it,  to  get  the cash to  survive,  by cutting costs,  which 
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further degrades the systems performance and capacity to innovate. Watch how those 
institutions are able to take the federal budget and bail themselves out, as has been 
happening with bear Sterns and others.

 
Some argue that technologies are neutral,  but almost all  invention is done up 

with  a  market  in  mind  (Or,  in  earlier  times,  to  attract  the  support  of  Kings  and 
ministers, not bakers, brick layers nor mothers). There is a web of feedback such that as 
society chooses technologies, society changes, which in turn changes its priorities for 
new technologies. The result is not a clear causal chain but a true mess of feed-backs 
and resistances. A few sellers, a few buyers, and a trend can be set. Take tobacco and 
compare the incredible costs and the extraordinary effort that society had to take to 
reverse a decision made by a minority of the population as what was ceremonial in the 
Native American World, became big business,  stimulating slavery and shipping and 
land settlement (The first  slave were brought to the US for  tobacco farming) in the 
British Empire.  So too for the car,  the phone,  and a computer.  Stories of  their  deep 
penetration in the society is not a story of decisions taken either in a democratic or a 
more authoritarian way, but based on the small number of decisions made by critically 
placed  people,  decisions  amplified  by  the  “ah  ha’s”  of  multitudes  seeing  local 
opportunities, such as having a car, a cigarette, or a cell phone, and avoiding thinking 
about systemic costs. The railroad is a good example of how an invention, improved 
over  time,  provided  the  opportunity,  and  then  men  with  means  brought  together 
political and economic arrangements to make the railroads happen. The outcome was 
social good and social damage. [fn: see the wonderful exploration of the early observers 
of  the railroads in Leo Marx,  The Machine in the Garden.]The choice was made by 
economic  opportunity  which  engendered  new  economic  opportunity  –  realistically 
available to only a few. i[i]

 
In  traditional  societies  leaders  feel  themselves  to  be  part  of  a  culture  and 

community, and the choices they make reflect shared tastes while also enhancing their 
power. The leaders and the led remain part of a coherent culture of interdependencies. 
Take for example the Italian hill town or city state such as Florence. Things cohere. The 
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leaders  can see  from their  windows the  people,  the  essential  farmers  and potential 
soldiers, all those the leaders are counting on to enhance the city.

 
Industrialization  maintained  this  pattern,  because  it  required  workers  and  it 

required managers to hold together complex systems. Information systems weaken that 
connection.

 
Late  industrialization  broke  apart  the  interdependencies  of  industrial  owners 

with managers and workers – first to be noticed were the missing workers, then the 
disappearing managers,  but  they really  lost  out  together,  as  we now see in  the de-
middleclassification of so many who used to feel quite secure. In modern times, given 
that the economy of capital tends to set the capitalist in the midst of his owning, choices 
made fit the limited sense of taste and opportunity offered to the rich: Hamptons, Paris, 
Resort Islands, shopping, cars, boats, clubs and spas. and this world of choice is not 
inclusive of the rest of the surrounding population. It is remarkable how many trophy 
houses do not have places to create art or otherwise experiment with aspects of culture.

 
The result is a continually distorted community. Cell phones on airplanes is a 

good  example  of  how  the  balance  between  economic  opportunity,  customers  and 
annoyed non-users will play out. Look at the way FedEx made us feel good by allowing 
us to look up a delivery on the Internet – saved them from having to answer the phone. 
Much more irritating are the many phone button choices necessary to get to a correct 
line  and  then  a  long  wait.  In  these  cases  corporations  are  passing  off  the  costs  of 
transactions  onto  the  customers.  Sometimes  increasing  but  more  often  decreasing 
customer well-being.

 
Tolls on highways, and higher plane fares, play into class lines. With GPS it will 

be possible (London is doing this)  to tax on the basis of use,  but since the rich can 
continually move rules and incomes to their advantage, they can cover their new costs 
in  such  a  way  that  at  the  same time  increased  costs  are  born  by  the  middle  class 
downward.
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We do not have any democratic mechanism for deciding what technologies will 
dominate society. People used to define themselves as citizens where voting was the 
way they made their important choices. Today that identity is fading and replaced by 
that of the consumer who makes choices with dollars. The technologies that win do so 
because of the dollar votes of corporations, by their high payoff, and the manipulation 
of regulations, from bandwidth to building codes.

 
The imagination of  the reader can further integrate how the quantification of 

society and money, the mechanization of things, and the impoverishment of people all 
go together. We have created the dominance of the economy with all that is good and 
distressing about its dominance as nearly the “only game in town” in the modern world 
– “Machine Dreams”.

 
Stephen Jay Gould argued that  the only reason we have not  been visited by 

intelligent life from other parts of the universe is because no species has been able to 
develop  the  technology  to  get  here  along  with  a  strong  enough  social  system that 
prevented  collapse  through  technology.  Nuclear  war  always  precedes  intergalactic 
travel.

 
Dee Hock, who started VISA said “The purpose of business is to separate the 

consumer from the  conditions  of  production.”  That  is,  bad working conditions  and 
environmental impacts are part of the cycle but unseen.

 
A problem is that key trends associated with our current economy, especially the 

marginalization and impoverishment of too many people and the destructive effects on 
the environment, probably are not reversible under the current rules. The forces making 
the rich richer and the rest poorer are systemic and powerful.  Powerful because the 
motives to make it this way are huge payoffs in dollars and power.

 
I think we see that we need, for our sanity, an alternative path – actually system – 

for the development and deployment of technologies, a complex path large enough to 
be a viable alternative to the momentum of the current system. I say “large enough” to 
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make clear that partial solutions are not strong enough to create a new set of rules. 
Government financing of elections, rather than getting the media exposure that benefits 
the largest donors to a campaign, might be one of the essentials, lessening the power of 
money in congressional choices.

 
It is not going to be sufficient to just add on mechanisms which alter the balance 

but keep the current forces the same. This is the approach of many of the non-profit 
socially motivated organizations – they thrive on opposition to institutions they assume 
will stay in place.We need to prune. 

 
In  the  county  where  I  live,  the  green  progressives  are  against  the  use  of 

“packaged waste disposal systems” because they would allow people to develop on 
land that otherwise is unbuildable (lack of septic system possibilities). The result is that 
progressive  environmentalists  are  against  a  technology  that  would  help  the 
environment.  But  the  county  manages  point  out  that  the  only  people  applying  for 
permission to use the new systems are indeed those who have land that otherwise can’t 
be developed. Leadership of brining the two together to work a deal – permits only for 
land that would be conventionally suitable – does not emerge. Hence the shift to a new 
technology that, system wide, would be an advance in terms of costs to owners and to a 
better use of water which could be returned to the proximal land after processing

I think it is still true that most engineering and science students and professionals 
have some view that technology and science will be of human benefit. They also believe 
that  the fruits  of  science and the great  inventions of  mankind should be owned by 
society and not by individuals or corporations. When pressed, they will have a hard 
time supporting this belief with arguments. They tend to think that individuals are real 
and a society is  no more than the aggregate of  its  individuals.  So they will  tend to 
support the idea that, yes, if something exists, it must be owned by somebody or some 
group of people smaller than that of society itself. The very meaning of “us” has shifted. 
If one is a member of several generations of the well adapted middle class, ” us” no 
longer includes a sense of citizenship that spreads further outward into the population 
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of  different  geographic  origins  and  economic  circumstances.  Newcomers,  either  as 
children born in the nation,  or  immigrants  choosing to come into it,  align with the 
existing society, and adapt to living within a narrow sense of “us”.

 
Probably  neither  democracy  nor  a  government  of  the  expert  elites  can  make 

adequate choices about technology. Democracy does not frame the issues,  and elites 
frame the issues for their own career enhancing interests. Here we are on the leading 
edge of the need for new thinking about governance. Many, but not enough people, are 
thinking  about  the  ethics  and  wisdom  of  technical  interventions.  It  started  with 
Hippocrates thinking about the ethics of medicine and saying, “First do no harm”. We 
now have the “Cautionary”ii[ii] principle which is a way of asking for more time to 
understand the implications of what we’re doing. “Sustainability” is another way of 
saying let’s  keep doing what  we’re  doing without  rocking the  boat.  The shift  from 
“sustainability” to “sustainable development” is a rhetorical opening for a Trojan horse 
of keeping things the way they are. Things have to change in order to remain the same.” 
The values behind the idea of sustainability are guidelines but hard to apply in practice. 
What is sustainable for a bank is not the same thing that is sustainable for a small scale 
organic  Farmer,  or  for  a  salmon fishermen.  And “cautionary”  just  slows  down the 
process  which  might  not  be  the  best  when  facing  dramatic  climate  change  or  the 
discovery of a severe new threat, such as bird flu.

 
The problem of tech is profound, and vastly limits other aspects of life. It is fair to 

say  that  politics  is  the  supreme form of  social  innovation  from early  empire  days, 
through  the  renaissance  when  authoritarian  nation  states  came  to  dominate.  But 
technology has undone this dominance, and it may be that technology, incombination 
with elites and finance that use it,  is the determining fact of our lives now the way 
politics was in the past.

 
In fact politics now is just a tool bought and manipulated by the combination of 

tech and money. The implications here are powerful and suggest that GardenWorld will 
come about more by thinking about technologies than by politics. Technology, because 
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of  its  interconnections,  is  increasingly  important  to  governance  and  hence  to  the 
combination of state and corporations.

 
Technology  is  an  extension  of  the  body.  Just  as  it  would  not  make  sense  to 

discuss the meaning of a disembodied hand or eye, it does not make sense to talk about 
the meaning of technology without reference to the person or persons or community of 
which it is an extension. Hand and eye only take on significance when seen as a part of 
a person, and persons in a community of symbols and discourse, and community in the 
environment to which it has adapted itself.

 
But technology tends to remove us from the body and the history. The way we 

slaughter an animal or make wine were and still are complex processes, but the way we 
interact  with them as consumers removes us from the organic,  soul  making (strong 
feelings that  provoke reflection and awe about “nature”),  and experience enhancing 
‘meaning” of the use. At the same time we have created “jobs” where labor is paid 
minimally to do these things, not to feed a family or a community, but working ten hour 
days cutting up cattle or chickens, which have been treated badly through their life, for 
unseen millions.

 
Computer manufacturing is, so far, a very dirty business, and hence is located in 

parts of Texas, Mexico or Asia, where folks like us will rarely show up.
 
Many people live difficult lives and their economic difficulties are combined with  

the complexities of technology.  A local clinic sees a mother who has five children; two 
by a first marriage and three by her current husband. All three parents have different 
racial national backgrounds. The mother’s mother lives with them all in a two bedroom 
apartment of a total of 600 square feet. The grandmother is there to help but is tense 
about the racial differences and takes it out on the children. All three of the adults living 
in the apartment work part  time jobs in order to survive and the husband has two 
fulltime “part time” jobs – that is,  jobs paid by the hour with zero security in local 
grocery stores. His main aim is to get enough money for a down payment on a House. 
Technology for them is simple: car, phone, the television, a shared washing machine, 
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heat and air conditioning. We need to be aware of how in the web of events and other 
choices of technologies by the rest of us effect the many people whose live are like this.

 
In the county where this family lives population growth is predicted to be 30% 

by the year 2030. Yet all existing housing is more than filled and to new permits are very 
few. Land use, population, technology, and the economy set the conditions we have to 
cope with.

 
The major political issue in this century may be technology. It goes to the core of 

war,  economy,  the  environment,  and  poverty.  Nanotechnology,  hydrogen  cells  and 
biotech for medicines,  foods,  and growing things like continuous wood panels,  will 
arrive  rapidly.  The  issue  is  that  these  technologies  will  be  mechanisms  of  money 
transfer to the owners, not social benefit. They are high cost investments, and owners 
will seek power and rewards. In order to work these technologies of course must attract 
enough customers, managers, and regulators, but that will always be a subset of society, 
not the whole. Every change (and not changing) has winners and losers.

 
As we face climate change we can see how hard it is to make changes because the 

losers in that case, traditional lines of business, have a lot, they perceive, to lose.
 
During the Y2K period, much work was done inside organizations to cope. This 

made Y2K a “non-event” by actually making it a big deal.iii[iii] What I learned, working 
as a consultant where Y2K one of the emerging issues, was that with Y2K accountability 
could be assigned internally to the organizations. With climate change, that is not nearly 
as  possible,  so  I  think  dealing  with  climate  change  will  be  much  harder.  We  are 
beginning to see movement however at the more macro political and economic levels 
that are beginning to address the problem. We will see (and participate,  willing or not).

 
An image of GardenWorld as the goal, the design principle, would help clarify 

what is at stake in climate change, and provide guidance and motive to make climate 
change innovation more attractive and livable.
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Dealing with climate change will require lots of flexibility and innovation and 
critical thinking. Just recently there has been discussion of the problem of planting trees 
as CO2 traps – the reality is that trees absorb heat and heat the atmosphere more than 
offsetting the effects of the trapped co2 sustains cooling.

 
Technology and the mechanical often are seen as repressing life. GardenWorld is 

an  approach  that  highlights  the  organic  as  we  learn  to  integrate  tech  in  ways  that 
enhance rather than replace nature. The aim is a better world for all, through the use of 
human reason in the context of compassion and imagination under the guidelines, the 
design template, of the human life cycle remembering that technology is only part of the 
human condition and only partly constitutive of human nature.

The idea of  design could be a big help. Design is about the way things are put 
together  to  meet  human  needs  and  realities  in  ways  that  are  attractive  and 
implementable. As we shift from small part systems to truly holistic awareness, design 
may be the core discipline for putting it all together.

 

 add Leo Marx The Machine in the Garden.  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chapter 9 belief Chapter  9 . Belief

Douglass Carmichael

revision dec 27, 2010

 

 

{picture}

A first century bust believed to be of Seneca, from the National Archaeological 
Museum in Naples

God is near you, is with you, is inside you…. If you have ever come on a dense wood of 
ancient trees that have risen to an exceptional height, shutting out all sight of the sky with one 
thick screen of branches upon another, the loftiness of the forest, the seclusion of the spot, your 
sense of the wonder at finding so deep and unbroken a gloom out of doors, will persuade you of 
the presence of a deity…. And if you come across a man who is not alarmed by dangers, not 
touched by passionate longing, happy in adversity, calm in the midst of storm… is it not likely 
that a feeling of awe for him will find its way into your heart?… Praise in him what can neither 
be given nor snatched away, what is peculiarly human. You ask what that is? It is his soul, and 
reason perfected in the soul. For the human being is a rational animal.

–Lucius Annaeus Seneca, Epistolae morales ad Lucilium, lib iv, epis 41 (64 CE)

 

________________________________________________

 

Belief emerges in the process of living and cannot be avoided. Everyone has a 
cosmology, a sense of the whole of living. It tends to fit their character and is somewhat 
aligned to the spirit of the times with its symbols and tensions.

What is important for GardenWorld is the understanding that our current time 
requires what it cannot achieve: that people believe that the economy is the main reality 
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in which we live. GardenWorld does not deny the power of the economy but it suggests 
that people have another set of values and I’m suggesting that most people already 
have the set of values in their heart and in the back of their mind.

I believe that GardenWorld comes closer to supporting the good life people want 
and does the industrialized, bureaucratized, and owned world of our current elites. I 
don’t  think even they believe in their  own world.  People  have a  profound need to 
grapple with the issues of life and death, love and loneliness, and the natural beauties 
and ugliness is of the planet, the solar system, and the cosmos.

Belief  is  a  core  complement  of  human  existence  and  we  should  create  an 
environment that fosters a in reflection and maturity.

In the weeks after 9/11 I convened a seminar on Whidbey Island of 15 people to 
meet weekly for 2 hours on Wednesday evenings to discuss the implications. After two 
meetings I  found myself  feeling confused by what  people  were saying.  I  could not 
understand what they meant to be saying by what they were setting. Yet this was a 
group of people who felt they knew each other well and we’re proud to be together. So I 
took the risk of starting the third meeting by saying “let’s this evening talk about what 
are  our  deepest  beliefs.  What  are  our  cosmology is?  Who are  our  gods?  And what 
experiences let us to these police?” So intense was the discussion that only three people 
got to talk.  At the end of the meeting one of  the participants said,  “this is  the best 
meeting we have ever had. We know each other so much less well than when we came 
in.”

The  issue  was,  of  course,  how  could  we  understand  others  if  we  did  not 
understand ourselves? How could we understand others cosmology ease and religions 
if we could not explore our own differences? In the next meeting, one of the participants 
was talking of her Catholic childhood, and another broke in and said “That is amazing. 
I  never  thought  of  you that  way.  In  my neighborhood we played skiprope singing 
“Hang the Pope! Hang the Pope!”

In the chapter on human nature I talked about my view that gods, loves, and 
dreams all draw on the same human capacities. We float in our experience and despite 
efforts to get a foothold on the bottom of the stream of life so that only our ankles, or 
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knees, or waist, or up to the nose, are under water. The truth is we all are underwater, 
the  water  the  fish swim as  in,  only  for  us  it’s  the  mix  of  the  air  and thought  and 
movement. Our mind is constantly trying to make sense of this flow and sometimes it 
leads to the projection of gods, the falling in love, or to dreams.

A few years ago I was at a very fancy conference, the State Of The World Forum, 
organized by Gorbachev and Alan Cranston.  On the  afternoon of  the  second day I 
realized that almost all the speakers were fundamentalists in some way. That is there 
was something they considered true and unnecessary of questioning or justification. It 
just wants.  I  myself prefer the idea that we float and our experience and attends to 
name it are going to be more or less adequate. But many people and the world cope 
with  that  by  affirming  some  framework  of  belief  that  appears  to  be  grounded  on 
something supremely and unquestionably solid.

GardenWorld will unfold in a world of such beliefs, including my own, and a 
very image of a viable garden with its multiple species thriving through the annual 
cycle of the seasons allows for a certain attitude of tolerance, induces tolerance, and has 
room for all  and will  probably lessen the felt  need for conflict.  In GardenWorld the 
walled  city,  the  guarded  national  borders,  and  the  gated  community  will  seem 
somewhat less important.

GardenWorld is about belief. The chapter on religion as a way of saying no does 
not negate the reality of religion. At the core, religion means tying together: it is a belief 
system of connections that articulate a view of human life and circumstances. In this 
sense science also is a religion: a core set of beliefs that create a well tied together view 
of the world.

 

Meaning is not just from culture,  or from god, but from the balance between 
culture,  individual  lives,  and the  emerging  self.  Bringing  our  life  and our  self  into 
congruence is part of the task of maturity.
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Belief is a current of ides that are deep and evocative moving among humans 
through all the power of culture, the physical space we live in, the media, relationships. 
Belief is an organizer. This is why elites, organized as governments, try to control belief 
and work to make sure that it appears anchored, rooted, grounded, in unquestionable 
assumptions. This of course is not “true”. But of course what is “true” is itself a belief 
question. Just as we must take over from our parents, perhaps if we realize that culture, 
tradition, belief are something that we make, slowly, across generations, we will come to 
care for  it  as  much as  we are coming to care for  the physical  environment.  Meme-
ecology.

It is helpful to see that epistemology is not about knowledge built from securely 
known pieces,  but about how experiences build on, differentiates,  forgets,  enhances, 
belief available in the ecology of the culture.

Belief comes first, and persists, and we suck it in with mother’s milk – or our 
formula. There are obscure origins to belief that we ignore at our peril. It is the modern 
view that knowledge is built up from little pieces. Imagine that we are going to try and 
understand learning how to play the piano. Each finger is treated as a separate thing 
has moved mines are to be integrated by the form of the music, note by note, modified 
by mood and tone. But the reality is very different. The child is born with hands that 
move as complex unities. The child grasps the father’s finger with all its little fingers 
and thumb working together as a single unit. Learning and consists of adapting of the 
fingers  to  their  shapes  of  new  objects  in  a  process  that  is  better  described  as 
differentiation and as an addition. Putting things together, as in the skill of playing the 
piano  comes  after  differentiation.  An  actual  learning,  or  habits,  but  the  result  of  a 
balance between differentiation and integration rather than a simple process of edition 
of units. The result is a possibility of analysis that is much more open, organic, and 
multilevel. Feedback among and between levels is characteristic of biological and social 
adaptation.

The belief that there are units is an assumption that, like its opposite, cannot be 
proven or disproven.  In the chapter on human nature I  discussed this  from several 
points of view.
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It is as important to understand that there were early beliefs about the nature of 
the universe, man, life, birth and death, kinship and stories prior to recorded history. 
Our current understandings are refinements, developed out of those early beliefs.

Early Egyptians left in the land of stark contrasts between the darkness of night 
and the intensity of the daily sun. Michael humans there were also faced with the issue 
of birth and death. They made a connection. Where does the sun go at night? Where do 
the living go when they got? Perhaps the same place. From such a connection Egyptian 
believes were formed leading to the elaborate preparations in this life of sunlight for 
that life where the sun goes at night. Sometimes the ancients seem to be ahead of us. 
Consider

LUCRETIUS – BOOK V COSMOLOGY AND SOCIOLOGY about 50B.C.

The next stage in the argument is this. I must first demonstrate that the world 
also was born and is composed of a mortal body. Then I must deal with the concourse of 
matter that laid the foundation of land, sea and sky, stars and sun and the globe of the 
moon. I must show what living things have existed on earth, and which have never 
been born; how the human race began to employ various utterances among themselves 
for denoting various things; and how there crept into their minds that fear of the gods 
which, all the world over, sanctifies temples and lakes, groves and altars and images of 
the gods. After that, 1 will explain by what forces nature steers the courses of the sun 
and the journeyings of the moon, so that we shall not suppose that they run their yearly 
races between heaven and earth of their own free will with the amiable intention of 
promoting the growth of crops and animals, or that they are rolled round in furtherance 
of some divine plan. For it may happen that men who have learnt the truth about the 
carefree existence of the gods fall to wondering by what power the universe is kept 
going, especially those movements that are seen overhead in the borderland of ether. 
Then  the  poor  creatures  are  plunged  back  into  their  old  superstitions  and  saddle 
themselves with cruel masters whom they believe to be all-powerful. All this because 
they do not know what can be and what cannot: how a limit is fixed to the power of 
everything
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William James said “habit is the flywheel society……”Habit is thus the enormous 
fly-wheel of society; its most precious conservative agent. It alone is what keeps us all 
within the bounds of ordinance, and saves the children of fortune from the envious 
uprisings of the poor…. It keeps the fisherman and the deck-hand at sea through the 
winter; it holds the miner in his darkness, and nails the countryman to his log cabin and 
his lonely farm through all the months of snow; it pr

James associates habits with character-building behavior; habits are not the stuff 
of  adolescence,  but  belong  to  maturity,  with  permanence  of  personality.  James’s 
admiration  for  constancy  may arise  out  of  his  personal  fear  of  incertitude  (he  was 
notorious for changing his mind (9)) or out of his anxieties about a fast-changing world 
in which a sense of home has been lost. Like other urban Americans in the late 1800s, 
James experienced the modernization catalyzed by the Civil  War.  This passage thus 
might  be  read  as  James’s  craving  for  social  structures  that  offer  each  individual  a 
“home” rather than leaving each person to wander endlessly, unhabituated to modern 
life. In this sense, it is logical that James’s way of thinking about habit continued to hold 
sway during an era of increasing “acceleration,” as the decades between 1890 and 1920 
have been described (Douglas 191-93). (10)

But  James’s  industrial  metaphor–a  flywheel  opposes  and  moderates  any 
fluctuation of speed in machinery–draws attention to habit’s association with industrial 
work and to the loss of control that working-class individuals have over their everyday 
lives. It is hard to imagine how habit, for a fisherman, miner, or deckhand, functions in 
the same way that it did for William James. Whereas James might have been able to 
choose his habits and therefore allow his “powers of mind [to] be set free for their own 
proper  work,”  the  working  classes  clearly  did  not  have  this  luxury.  In  turn-of-the-
century America, agrarian labor was being regulated or replaced by urban industry; in a 
sense,  the  imposing power  structures  that  Antonio  Gramsci  calls  “hegemony” (195) 
might  be  a  more  accurate  way  of  describing  what  James,  here,  calls  habit.  James’s 
metaphor  of  habit  as  a  flywheel  is  unabashedly elitist:  habit  keeps  “different  social 
strata from mixing” and enforces a separation of class and labor. Given this passage, it 
seems remarkable that James actually celebrates rather than condemns habit; despite 
what he reveals about habit’s perverse power to keep people in their place, he promotes 
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the order that it provides. For James, who understands the world of “pure experience” 
as overwhelming, habit serves as a “conservative agent,” a stabilizing necessity.

Protects us from invasion by the natives of the desert and the frozen zone. It 
dooms us all to fight out the battle of life upon the lines of our nurture or our early 
choice, and to make the best of a pursuit that disagrees, because there is no other for 
which we are fitted, and it is too late to begin again. It keeps different social strata from 
mixing…. It is well for the world that in most of us, by the age of thirty, the character 
has set like plaster, and will never soften again. (16)

Erich Fromm describe the problem of what he called the “marketing character 
type”, the kind of person who can Ilium like is set to fit in, to align themselves, to be 
subordinated to the climate of public opinion as mediated by the press. This kind of 
pliability of character is not the only alternative to the rigid type set in stone described 
by  James.  Flexibility  is  not  pliability.  Pliability  implies  formlessness  like  putty. 
Flexibility  implies  a  structure  that  can  yield  to  sit.  A force  without  giving  up  its 
structural topology.

We seem to  treat  economics  as  though it  is  THE theory  of  what  happens  in 
society. For example

With their economies at such a low ebb after the crash, the expectations that the 
Asia crisis nations would stage a full and fast recovery were, frankly, not very high. Yet, 
remarkably, a full and fast recovery is exactly what happened. Between 1999 and 2005, 
these nations enjoyed average per capita income growth of 8.2 percent and investment 
growth  averaging  nearly  9  percent,  with  foreign  direct  investment  booming  at  an 
average  annual  rate  of  17.5  percent.  Moreover,  all  of  the  loans  associated  with  the 
International Monetary Fund’s assistance programs during the crisis have been paid 
back and the terms of those programs have been fulfilled.[i][i]

The mystification here and as extreme and says nothing about the hectic lives of 
the successful or the terribly distressing lives of those marginalized by the process, or 
whose property was stolen through cause a judicial procedures, through the corruption 
of  some  gaining  advantage  over  the  more  innocent  were  more  moral  of  their 
countrymen. Thinking about this, reflecting on it, taking it seriously is what all of us 
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who do not believe in the official view of globalization must undertake. The quality of 
human life,  what  Socrates  meant  by  his  question  “what  is  the  fit  life  for  a  human 
being?”, entering into the struggle of the darkness and the promise of our own time 
requires  that  we  take  our  beliefs  seriously.  Our  beliefs  are  much  better  than  our 
circumstances.  Earlier  I  described  the  artist  as  the  one  who  worries  the  difference 
between our experience of what is happening around us and our culture we given a 
handful of symbols that tries to make sense of that experience. I quoted James Hillman 
talking about the way the soul is not just in our head or heart but is the quality of our 
experience, OUR experience. And it is our responsibility to cultivate it. Our purpose, 
personal and political, emerges in this context.

All civilizations, all religions, have their uses in terror and repression. But all, all, 
put the better goals First, the goals of life, love, respect, courage, awe, appreciation.

———————

My own belief goes something like this:

Early humans, surrounded by lightening, seasons, storms, dangers and feelings 
of being equal to the task (we project smallness into their experience, but I think they 
had many moments of feeling in command and triumphant, as they tamed fire, learned 
speech,  raised  families  and  dealt  with  wild  life  and  other  humans)  projected  their 
human  capacity  for  agency  into  those  surrounding  events,  and  thus  crated  gods. 
Sometimes these gods needed to be appeased, a bit like body English in billiards, and 
many other sports, and sometimes they were like mascots, companions in the hunt or 
on the gather. Over time in our dialog with “them” we, as peers(except for death) we 
learned about ourselves. As our gods spoke, so could we. Turned our eating of animals 
into  a  sacrifice  of  their  life,  a  sacrifice  that  was  ritualized  in  order  to  avoid  the 
uncomfortable feeling that  if  the animal was just  a  thing,  then so might we be.  We 
invited the gods to the feast sacrifice, sharing the guilt.

The struggle over monotheism is part of that dialog, but I think mostly under 
pressure  of  empire  to  find  a  single  strong  voice.  The  great  religions,  Buddhism, 
Confucian,  Christian  Hebrew and  Islam all  were  a  response  –  a  reaction  against  – 
empire. Buddha complained about the rising influence of the priests and their economy 
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of the costs sacrifice,  Moses reacted against the empire of the Egyptians,  which had 
become pure bureaucracy, Jesus reacted against the rowing and deadening bureaucracy 
and militarization of Israel and the lack of human ethical responses to the dilemmas of 
life,  and Mohammad reacted  against  the  heavy  hand of  the  (Christianized)  Roman 
Empire, managed by thugs at the periphery – were Mohammed lived, as all empires do. 
Confucius  reacted  against  the  militarization  (the  warring  states  period)  in  Chinam 
proposing  that  if  we  just  paid  attention  to  ritual  and  manners  we  could  forgo 
destructive wars.

This  is  a  great  heritage.  In  the  west  the  Christian  approach  went  through 
complex evolutions, the eastern (byzantine) church and the northern (Roman) church, 
brought into contact, created the renaissance. More independent thinking emerged and 
led to the reformation, which was also a reaction against wealth and concentration of 
power, draining money out of Germany to build the Vatican.

But science also emerged from this mix. Science is the fruit of Christianity, with 
its emphasis on the individual conscience the dignity of the individual as observer, the 
power of understanding the mind of god through his created world, thus suggesting 
that the world was intelligible to us humans who had a mind like god’s.

Slowly,  in the dialog with the gods we created,  we gained a deeper sense of 
ourselves, and slowly have drawn the powers we projected on to the gods back into 
ourselves,  increasing  our  range  of  power,  but  also  leaving  us  more  vulnerable  and 
responsible.

Today science is  put in opposition to religion.  I  think this  is  a  great  mistake. 
Science also is a religion in the great line of religions: it is a culture of how things tie 
together (re-ligiere). Getting away from received opinion it is more inclined to “put all 
the things on the table” and see what we have. Imagine the line that goes Zoroaster-
Hebraic-Christian  –  Islam  –  Science,  with  parallel  but  now  merging  streams  from 
Buddhism and Taoist/Confucian rivers of dialog with the world.

The trouble is, science has many of the bad qualities of the old religions. It is the 
handmaiden of power and the military, and commerce that serves wealth more than 
human betterment. It has a career bureaucracy that is deadening, enforcing uniformity 
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of belief – limiting us to what is legitimate to observe of observation and consequently 
of  interpretation.  Especially  science  has  become  narrow,  dealing  with  what  serves 
power rather than what serves enlightenment. Thus it becomes a science with a priority 
of things rather than of relationships, of a world without people rather than a world 
with  people.  It  tends  not  to  recognize  itself  as  a  great  human  achievement,  an 
achievement which raises the most interesting questions about us humans: how we can 
tell stories such as science, stories that are a mixture of experience doubt, refection and 
imagination?

If  we  could  see  science  as  the  next  great  religion,  not  opposed  to  the  other 
religions, but as a refinement, we would all be better off.

I do believe GardenWorld is consistent with this desire and would benefit by its 
broader acceptance. GardenWorld is broad enough to enhance all existing systems of 
belief, all existing religions each of which has its own equivalent of the garden of Eden.

I  think we need a modified Christian (Buddhist,  Hebraic,  Islamic,  Confucian, 
Hindu, Scientific.) attitude. And a new equivalent of the ten commandments.

1. Each day do something for the person you know who is having the worst time.

2. Each day do something for the person you know *of* who is having the worst 
time.

3. Each day do something about the very worst situation you know about (its ok 
to be myopic – just do it) in the world.

4. Network the resulting projects.

5. Teach others to participate.*

6. Leave your local habitation more beautiful, at the end of the day, than you 
found it. Do something about it.

7. Do something, each day, to weave the tapestry of community conversations, 
consciously, by having at least one conversation you would not have otherwise.

8. Create culture with your children.
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9. Study harder beyond current affairs or narrow profession.

10. Smile honestly and enjoy this life, even in its worst moments.

Other candidates..

· Be careful on reading adds

· Put Relationships before materialships

· Hate or anger is a sign of not seeing strategically

· Love may mean narrowing of focus

· Stay healthy

· Respect other’s gods

· Bring others into your conversations

· Speak with intent

· The way up and the way down are the same

· Eating towards health

· breathing towards relaxed

· Sex towards love

· politics towards inclusions and community

· foreign affairs towards delight

· business towards refreshing

· money towards real use and beauty

· art towards beauty and revelation

· movement towards grace

· friendship towards depth
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· language towards quality

· education towards complexity

· childhood towards fullness

· lies towards the minimum

· violence towards comprehension

· architecture towards the hospitable

· reading towards the uncomfortable

· science towards the real unknown

· sleep towards dreams

· work towards meaning

· self at times towards others

· at times towards the whole

· and you will be natural

 

[i][i]  Quoted  from  http://www.digitalnpq.org/articles/economic/
157/02-27-2007/janet_l._yellen

http://www.digitalnpq.org/articles/economic/157/02-27-2007/janet_l._yellen
http://www.digitalnpq.org/articles/economic/157/02-27-2007/janet_l._yellen
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