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The economy is doing well 
but society is  doing badly. 

There are  alternatives.

Things must change in order to change
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Chapter 1 Gardenworld: integrating  humans with earth.

This you must always bear in mind, what is the nature of the whole, and what is 
my nature, and how this is related to that, and what kind of a part it is of what 
kind of a whole?   -  Marcus Aurelius Meditations

The title is dramatic on purpose, not because the book lives up to it, but 
because the crisis is real. We are always coming in to the middle of the story. As I 
write (May 2019) there is a growing consensus that we will not do what would be 



3

necessary to prevent warming beyond 2 degrees. But there is much more going 
wrong than climate. 

In order to cope more effectively it is urgent that we come to an agreement on 
what kind of world our attempts to deal with climate change and a handful of 
other problems is going to lead us to. So far, we talk about plans to curb or repair 
but not many are yet talking about goals. Without a goal, efforts are incoherent. 
Much talk, especially from politicians and corporate leaders, is to change enough 
to keep the current system - which caused the problems - continuing its 
momentum. I am proposing that we combine agricultural and cultural goals into 
what I cam calling Gardenworld, not a plan but a guide. Since most of us want to 
live in a combination of civilization and nature, why don’t  we make that the 
design goal?

Our growth in population,  supported by dependence on oil and coal, has led 
us into a classic population problem: we have expanded to the edge of our 
possible growth and driving  it with fossil fuels which have and will continue, to 
heat the atmosphere.   Food and water are not the only problem. The use of the 
energy to support the current system is deeply wounding the environment, in 
most places, through heating which affects all the species of food and animals.  
The  where and the way we feed ourselves - often at very long distances - is 
going to fail in many places.  Earth climate is a dynamic system with a complex 
history, but human activity has entered in strong enough to shift the seasonal 
balance  with temperate averages that we could have maintained. Complexity is 
increasing and our capacity to understand and manage it is decreasing. 

Many “plans” for the future include making the earth hospitable to further 
human growth, if not in population, then in technical sophistication. 
Gardenworld is critical of those plans. We need a better balance between human 
civilization and nature. Civilization has been and remains a machine to devour 
the planet. It seems clear that we need less - less people, less urbanization, less 
tech deployment. We need to be in balance with a nature that we do not fully 
understand and never will. Nature is full of surprises and instead of suppressing 
them, we should give room.
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There is a concept called “punctuated equilibrium”1 that occurs when the 
environmental conditions change and  many  species are under stress and all find 
their new mutations, usually just failures , filling out the new conditions. This 
what is likely to happen to us. Many local experiments in agriculture and living 
conditions are happening all over the world in reaction to loss of water, 
increasing population, land stress, need for shelter, migrations. The danger to  
people is intense and increasing as structures fail.

People will make rapid moves to cope locally. We could see it as a thousand 
flowers bloom. My intent is to pick this story -GardenWorld, building on, 
guiding, many emerging local experiments and just might give us the chance to 
re-think the basis of our civilization. 

Dare we be more modest? For surely the current success of our civilization is 
killing us. To get through  to a better one, maybe even a really good outcome, is 
the purpose of this book.

The simple vision is fading of sane living with family and friends in attractive 
places that can endure though time. We need renewal at the human, cultural and 
institutional level.

A serious question will be, is the student with perhaps a cat and  an iPhone 
living in a small apartment unmarried  with some kind of data job the modal 
future? Could that work?  That and other dystopian futures are being driven by  
global warming on a crowded planet. But more, we face automation, declining 
fish in the sea, ecological destruction through exploitation - mining , forest 
cutting, ground burning - and inadvertent,  through pollution. War is emerging 
as a solution that integrates bureaucracies in a groundswell of belief about how 
bad China and the US are. We over-rely on fossil fuel and we build suburbs  on 
the best agricultural land. In the search for private ownership we have torn apart 
education, neighborhoods and parks.

I think that a future worth working toward is a blend of nature  (in the form 
of agriculture, parks and wild-lands),  and civilization - in the form of gardens, 
architecture and landscape families, education, common spaces and culture, 
situated in spaces left wild.

1 See Stephen Jay Gould.
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Democracy is being undermined by extremes of wealth and strip-mining the 
poor of their little bit of wealth. Education is collapsing because the need for it 
when there are lowered job prospects combines with an unwillingness of those 
with resources to be taxed to pay for it.

But the hardest part of the near future is how to deal with those displaced by  
climate becoming unlivable through heat and  sea rise. To provide some security 
people need to be with family, with food, with a place to be and a sense of 
tomorrow. As society falls apart  new and dangerous alliances are brooding 
toward dominance. Existing grey organizations will seize the opportunities.

We start in a bad place because our institutions are largely built on separating 
people from nature, and, let’s face it, from each other.  The nature of birds and 
sky and seasons that supported them, and their inner nature of feelings, loves, 
pleasure in being alive are denied to most people.. Reintegrating people and 
environment is going to be the key task. We have a lot to do and everyone is 
needed.

Vision

We must have  some kind of agreement on what kind of world we want our 
efforts   to build toward. As we make choices of technology, social organization, 
use of the land, how we occupy our children, how we start to organize  new 
political structures,  it helps if we have a vision. 

“Without a vision the people will perish”

If we look over the course of human history the image in the back of most 
minds of how to live includes a mix of civilization with its arts and talents and  
innovations, and nature with its quiet, beauty freshness. Blending civilization 
and nature prevents the worst of both gaining the upper hand - civilization  - as 
oppressive hierarchy,  perpetual war,  and death, nature as a struggle for survival 
against the jungle and the dessert. 

The West started with the Garden of Eden, an idyllic place in contrast to the 
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harshness of the desert environment.  Since then all great moves in civilization 
have been versions of that impulse. The Garden of Epicurus in Athens, the 
Roman Forum with its fountains, the water course city of Naples, the Paris of the 
Seine and the  recovering  Note Dame on its island, New York’s Olmsted 
designed Central park, the Winter Palace in Beijing. All towns have some 
versions of this impulse.2 It is important to see that the Garden of Eden, and 
gardens in generaldies not determine the whole of he environment. A garden is a 
protected place.

In the future we will need new experiments in agriculture to feed us and stay 
healthy and educated , new approaches to structures and housing families and 
institutions, we will need these to work across the whole human life cycle. And 
nature will always be larger than we are ad never fully known, from mosquitos 
to the big bang.

These are design criteria for what I am  bluntly calling Gardenworld. Since we 
all want to live in some combination of civilization and nature , from a vase of 
flowers in the living room room to  a path in the wilderness, and even a pathless 
wilderness, lets use our wealth to go there. Gardenworld is not a plan, but a 
guide,   Plans are brittle, guidelines are flexible and dependent  on local creativity 
and judgement. 

This discussion should start with a key fact - people like prosperity and are 
attracted to leaders who are builders. Gardenworld has to make the case that a 
green aesthetic environment meets this goal. To do so we have to think through 
what prosperity and building can mean.  Too much modern thinking leaves out 
the very things that need focus - such as the quality of lives or the threat of large 
wars.

The Greeks came up with philosophy, politics and economics. These three are 
comprehensive, taken together and  will be constantly returned to enrich our 
thinking  in these chapters, though not as much as I would like.

One problem. While GardenWorld is proposed as a global cultural goal, the 
focus here is on the West, mostly Europe and the US and its influence. So a word 
about Asia. There is a Chinese saying, “The people are in the forest and the 

2 see theexcellent history The American Home, Architecture and Society/
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emperor is far away”. Unlike the West,  where heroes are huge, god like, Jesus, 
Caesar, Dante, Napoleon, Lincoln - in Asia the leaders like Confucius and 
Mencius  remain human sized, or almost invisible like Lao Tzu,  even  while 
making great efforts. Asia remains more modest.  Mao and Xi are quite 
westernized. Lots to learn from the East and I hope for a shared conversation.

This book started twenty years ago as GardenWorld Politics,  I just wanted a 
nicer world.   But then I started as a series of notes to colleagues about economics 
and its relation to climate change, but I soon realized that while their tendency 
was to see the world, especially the third world, as ok and only needing some 
new policies and modest reforms,   I saw this world , based on lots of travel and 
living three years in Mexico, as going badly while economists were misleading 
with claims about “per capita GDP” and “lower mortality rates. I needed to 
explore  why these differences of perception.  

Climate change emerged with more force in the midst of my thinking, and I 
was sorry to judge myself as deaf to implications , when I heard  about climate 
warming and CO 2  in a seminar in La Jolla in 1984, and ignored what I heard, 
like so many others for three decades. My casual research turned more serious. 
This book, the result,  is a kind of  workbook, to share with you , as a studio to 
think through what can happen  now and how we should act. It is, as a 
workbook is likely to be, incomplete, a series of sketches, notes,  dead ends, and 
hopefully useful lines of inquiry. We are part of republic of thinkers drawn to 
each others’ ideas for clues and companionship. 3

To write simply of deep things - Murakami.

In order to pull ourselves together we need a vision of where we are trying to 
go. Modernism and other forms of techno utopian vision do not work. I am 
proposing that  greening the world integrating aesthetics and economics , 
integrating humans with nature, is a powerful vision that integrates the best of 
past cultures in a vision for the future that it is possible to work towards.  A 
vision that meets the basic needs - to feed us and give meaning and hope, and a 

3 See the suggestive book, The Republic of Letters Mark Fumaroli.
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context.4.
Global heating-population- technology-finance-governance-militarization  

mess is so extreme that everyone  is thinking about it.  If this book makes a claim 
it is that it puts  the crisis in its cultural context and discusses more thoroughly 
the human implications of where we are and what can happen and what we 
should do. Much talk is good on criticism but few venture to talk about what to 
do and how it will unfold. Where is energy actually to be used less, and what 
happens to the people there?

The Green New Deal for example covers much of the same ground, but in its 
current form promises a fairly smooth transition to a high employment green 
world without disruption. I think the disruption implied by the changes needed  
is much more brutal than the GND implies. We shall see. Thom Friedman, who 
coined the GND phrase,  wants to use it for high innovation. But he does not link 
it to the rich getting richer which is what many investors and economists expect 
to be the goal of greening.  In the literature so far from GND there is no 
discussion about the disruption of actual lives nor a discussion of the political 
process to get there.  

Imagine Harry, he lives with wife Jean  and two kids in a house built in the 
fifties in a medium sized city. His job is eight miles from home, not a bad drive 
but it gets tighter at rush hour.

The word comes down  from the bureaucrats doing their job, that the family  
must use  some combination of less energy and more expensive energy. How will 
they do that, get the children to school, keep the house warm in winter and 
cooler in summer, and Jean spends the day in her car doing errands and working 
part time at the craft fair?  Oh, Harry’s job - might just be gone. Saves costs of 
commuting!

Imagine what would have to happen (specific scenarios please) to this family 
to get to the energy level needed to prevent a 2 degree rise? (Assume the 
plausible scenario that things have to be happening now in order to meet the 
2050 target, (or the 2025 target, or the 2020 target). Economists tend to talk about 

4 see the remarkable book, Bill_Gammage]_ The_Biggest_Estate_on_Earth, about 
how Australia's aborigines tended the land holistically.
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the transition as we can just slide from the current state to a new state without 
anyone noticing.

No discussion for example of the resistance it might stir up from interests that 
want things to continue as they are, paying off as well a they are to the .01 
percent, and what to do about defanging that resistance, which might have the 
militarized police on their side.  In private many are increasingly  making 
reference to the French Revolution, but nostalgically, more as a  joke,  than 
realistically. The GND discuses the problems  of keeping below 2 degrees, but not 
much about the disruptive process that connects them or how people will cope 
with a simultaneous mix of collapses and opportunities requiring them to pick 
up and move, finding new if temporary communities to meet their realistic  
needs and have some security. The simple way of thinking is , how to build a 
progressive future that is adequate to the  climate challenge and doesn't use  
‘progressive’ as a platform for stealing from those who just want some security to 
live. 

  For the purpose of discussing the future, I have come to like looking at 
human history as coming in four phases of focused conscious thinking.

1. Hunter gatherer: intense local knowledge
2. Empires: war and administration
3. Commerce: exploitation of land and people
4. Relationships and humanity with nature

The core for  #4 is what I am calling GardenWorld.  #3 is coming to and end, 
fitfully, like a snake writhing after its head is cut off. The presence of #4  gives a  
goal to hope for and guide efforts to modify and then replace 3, but it requires a 
movement away from the technical-financial focus we have had to a refocused 
and renewed thinking about who we are and what a good society would be like, 
and how we can leave anture more alone. This is notot just a playing field for the 
Ambitious to get rich but a place where those with talent and ambition are 
drawn to learning from each other how to make a better world for humanity - 
Economics - estate management -  re-defined as bringing the world and 



10

humanity together With all our respect, creativity and imagination.
If we face a stressful  future with a choice  between GardenWorld as a 

community and individual goal, or local mafias and police presence while people 
burn up old houses to keep warm in winter  and have no strategy for the 
increasingly devastating heat of the summer, then I am for GardenWorld.

Good things are being written daily. New insights emerge, often making 
yesterdays thought old today. This is good but it means a coherent logical laying 
out of a perspective is not possible. Hence the studio idea for continuous 
rethinking as circumstances emerge.   

There are several core assumptions I am working from: 

• The quality of life of all people is the goal. 
• Governance is always a messy business. 
• We don’t really see very far.  
• We do a lot of projection and discount the complexities of the lives and 

circumstances of others, past and present. 
• Meaning is important for survival

People want a bit of security, enough to plan  the life they want to live. It 
means some stability of relationships, place, culture. We are really failing to 
provide this to the people. A challenging  article in the Financial Times talks 
about the problem, in this case in China,  when an economy pulls and pushes 
people out of old villages, leaving behind the sick and the old fighting 
encroaching vegetation. Their relationships have dissolved in larger historical 
forces. It is assumed by many that the general condition of people in the world is 
improving and has improved the lives of many. I disagree. People don’t chose to 
go to the city for opportunity, they are pushed off their land into high rises, now 
routinely reaching 60 to 80 floors. I recently had some time with a    person who 
gets around a lot in Asia and he described how the women used to sit around 
under a tree in the mid morning picking through a wide variety of spices, and 
engaged in long conversations. Not possible in a high rise. Lives are being 
distorted, cultures destroyed. Life made less, not more, pleasant - and doubling 



11

of income since the village doesn’t work when prices are up by a factor of three 
or more.

We pick up on a nearly forgot theme: that with technology we could free 
people from labor. Remember “Labor saving devices?” Saved for who? But 
something has gone wrong. Instead of Freedom we have environmental collapse 
and a new feudalism of inequality.

This book starts by assuming crises: climate, population, bad distribution, 
lack of justice. Most proposals as to what to do are bound in to a narrow set of 
interests. Those who focus on  providing  more jobs will produce more CO2. 
Those who look to engineering the atmosphere will take away sunlight used by 
farmers., those who want to directly limit co2  production will cause massive 
unemployment. We shouldn't deal with these one at a time in isolation from the 
impact on the others. GardenWorld is  aimed at being a way of dealing with all 
these. We will need to rethink the meaning of wealth, the functioning of the 
economy, new forms of governance, less consumption, less violence, more 
compassion.

This is certainly a time of tension. We have missed the obvious point - that we 
should have been creating an environment good for growing people across 
generations, in communities, and families. As a society, we are unable to deliver 
compassion where it is needed.  We need an economy that will support an 
ecology so that we will be healthy and educated,  and in love with life. But to do 
this we need a vision of where we are trying to get to.  We need an approach 
which nurtures the world and its people, not just an enabler of an elite.

We need to manage the globe for the benefit of humanity.  No person or group 
should be marginalized. Can we learn to balance no centralization, 
decentralization and centralization? Can we lave the earth some room to be itself 
unexpoited?

The last 100 years plus have been dominated by images of tech city, gleaming 
chrome, concrete, dead. What if we turned it around, focusing on the biological, 
the plant and animal, the scenic and parkland view? The proposal is to shift our 
efforts from a mechanical tech-based globalization to a biological, psychological 
and socially focused civilization. Technology will be necessary, even attractive 
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and fun - but needs to be managed into relationships with the rest. Can we 
reduce privilege and increase compassion? GardenWorld is the proposal. 

Erich Fromm’s Escape from Freedom, written at the beginning of WW2, Made it 
clear that we had created a culture with  opportunities for new human freedom, 
but through narrowness of vision  we were missing the opportunity. He was 
writing in a different time but this time, our time,   raises the same questions.

 Much  of our culture was created by people whose belief systems no longer 
seem to fit ours.  The task for humanity has to be figuring out a new social 
contract for how to live with each other and on the earth. Any politics which 
does not aim toward the humanization of and the gardening of the world is not 
an adequate politics. The task is made especially difficult because we have 
drifted into a situation where we do not have an adequate political system that 
can cope with the complexities.  Population is increasing well past its 
sustainability,  and we have a hard time with developing and deploying 
technology, which ought to be wisely used to cope with real problems, but is an 
instrument of wealth concentration.

To free up technology from the exploitation by financial capital is a key task. 
Such exploitation makes us weaker financially and cynical politically. We do not 
know, but suspect, that the solution requires coordinated change across a number 
of institutions. There are very few discussions of how that might happen. 
Whatever it is, it will be a long path, with many detours.  We are offered more 
opportunities for seeing others as stupid than for seeing ourselves acting with 
intelligence. Good thinking is hard.

The Internet is probably central to all possible futures that still involve 
humans but our hopes and fears are split between the future Internet as 
empowering democratic decentralization or empowering centralized control. 

Poetically speaking, we started with the Garden of Eden and are slowly 
replacing it with the whole world interconnected as one computer. Humanity is a 
successful species, but like all, we multiply until we run up against limits. Here 
we are. Success always means that some failed. Lao tzu says that failure and 
success are both warning signs. We need to be constantly mindful.

 Without a goal to enhance the globe and its nature we have embraced the 
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blind path of killing it off.  Let’s engage. Let’s use our capacity for inventiveness 
and coping to - cope. The goal for much of the 19th and 20th centuries was to 
develop technology so as to free people from work and to live in a beautiful 
world - but not to free them from income. 

 The world we have, where technology, governance, and infrastructure 
support the wealthy and their professional supporters, but not the majority of 
people,  needs to be seen as an understandable but  serious failure. 

 Here is where Fromm’s Escape from Freedom helps us understand the 
prospects.  Freedom means open capacity to think and experience and direct. It 
does NOT mean freedom for capital to do what it wants favoring wealthy 
individuals over communities. We must realize that communities and 
individuals grow strong - or weak - together. 

 In practive capitlism is a machine for devouring the world. GardenWorld is 
not agri-biz scaled up, it is a design of a place to grow people, surrounding them 
with nature, and cooperatively supporting each other. GardenWorld would 
replace the drive for growth and consumption that has benefitted the few and 
not led to a society we love nor can trust, that limits basic security and creates 
meaningless work and,  worse,  unemployment. Residual ideas of growth, such 
as developing  green technology, must be domesticated to the projects over all 
aim of quality of life and a healthy atmosphere. It must not be subordinated for a 
desire for increased profit not widely shared.  Technology, even green tech, used 
to concentrate wealth has got to be done with.  We can judge all green tech 
projects in terms of their further distributing wealth, especially to those 
marginalized.  We can rethink growth and development. Aristotle in his little 
book Coming toBe[1] wrote “We can have growth without development, and we 
can have development without growth.” This is a serious license to rethink what 
we are doing and its purpose.

Part of the proposal in this book is we need a serious engagement with the 
humanities if we are to understand humans and society. Our conventional vision 
trivializes the past, and even trivializes other people and institutions in the 
present. A person is precious and should be handled and nurtured with great 
care. GardenWorld, as it will emerge here, is proposed as the place to do this. We 
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have come to act as if the technical-financial culture is adequate for guiding 
humanity in its crucial evolutions. It is not sufficient yet it is dominant, hungry 
and desgtructive.

We can think our way to a better society rather than just being carried along 
like a semi out of control. Our society is not ready for autonomous driving 
(though the tech world is moving us there). We need a shared sense of what is 
happening and we need a goal to know what we are doing. “Without a vision, 
the people are lost.” We are not using our intelligence to furthering the well 
being of the species but to enhance favored individual lives. Early societies had 
elites that took the well-being of the population seriously, especially through the 
complex process of food, and managed fairly well. 

A return to thinking about how the human species and the natural 
environment can be interrelated is essential to our survival. We are organized to 
favor increasing complexity linking money, innovation and markets rather than 
favoring flexibility to deal with breakdowns and misjudgments. Flexibility may 
even help us to a more delightful life. While we need innovation, we also need, 
as a balance, restraint, and reflection on the secondary consequences of 
innovative proposals. Proposals need to be consistent with society, with the 
human life cycle, as well as technical requirements. Learning to appreciate each 
other and others cultures needs to be the core of a new culture for humanity.

One lesson I hope we all understand: it is very important to be better 
educated: philosophy, history, anthropology, languages, self.  

 was asked by a student what he should learn? “Know your fellows” was the 
reply. We tend to believe that we already know the outlines of what is important. 
This is not true. In fact, we have built institutions that reinforce narrow thinking 
by creating narrow departments and a current practice that supports career 
management,  not insight. We probably need a more democratic and educated 
participation  in institutions that are more transparent. 

To help us think through to such a world the next chapters discuss

    •     Where are we?
    •    How did we get here?
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    •    What can happen?
    •    What should we do?

And in each one to discuss the art, philosophy, politics and economics. The 
use of art here is to indicate forcefully a focus usually left out of social policy 
discussions, but which I consider central, and that we need to make central, if we 
are to have the purpose and leverage to make a world that better meets human 
needs and desires. Art is a translation of the Greek word Techne, which for the 
Greeks means craft and technique. It is here the aesthetic and design aspects of 
all aspects of life. The four words, tech, philosophy, politics and economics, have 
their origin in classical Greek, and I am using art because  techne has been 
narrowed to technology, which is not the same as art and craft.

E.O.  Wilson. “The real problem of humanity is the following: we have Paleolithic 
emotions; medieval institutions; and god-like technology. And it is terrifically 
dangerous, and it is now approaching a point of crisis overall. Until we 
understand ourselves, until we answer those huge questions of philosophy that 
the philosophers abandoned a couple of generations ago—Where do we come 
from? Who are we? Where are we going?—rationally, we’re on very thin ground    

Toward the Vision of GardenWorld

We are near and possibly past the point of no return on climate warming. 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 attempts at 
governance. It has to do with putting the ambiguous "human" together with the 
ambiguous "nature.  It will be difficult and require not a fixed plan, but an intent 
to feed and appreciate each other in a new relationship to be explored with 
nature.

I am going to propose that we have some key elements in place if only we 
recognize them and build on them.

In particular 
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*The idea of economics started with the holistic assumption in Aristotle of 
estate management. The whole was the focus,  in order to keep the population by 
paying attention to all aspects - land, grain, animals slaves, clothes, cooking, 
households, children and spouse. The descriptions in Homer’s Iliad of a 
household shows how extensive and complex that was, all guided by a 
combination of human needs for food and water, and the human need fo 
aesthetics through architecture and hardens. 

*This concept as the estate as the whole  was carried into the   Christian world 
as  the economy of God's house.This has had an powerful influence on our idea 
of the community as a coherent whole with progress as its motive. 

We need to rethink what the purpose of economic activity is. For Aristotle and 
Plato the purpose of estate management, the  economy, was to generate a surplus 
which was to be used for leisure to study politics and philosophy. That idea of 
purpose in the Christian context became meditation and prayer. What is 
important here is that the economy has a use for its surplus  that was discussable. 
To give full credit, the post reformation Protestant world had the idea that the 
purpose of economic activity was self-development. This has echoes, in a  
reduced version,  that consumer goods will make you better.

Most  of the conversations around us about climate change have been about  
what to do about  climate while keeping most things the same: capital, 
corporations, democracy, universities, driving to work. If we are to prevent going 
over 1.5 or 2 degrees we need to change most everything. Each of us must find 
new ways of obtaining  food and shelter and new ways of supporting each other. 
These are not normal times.  In 1942,  as the US entered WW2,  the U.S. took car 
factories and rebuilt them in sixty days to make tanks and planes. We need to 
think at that speed and even larger scale.

The vast literature on rethinking ecology and societies reflect the tendency 
toward quantity and mechanism. This downplays the human. The goal of this 
book is really to nudge the human into our consciousness.. Policies and plans 
without action get us nowhere.   Gut feelings and imagination are required for 
action.. 

The first premise of all human history is, of course, the existence of living human 
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individuals. Thus the first fact to be established is the physical organization of 
these individuals and their consequent relation to the rest of nature. Of course, 
we cannot here go either into the actual physical nature of man or into the 
natural conditions in which man finds himself – geological, hydrographical, 
climatic and so on. The writing of history must always set out from these natural 
bases and their modification in the course of history through the action of men.  
(Karl Marx. The German Ideology. 1845)

But Marx is too focused on existing categories.
So one begins from the natural order of Nature herself and humankind’s 

struggles within this environmental world surrounding it. At the heart of this 
was human labour as the path toward subsistence and survival as the baseline:

 Marx sees  labor as a tightly bounded concept. What is important for the 
future will be the fluidity between categories previously regarded as fixed, like 
easy movement based on choice in what used to be a rigid caste system. It is 
cultural, not labor and the culture will change s society becomes forced to be 
more fluid and experimental.. 

But for now  we are stuck at a bottleneck of interlocked issues: population, 
inequality, 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, or fed to the population in bit-sized celebrity lives. 

We must face the fact that capitalism is one fairly successful 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 do. and we are 
demoralized. 'Without vision the people will perish' says the old testament. 

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 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 
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and economics and the legal structures for getting there.  We cannot get to 
GardenWorld without some serious rethinking of politics and economics5. 
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 by decades of struggle to become representative, only allows the choices 
elites allow. 

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 have relied on greed and 
competition along with innovation.

Competition always means winners and losers, but we cannot afford more 
losers. They get desperate and live miserable lives. 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 make 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. 

The present emerges from the past over many generations. In one important 

5 
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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 (chattel, 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 and 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. For the early Greeks 
the word economy mean t eco-home + logos- management, thus estate 
management. The whole thing, in all its aspects. 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 generatively, 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 quiet with 
books or friends and family are harder to find as the 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 ourselves, we now have to break through 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.
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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 
it 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.The Internet 
plus local communities just might get us there. 

The list of great writers (never complete) includes Arnold, Emerson, Blake, 
Whitman, Thoreau, Melville, Dickens Cervantes Hugo, Zola, Dickens, Tolstoy, 
Dostoyevsky,  Ibsen, Manzini6 and they all  are hostile to the mechanization of 
the human. No wonder much of the university is against the humanities. But 
these writers are for us.

6 the list is from Mumford, The Condition of Man, a very helpful book still available on 
Amazon.
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More  GardenWorld 

 For the sciences of nature, the subject matter of research is no longer nature in 
itself, but nature subjected to human questioning, and to this extent man, once 
again, meets only with himself.—Heisenberg 

As we move through the 21st century, we need to struggle to bring the human, as 
the design criteria, back into the center of design and policy. – John Carl 
Warnecke.

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

gardening of the world is not an adequate politics.  GardenWorld is to be greener, more 
productive, more attractive, a less hostile world , a place to grow families, children, and 
adults who live a profoundly meaningful, less fragmented and more secure life, more 
democratic, and with some lucky breaks on tech, such as solar panels and co2 
sequestering.  

GardenWorld has to include  the politics and economics to get us there, and the 
philosophy to guide our thinking. Especially, on the practical side,  the relation of 
technology, law, and finance to GardenWorld and Civilization needs a lot of thinking by 
us all. The worst is the momentum that keeps us where we are,  keeps us from 
changing, keeps us from working toward something we desire and think is plausible 
while watching helplessly as it all falls apart. 

The problems we face and their solutions are still a bit vague. We may be living 
toward a perfect storm: water depletion, economic breakdown, disease vectors on the 
loose, and a failure of government to know how to manage the complexities of technical 
change  in the large context of climate and wealth. At the same time there are 
multitudes of local experiments and technical developments under way, but they have 
the tendency to be technocratic ending towards insensitive technical solutions   rather 
than concerned with human lives. That you get to live is pale compared to  getting to  
live a quality of life that makes you part of a civilization. 

 I think we have near agreement that the problems and solutions lie deeper, and 
require more imaginative and compassionate thinking to deal with governance 
weakness, automation, climate,  and militarization all at the same time. So far  proposed 
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solutions to each problem usually make the other problems worse. In order to cope 
much has to change. Keeping below 2 degrees warming would require massive 
decisions to stop using most carbon fuel. Real advancement with new technologies 
would take decades and still he use of that alternative energy would heat the air.

 I am convinced that part of what has to change is our understanding of the 
universe, who we are, what it is. and our place in it.  Cosmos, planet, society, us. We 
tend to build substantially as a defense against nature rather than building flexibly to go 
with the natural flows.

 Hidden inside our private experience I think we have a robust image – often 
without words - of what we want from a good life. Most people, across class lines and 
national boundaries, would like to live closer to nature and civilization. Why do we not 
use our resources and technology – our wealth - to go there?   GardenWorld is that 
vision, a world where advanced technology and natural growth are blended through 
design (architecture, city planning, landscape planning) in a robust economy of local 
and regional experimentation in restoration, development and local business initiatives. 
In GardenWorld, health and education are seen as enablers of participation, and tough 
environmental regulation drives technical innovation. Doing a better job on local 
development and retrofitting for energy conservation and growing green for energy and 
food independence creates local jobs that are much harder to export than those based on 
manufacturing and software.. Democracy would expand locally. GardenWorld requires 
reengagement with gardens and agriculture, with a more creative, perhaps Waldorfian 
approach to education of young people (with insights and curriculum  ideas from 
Montessori and Piaget), and a fuller embrace of adult education, not just for skills but 
for attitude towards self, mind and society, with pleasure rather than fear in anticipating 
being a bit more creative, and a serious rethinking of politics. The democracy project is 
failing - nothing to vote for with any enthusiasm - and we have not created the 
education nor the fairly equal distribution of wealth and opportunity all theorists of 
democracy suggest is necessary - and even the consumer project is faltering through 
lack of income and a growing awareness that things don’t meet needs and that 
yesterday’s consumerism is today's trash. 

I am writing from the conclusion that the culture of things is not serving us well. 
Our material world is a human creation that has become untethered and developed a 
momentum of its own, more around wealth creation as money rather than wealth 
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creation as the quality of life. 
Here is an example more human centered design. 

Notice the solar panels. Think of being a child here, think of being an adult. We need 
to re-engage the material world as a human creation that can be subject to our design 
criteria, not just its own inner logic. Books with a title such as What Technology Wants 
hints at tech making the decisions for us, with no human coordination. In fact, once a 
technology does exist, it has its attractions. A gun at hand suggests shooting. So we 
have to be careful about what technologies we develop. Tech development usually is 
responding to a potential market that might be good for some but harm the rest of us.

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

GardenWorld is not just the sum of these practical activities but  how we can put 
together  the positive potential of technology, capital, human lives, and politics. We 
need to explore that these four things are and not rely on conventional assumptions. By 
vision I mean something like what the Impressionist painters, Monet, Renoir, Bonnard, 
and all their friends, did for the emerging bourgeoisie middle-class life – enhance every 
space with color and life, mixing nature and human relationships in a new harmony. 
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This is Renoir’s “Boating Party”.  More like a Gardenworld party might be than the 
typical college or middle class party of today. We should bring human relationships into 
a better balance with plants, as well as  food and beauty, as a core design principle, 
throughout our entire environment. Even in the desert, a subtle and creative 
arrangement of rocks can be marvelous. 

 If you see your surroundings as beautiful, thrilling and mysterious, as I think I 
do, then you feel quite alive.  - David Hockney

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

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

Keynes wrote (long quote because it is so good)

Thus we have been expressly evolved by nature-with all our impulses and 
deepest instincts-for the purpose of solving the economic problem. If the 
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economic problem is solved, mankind will be deprived of its traditional purpose.

Will this be a benefit? If one believes at all in the real values of life, the prospect at 
least opens up the possibility of benefit. Yet I think with dread of the 
readjustment of the habits and instincts of the ordinary man, bred into him for 
countless generations, which he may be asked to discard within a few decades.

Yet there is no country and no people, I think, who can look forward to the age of 
leisure and abundance without a dread. For we have been trained too long to 
strive and not to enjoy. It is a fearful problem for the ordinary person, with no 
special talents, to occupy himself, especially if he no longer has roots in the soil 
or in custom or in the beloved conventions of a traditional society. To judge from 
the behavior and the achievements of the wealthy classes today in any quarter of 
the world, the outlook is very depressing! For these are, so to speak, our advance 
guard-those who are spying out the promised land for the rest of us and pitching 
their camp there. For they have most of them failed disastrously, so it seems to 
me those who have an independent income but no associations or duties or ties 
to solve the problem which has been set them.   …..of wealth is no longer of high 
social importance, there will be great changes in the code of morals. We shall be 
able to rid ourselves of many of the pseudo-moral principles which have hag-
ridden us for two hundred years, by which we have exalted some of the most 
distasteful of human qualities into the position of the highest virtues. We shall be 
able to afford to dare to assess the money-motive at its true value. The love of 
money as a possession -as distinguished from the love of money as a means to 
the enjoyments and realities of life -will be recognized for what it is, a somewhat 
disgusting morbidity, one of those semi-criminal, semi-pathological propensities 
which one hands over with a shudder to the specialists in mental disease. All 
kinds of social customs and economic practices, affecting the distribution of 
wealth and of economic rewards and penalties, which we now maintain at all 
costs, however distasteful and unjust they may be in themselves, because they 
are tremendously useful in promoting the accumulation of capital, we shall then 
be free, at last, to discard.

I believe the vision articulated here, a civilized GardenWorld, has a worldwide 
application, and there are many vital experiments outside the US we can learn from. 
There is a valley in India where “progress” is measured by the increase in biomass and 
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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 are due for repair. 

Materialism has dominated the West since early Greek thinking and continued 
through Descartes and nearly  everyone else. Changing from a material based culture to 
a human based culture is crucial if we are to have any chance. Caring about things is 
really caring about  assets of the rich while ignoring the actual conditions of “labor” and 
the lives of humans as lived in the dramas of everyday life of birth, marriage children, 
death.

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

We force people to live in a constant game of Monopoly, on an 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. The 
shrinking economy of jobs means everyone is fearful of musical chairs.

The result is the merry-go-round 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 the 
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. 

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

But I want to go further. Maybe the real contrast is between the mechanical and the 
living, not just the human. Life is core and when something is alive it wants to burst 
forth. The weeds in the garden, the family dog, a civilization, your children left alone, 
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and your own randy self. To break out. Compare Mary’s weight on the living room floor 
using Newton’s f=ma and compare with “Mary entered the livingroom and picked up 
Jane’s handkerchief”. Two different kinds o knowledge, and modern society stresses the 
universal and scientific nature of the first. But the second is a real phenomena, and 
science is not very interested. 

The attiude of  children towards their own creativity is worth consideration. The 
young child - well, let's say you ask a group of second graders, “can you sing”?”,  “can 
you draw?” Yes!! But ask again in the 6th grade, no hands go up. This is education. As if 
society is terrified of plenitude of creativity  out of control.

It is possible that much of our current culture is based on an over-development of 
control and an underdevelopment of lively breaking out.  Both parents working, or one 
if alone, an apartment kept locked after school with child inside with the TV and the 
parents not yet home - parents who themselves are treadmilled  and dying of coping- 
such parents especially need GardenWorld. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

GardenWorld is an answer to the question I have mulled over for a few decades, “If 
we don’t escape, what then?” Erich Fromm talked about the ways our fears shut down 
our social imagination, but he did not explore the specifics of realizable society that 
might support freedom. 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. It is impossible to keep up. If I make any claim it is to show 
the existence in the minds of most people a common agenda, and the need for a vision 
of GardenWorld to bring that agenda to life. 

 Our leaders have a too narrow focus on extremely complex events. We have been 
drawn into a 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. The mess on the physical side is mostly about climate, 
land, oceans and pollution and the ability of the planet to meet material needs (wants is 
a question of culture). On the social side, the mess is the failure of the government to be 
able to address the serious problems, failure of culture to provide a meaningful if 
challenging, view of life, failure of education to provide the mindset for serious 
thinking and good conversation. How we got here is through separating out the 
economy from society and then treating the economy as if it was society, separating the 
good for elites from the good for society What can happen is the difficult reintegration 
of economics back into society so that we can again deal with other humans trying to 
lead a quality of life for themselves, their children and community. We need to avoid the 
collapse of a livable climate, the collapse of governance, and the “logic” of wars, 
especially with China. 

Avoiding climate collapse requires  cutting fossil fuel use  and means that most of us 
change the job we do and seriously reorganize our communities for survival. The good 
news is that almost all human beings are spending a good part of each day, each hour, 
trying to improve their life and can be counted on to enter into meaningful change 
providing we make it plausible. We must work to make it not only plausible, but 
attractive, interesting, challenging, and for each person what kind of place is there in the 
effort for them. It is not crazy to stay in a leaky canoe if you are far from shore and the is 
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no other canoe. We need to convince people that we are far from shore but that another 
canoe is possible.

Because economics has become, in all our conversations, the major conceptual frame 
for societal management, and that dependency has got us into so much trouble, we 
need to rethink economics “from the ground up” so to speak. So, more than I would 
like, I will be thinking about economics.

We did not take the opportunity to rethink our energy use in time to prevent serious 
global warming, sea level rise, a threat to food,  and migrations. The window for 
prevention is closed and the acute political malfunction has become a rapidly unfolding 
catastrophe. But instead of looking on this as a kind of inevitable part of nature it really 
is a counter-revolutionary time. The drive in humanity has been toward better living 
and people liberated by education. But now the social organization is empowering a 
counterrevolution, narrowing privilege and disempowering the people.

  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. 

A simple but powerful example. Architecture magazines almost always portray the 
floor-plan of the house, or a photo or drawing of the outside, that goes almost to the 
edge of the page. The result is that the environment is not seen as a design element. 
Compare
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The path from the   the house makes if all feel more spacious and human. That 
outside space can be designed as lawn and furniture, as gardens flowers or 
vegetables, lined with trees, a pond. Most people would be willing to have a little 
less house and a little more garden at the same cost   - if we taught them how to 
make the best of it. The rising need for more food might drive this learning.7 
Gardenworld might be the result.

7 Olsted’s house in Belmont was about 2 plus acres because  “that is what every 
working family could afford. Times have changed and he wanted to set an example.


