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Outline


A desirable culture of the future.


The magnificent advantage that we have today in spite of all difficulties is that we don't have to accept any longer historically created conditions and notions like the world as a disk. The overview of history and human evolution far exceeding primates has by now enabled us to understand the emergent errors and wrong courses taken; and, both in human-social and technological-economic terms, we now have enough potential available for a desirable culture of the future.


Some people have already made a start in this direction, personally and in smaller circles. We, too, have been experimenting personally for a longer time and can now build on some experience and insights. Utilizing existing space and opportunities for developments of a desirable culture of the future is a good idea.


However, to ensure that this does not merely amount to cultivating personal privileges, which is ultimately one of the reasons of the historical problem, it's important to develop a conception of what would actually constitute a desirable culture in the overall social portfolio.


Beyond the personal, a cultural-architectural debate is definitely needed as to which direction societal development should actually take. The mere conception of life becoming "fabulous" is not even sufficient for building a single family home common in our world. Such mindless "practice" was no longer sufficient in human evolutionary development. In this, humans differed from animals.


Human evolutionary development became feasible only through a cultural concept generally considered to be desirable and an essential reason for historical problems is that this "practice" took on a life of its own.


But in view of the complexity of the human brain only a culture based on collaborative communication will create social stability at a desirable level over tens of thousands of years. Precisely in this development lay the secret of success of human evolutionary development with its result in our species, Homo sapiens. Everything else "following chimpanzees" succumbed to failure.


A desirable culture of the future needs a cultural-architectural blueprint in which the static requirements of human disposition towards behavior and needs have been processed in the overall structure of a communicable form. Not all details need – and even may – not be resolved. Objective as well as social resolution of the cultural-architectural basic feature and constitution are crucial.


Telotopia is designed to be an introduction to developing a corresponding cultural architecture of concepts and practice. Some potential of desirable features is already available, as can perhaps be illustrated through the added photos here.


The social and human confusion that emerged is not necessary. Building a New Culture is possible!










Preface


With Telotopia, "New Culture Workshop" intends to illustrate, based on a cultural-architectural example, what a desirable culture of the future might mean to us in the overall social outcome.


Now we are happy to be able to also provide an English edition in order to contribute a corresponding debate to other countries; where possible, even to other cultures of ancient traditions. For these traditions may contribute a different potential which is also of paramount significance to the evolution of Telotopia. If favorable opportunities should arise for us, we would also like to publish editions in more languages.


"Telotopia" and "New Culture" are about a human history perspective. "Culture" was the novel human dimension of human evolutionary development of personality, social and relationship life including all creativity and quality of life. It emerged through detachment from genetic behavior control by virtue of language, communication, and acquisition of the ability of self-control.


"New Culture" is about processing historical evolution both of progress and the various consequences of loss of culture, as is demonstrated with sexism, racism, violence, power, social hierarchies, exploitation, and barbarism through to slavery, dictatorship, fascism, and war. All these problems are definitely not a relict of evolution or human nature – quite the contrary, they are the inevitable consequence of an insufficient or incapable installation of the human software named "culture", particularly with the operating system level of behavior control, spiritual development, and communication.


Basically, the problem of loss of culture emerged during the gigantic natural disasters at the end of the Ice Age that lasted over three millennia. This has resulted in many consequential effects – actually, until today. But there is now enough food, products, service offers, and production options. As already established during the 1830s, the economic problem results from a surplus. What is really lacking is what is actually meant by "culture", viewed from the cultural disposition of our species, Homo sapiens: a capable relationship and social life, as well as sufficient personal acquisition of the ability to communicate, as in genuine and humanly sufficient communication.


The "New Culture Workshop" would like to provide contributions towards the development of a new culture. "Telotopia" is about a cultural-architectural design of how a desirable culture of the future might look like. The question in this context is not primarily how this design might be realized in view of the political-economic realities. Initially, it must be about resolutions of what is realistically understood as "desirable" beyond the various individual moments. What is initially needed is a generally resolved blueprint of a New Culture.


This model may be of effective relevance to the various projects. It can show in a new manner that various projects are of significance for developing a "desirable culture of the future", and also which. It may contribute to connecting various approaches, even if in concrete life people are pursuing completely different paths. Like an architectural blueprint of a huge project, a more sophisticated cultural architecture may demonstrate where the various locations and paths converge one day. From there the concern of numerous projects and individuals becomes much more comprehensible.


With this in mind, the "New Culture Workshop" wants to further promote and develop this examination through exchange, networks, presentations, events, etc. More project conceptions are available here.


This work is meant to be only a beginning. Sadly, for the moment we cannot offer a better format of this book as yet. We probably have far more and better image material, but not the copyrights to enable us to use it.


This abridged version is meant to provide an initial impression of the new approach to cultural architecture. Above all, the in-depth justifications and explanations of this design have been abridged here. In this manner, the visual character of this cultural-architectural design comes out even more prominently and, moreover, the abridged version is cheaper. Moreover, initially, this edition has been produced using a cheap printing procedure to enable us to send some copies for free to interesting addresses (the better print version would cost €4 - 5 per copy). Further, we will create an even more abridged and most of all data reduced version for sending via e-mail.


For further debates of the social notions of the future and goals, the indepth justifications and explanations are without doubt essential. But at the moment, starting off with such debates is important. On the corresponding resonance, augmenting publications are conceivable and also intended.


In charge of writing and design: C. Rosenthal.


For New Culture Workshop


Christoph W. Rosenthal and Andreas Poggel










Preface for the people of cultures of ancient traditions


The writing and the photos of this book are certainly connected to conditions in Germany. However, the idea of Telotopia should especially also be of significance to cultures of ancient traditions.


The basic ideas of Telotopia have also been inspired by examples of ancient cultures, and this context also has its method in that the debate of a desirable culture of the future builds on insights of the human evolutionary disposition of Man and the corresponding culture of the Ice Age.


This view certainly does not reject progress. However, it is to be established that many historical developments were in fact results from natural disasters and emergencies, as well as power, wars, and violence, which will have to be dismantled for a desirable culture of the future.


The general principle of Telotopia is to establish conditions that enable again social organization in real social self-determination and in communal communication and that are also mostly capable of self-sufficiency. According to scientific insights, this would most of all need social conditions that are humanly manageable, as they existed in tribes and locations in former times. With his “village republics”, Mohandas Gandhi, too, took a similar view that is still to play a role in India. Specifically, this is a question of the respective natural conditions. Our system of independent social associations, here referred to as "Boro", comprises an average overall size of about 4,000 people consisting of independent sub-units.


But this "Boro" is the central political entity in the shape of a present "state" within which social self-organization is possible, but which on the other hand also provides the decision-making basis for democratic determination of the organization of global conditions, such as in distributing land, resources, and production goods.


The Boro enables self-determination of one's own conditions without being isolated because of it. According to the concept of Telotopia, each Boro is, in global conditions, equally entitled to have a say, to have an equal share in the resources of the world and to land with enough resources for self-organization. But in reverse, a Boro does not have the sovereignty of present-day states: no Boro has the right to ruin the environment, to violate human rights, and to attack the territories of other Boros. Should, due to climate change, for example, a loss of one's territory or problems regarding sufficient supplies occur, these problems must be resolved, depending on their extent, at a respectively working higher administrative level of the Boro organization, if necessary, via the world Boro council.


Perhaps it becomes clear already at this point which significance this concept might have especially for cultures of ancient tradition.


Telotopia may point a way to the future here where cultures of ancient tradition will not only hopelessly lag behind the centers of the global market and be and remain dependent on charity help to survive. Rather, the ancient cultures will be given a completely new meaning here.


For the concept of Telotopia, the cultures of ancient tradition will provide huge experience for a desirable culture of the future. From this perspective, the people of the cultures of ancient tradition are interesting dialogue partners to us. They may, in practical terms, even be the special pioneers on the way to Telotopia. Many parts of the world have, in various aspects, much more potential for developments in the context of Telotopia than our industrial societies and cityscapes that are in part highly built-up.


We of the New Culture Workshop appreciate cultures of ancient tradition and hope for mutually enhancing dialogues.










Personal Remarks


As the initiator and moderator of the discussion regarding Telotopia at the "New Culture Workshop" as well as author or final editor of this book, I would like to precede it with some information on how this project emerged. For this has a longer history now.


My explicit discussion of the topic of Utopia started off in the context when, at the end of March 1980, we established an apartment-sharing situation as a group of 8 people in Göttingen, Germany. This enabled me to gain speedy access to the most varied of alternative projects such as to a publisher, to newspapers, and a host of contacts. Even if a lot of it had not yet fully matured back then, this opened up perspectives to me which I found worth pursuing. Since I saw realistic opportunities for this, my decision in summer 1981 was in favor of a correspondingly free way of living.


However, this trend back then did not last for too long in this shape and so, after my course at university, I found myself confronted with a variety of requirements, not least regarding the question of the economic prospect. Even if discussion of utopia continued to be of significance both in terms of content as well as in practical terms, it was not until the end of the 1990s that I got around to dealing with how my utopia might look in societal terms. Until then, the book Ecotopia had, among others, been an inspiration to me. While working at my own design, however, I found that the discussion of "utopia" now contained two different dimensions. In both regards, I no longer considered the book Ecotopia satisfactory.


One dimension was connected to my personal life history. This related most of all to the areas of education, art/cultural items, and shared housing or communal living. However, since I had already taken up this path of life as early as 1980, after nearly 20 years (and from today's perspective, after more than 40 years), this dimension of utopia took a quite different turn than at the beginning. This was no longer the remote view that could be infinitely adorned with imaginations, but it had long become transparent how much everything depended on the respective people and realities. And here, despite all planning, one will quickly meet one's limitations (e.g., time and money), as they are more generally known here. My experience probably flows into the present concept. But this dimension is not the question here.


Thus, I became attentive to the other dimension of the topic. During my script work, I noticed that that which was of interest to me regarding "utopia" was the draft of a truly possible model of a desirable culture of the future: the evolution of a cultural architecture that deals, analogous to the architecture of buildings, with the overall social system.


The first draft in this form emerged in spring 1998. Although it already contained the core elements of the present draft, it was much more in its infancy back then. In contrast to this, I reached a different level with my second draft of winter 2009/2010. It was already called Telotopia, and contained the essential features of the current version. But prior to publishing my work on human evolution and on history, which provide a certain basis for this, I wanted to qualify further first, which was to delay it even further than expected.


Taking the results of my research, my view is that the evolution of a desirable culture with a permanent social stability in peace, social and personal self-determination and full quality of living is still a genuine human possibility, nay, in a certain respect, it is only possible today: a permanent future perspective for the first time. My hope is therefore for some lively exchange regarding our visions, ideas, and experience.


Christoph Rosenthal










1 Introduction:


On the basics of Telotopia


(significantly abridged in this version)
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Architectural plan (detail)



1.1 Culture, utopia, and telopistics


Due to Man’s cultural disposition, the topic of Utopia has been of fundamental importance from time immemorial; as part of mythologies, it has always been a key and crucial social element of culture. Historically, of course, it was monopolized and distorted right from the start by the new political ideology and later economic advertising. In a certain way, the current extent of utopian images in economic and political propaganda has become a fundamental problem where unsatisfied needs are exploited in themselves in order to deceive about the actual problems.


However, initially, we have to find that already human evolutionary development at its last stage towards our species, Homo sapiens, is explained exclusively through a preceding Utopia of humanly oriented and capable social conditions. Else, people would not have been able to go beyond the social problems of genetically inherited behavior forms which doomed the evolutionarily preceding hominids to extinction in spite of their great technological intelligence and its broad promulgation across the globe. It also required a motivating objective of a productive relationship and social life that met with enough appreciation. It was only with a "Utopia" that offered enough understanding for a desirable life and behavior that the human evolutionary process enabled people to overcome the inherited social conditions and behavior forms that evolutionarily ended with extinction.


This Utopia emerged from the original mythology. It was the stories told to infants from which social Utopia emerged. Just as these stories, quite as infants wanted to hear them, told of the "primeval mother moon" who specially created this world for them for the purpose of happiness and love, so these stories even offered adults themselves the idea of something better being possible than making life difficult for each other, like the hominids, through constant competitive fights, and eventually ruining it.


Unlike the other biological processes of evolution, human evolution cannot be explained in terms of natural processes. What mattered in human evolution was detachment from the biological mechanisms of genetic behavioral control. The evolutionary acquisition of the capability of self-control was solely possible due to a communally determined culture and objective. The initial cue was offered by mythological stories that infants wanted to hear due to their ongoing linguistic development. Their motifs of care, solidarity, and a "good life" provided the basics of the original Utopia.


Thus, Man always has a pre-requisite for this course of development. But as a consequence of human evolutionary development of Man's culturality, this pre- is also always "utopian" and goal-oriented (Greek telos = goal>> teleology, telotopy). This is where the great significance of Ernst Bloch's contributions come in, e.g. "The Principle of Hope". Man can never be understood solely in terms of biology and the past. It is always orientations, hopes, and goals that are also connected to human self-control, similar to driving a car. Where there are no hopes and no real objectives, there is no actual self-control but only reacting.


Without a communally clarified construction plan of a social life there would never, in human evolutionary terms, have arisen a capable social life = culture (in its actual, biological sense) and therefore our cultural species of Homo sapiens. This is all the more true today with regards to social life.


Here, one can view the relationship of Utopia and telotopistics very much as a type of an architectural project. This project starts with Utopia; Utopia triggers the project. It appears as the initial expression of an actual project with more complex objectives. In social contexts, it is a good and important thing to initially tap these purely subjective dimensions of one's wishes, needs, and imaginations without immediately thinking about feasibility, which should not get out of sight, of course. The better one understands one's wishes and needs with regard to the objectives, the closer one can approach them via the results, even if not everything can be (immediately) actualized.


In the same manner, architecture initially plays with imaginations. If a specific leitmotif or model has become clear in the process, the second step will be taken in architecture to work out these ideas to turn them into a real construction plan. In this very manner, telotopistics can be understood as cultural architecture. The difference is merely that it refers to one or, as in this case, the social complex on a world scale.


With the social complex, however, we still have to deal with a dimension of its own today. The question of how a cultural-architectural overall model of a desirable culture of the future might be actualized in politico-economic terms must be seen as an entire controversy of its own. In any event, it is explicitly not a part of this book.


The prerequisite for the vision of Telotopia building a human-democratic culture is to initially develop – precisely as with building a house – a real model of these objectives in order to enable the corresponding discussions about these objectives. The mere intention of life becoming "fabulous" is not even sufficient for building a single family home common in our world.


1.2 The Utopia may not be determined in advance


Here we can only give our unqualified consent to the view that the Utopia cannot and may not be determined in advance. Because all people of all generations have the right to determine their own lives in joint agreement.


Given our disposition as Homo sapiens, this is even an inevitable necessity if one does not want to lose control of one's circumstances. Ever since his human evolutionary detachment from the genetic behavioral control, Man has been predisposed towards a capable self-control in collaborative communication. Where this is not achieved but even turned off in an authoritarian manner (using the corresponding ideologies of all types), even more devastating consequences than high drunkenness on the wheel will soon become social reality, as has been dramatically demonstrated by the Third Reich in every aspect.


However, the problem was indeed that most Utopian designs of the past were oriented towards authoritarian control or actualization, just as revolutions were quickly turning into dictatorships.
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