Deklarace zavislosti

Kazdym nadechnutim, kazdym douskem vody, kazdym soustem
zavisime na zdrave, nezamorene Zemi.

Vedeni obavou o zachovani lidstva vyjadfujeme znepokojeni nad tim, jak soucasna
globalizujici se kultura (civilizace) svou expanzi destruuje Zemi a nici predpoklady
pro zivot budoucich generaci. Zemé clovéku nepatii a clovék neni prirodé nadrazen.
Presto dnes naSe kultura nevratné pustosi velkolepé, miliardy let se formujici dilo pfi-
rozené pozemské evoluce.Vycerpava neobnovitelny prirodni kapital Zemé, hubi miliony
let staré organismy, rozsahlé ekosystémy a rozvraci globalni systém Zivota. Likviduje
prirodni podminky, jez staly u zrodu ¢lovéka a s nimiz jsme dosud biologicky sourodi.
Je nacase prestat se samolibym obdivem ke vSemu lidskému a kulturnimu, a naopak $irit
obdiv a pokoru pred fascinujici evolu¢ni usporadanosti Zemé, ktera je jedinym moznym
hostitelskym systémem kultury. Kotistnicky pristup k prirode¢, ktery byl kdysi uzitecny
pro rychlou expanzi lokdlnich kultur ve zdravé biosfére, musime v ére globalizované
kultury opustit. Zadny biologicky druh véetné ¢clovéka, ktery vytvofil kulturu, neni s
to si podrobit prirodu. Genomy biologickych druhti jsou nepatrnym zlomkem evolucni
moudrosti Zivota a ani nase teoretické védéni nemuize pochopit jeho komplexitu. Koléb-
kou, domovem i hrobem c¢lovéka je biosfera, jiz se i lidska kultura musi podridit.

Pokud nezmirnime konflikt protiptirodni kultury se Zemi, bude se obyvatelnost nasi
planety zhorSovat a cely lidsky druh muZe vlastni vinou pfed¢asné vyhynout. Ustfednim
motivem obecnych intelektudlnich uvah, jimz byl v antice udiv, ve stredoveku pokora
a v novoveéku pochybnost, se nyni stava obava. Nové evolucné ontologické pochopent
svéta nas proto vyzyva, abychom uznali nepodminénou hodnotu prirody a na prirode
zavislou, pouze instrumentalni hodnotu kultury.

V souladu s vyse recenym zdiraznujeme, Ze:

Pouze biosféra jako celek je nejmensim relativné autonomnim systémem schopnym

dlouhodobého vyvoje v case. VSechny jeji subsystémy, jedinci, populace, biocenozy i
kultura jsou docasné a nesamostatné, existencné zavislé na tvorivosti a prosperité biotic-
kého celku. Dokonce i harmonicka vychova nasich déti predpoklada — vedle biologické
matky — pritomnost neosobni matky prirody.

Priroda je obsazena nejen v nasem vnéjsim prostredi, ale i v kazdém z nds. Jsme

jednim z mnoha evolucné vzniklych a s biosférou dokonale sladénych druhti planety
Zeme. Vime vSaki to, ze jsme druhem vyjimecnym, jedinym, ktery vytvoril kulturu, ne-
bot v souladu se svym genomem zapalil jesté jednu evoluci, opozicni evoluci kulturni.

Kdysi nendpadna kulturni evoluce svou kofistnickou orientaci maskovanou bla-

hobytem a Sirenim spotiebni techniky ohrozuje lidskou budoucnost. Kultura totiz
neni ani kultivace prirody, ani pokracovanti jeji evoluce jinymi prostfedky. Je umélym
fyzickym systémem s vlastni vnitfni informaci, jiz ale neni informace geneticka, nybrz
lidska kultura duchovni.

Duchovni kultura, pomyslny genom kulturniho systému, neni ovSem tak tchvatna

a vzneSena, jak se nam zdalo. Protoze koreni v lidském genomu a jeji dil¢i slozky dosud
podléhaji kotistnickému duchovnimu zakladu starych kultur, je druhove sobecka, omezena,
kratkozraka. Pomaha rozsifovat kulturni systém, ktery planetu nenapravitelné pustosi.

Zejména v poslednich trech stoletich jsme podlehli pokuseni pfednostné rozvijet
5 takové lidské schopnosti a sily, které produkuji rast materidlniho bohatstvi a svétské
moci nad lidmi i pfirodou: chladnou symbolickou komunikaci, dil¢i védeckou raciona-
litu, ekonomickou kalkulaci. Vysledkem je globdlni, reprodukci pfirody neprizpisobena
technosféra.

V relativné kratké dobé jsme vyplenili snadno dostupné prirodni bohatstvi, zejména
lesy, rudy a tekuta fosilni paliva. Planetdrniho rozsireni technicky rozvinuté kultury
jsme ovsem dosahlijen za cenu obsazeni Zemé pro sebe; za cenu jejiho poskozeni pro

jiné zive systémy. Prostfednictvim nynéjsi kultury jsme jedinou pricinou hromadného
vymirani biologickych druhti. Dokonce i my jsme druhem ohrozenym vlastni kulturou.

Protoze v celém kosmu plati zakon zachovani latky a energie, kulturni byti mtize
7 vznikat jen rozbijenim struktury starsiho byti pfirozeného. Roz§irovanim umélého
kulturniho byti nebezpecné ubyva byti prirozené, zanika ptivodni prirozena usporada-
nost Zeme, s niz evoluce sladila i lidsky organismus. Kulturni byti, které nevznika priro-
zenou pozitivni destrukei prirody, nybrz technickou destrukci negativni, je nesvébytné
a pomijive, s clovékem evolucné sladéné neni. Priroda je nemiaZe ani zaclenit, ani jeho
evoluci bez ¢lovéka podporovat.

Koftistnicky duchovni zaklad kultury (predatorské paradigma) sifeny dnesni védou,
8 vzdélanim a politikou je tfeba nahradit vztahem respektu a ucty k prirodé, biofilnim
duchovnim paradigmatem. Nekoncici politické spory o spravnost pravicové ¢i levicové
orientace politiky zastiraji vaznost konfliktu kultury se Zemi, lidskou biologickou stalost
a zavislost na prirod¢. Brani prosazeni obratu kultury k jeji spolupraci s prirodou.

Zda se, ze prirozena evoluce takeé u cloveka testuje zdarilost jeho biologické evo-

lu¢ni konstrukce. Testuje ji ovSem neprimo, prostrednictvim lidského dila, tj. slu-
citelnosti funkci i téla kultury s biosférou. Kulturni systém, ktery prekro¢i pomyslnou
mez pripustné zatéze Zeme, ktery bude prilis rozsahly a protiprirodni, nezavisle na své
technické a informacni urovni spolu s ¢lovékem nevyhnutelné zanikne.

1 O Hostitelsky systém Zemé muze cizorody kulturni systém tolerovat a dlouhodobé

zivit pouze za predpokladu, ze také nezivy systém kultury vcas dosahne zralosti,
ze bude, tak jako biosféra, rust jen kvalitativné. A to znamena zamérné priblizit vyménu
latek nynéjsi kultury, neprizptisobenou prirodé, latkové vyméné zivych systémi. Jinak
zbytecné brzy vycerpame prirodni suroviny a paliva, zamorime planetu prirodé cizoro-
dymi odpady a produkty kultury.

1 1 V situaci, kdy nelze prokazat ani somaticke, ani psychicke zdokonalovani cloveka

kulturou, nemtze byt smyslem kultury pouhy riast vyroby a spotieby, pomyslny
uzitek, ktery neumime definovat. NemtiZze jim byt problematicky zisk, ktery neumime
spravedlive rozdelit. Musi jim byt zdravi a blaho lidi uvnitf zdravé biosféry. I kdyz mame
prirozené pravo zit a primérené se realizovat, tj. vytvaret a rozvijet kulturu, jeji nynéjsi
utocnou strategii musime korigovat. Pro blizkou i vzdalenou budoucnost potrebujeme

zdravou a obyvatelnou Zemi.
g

g
Vyzyvame verejnost k novéemu pochopeni vztahu prirody a kultury,“lf_éﬁtrnosti pied
SirS§imi a vzdalenéjsimi disledky expanze lidského dila. Protiprirodni kultura sice pro
technicky vyspélou Cast lidstva prinasi dfive neznamy blahobyt, ale neodstranuje chu-
dobu, valky, nésili a nerovnost. Ve svém celku ptisobi jako n_ejthmdeﬁi‘pktivni
sila Zemé. Cim vice dnes glob4lné spolupracujeme, tim vice prliMei Proto-
ze kultura nici to, co jsme nevytvorili, mize znicit i vsechno to, co Vyt\:f'é'ﬁme. Dnesni
kulturu mtZzeme Zemi a lidské biologické podstaté prizpusobit pouze tak, ze k ni pri-
stoupime jako k umélé nebiologické struktufe s neadekvatni vnitinfinformaci. Biofilni
prestavba kultury, ktera nas ocekava, je proto vyzvou pro Véeclql.r'f;; odpovédné lidi planety:
pro védce, politiky i radové obcany. Myslete, jednejte a rozhodujte s vedomim, ze Zemée
je jedinou obydlenou planetou v dosud poznaném vesmiru, Ze je vzacnym vesmirnym
origindlem, ktery nds i kulturu presahuje a ktery nemame pravo zpustosit. Vratme Zemi
jeji posvatnost, jeji prehlizenou evolucni a informacni hodnotu, jeji clovéku nadrazenou
subjektivitu. Vytvoftili jsme sice mohutné technické prostredky a rozvinuté informacni
sité, ale ztracenou prirozenou usporadanost nezivych i zivych forem uz ani pfirozena
evoluce znovu nevytvori. Chceme-li na Zemi prezit, musime prirode v¢as moudie ustou-

pit. Epocha symbidzy kultury s prirodou lezi dosud pred nami.
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Declaration of Dependence

With every breath, every sip of water, and every bite of food we take,
we depend on the healthy, unpolluted Earth.

D eeply concerned about the preservation of humankind, we wish to express our concern for the
way the current globalizing culture (civilization), by means of its expansion, is destroying the
Earth and any prospects for the lives of future generations. The Earth does not belong to humans and
humans are not superior to nature. Despite this our culture is destroying irreversibly the majestic
creation of terrestrial evolution that has been shaped over billions of years; it is exhausting the non-
renewable natural capital of the Earth, exterminating living organisms and vast ecosystems that
are millions of years old and disrupting the global life system. It is eliminating natural conditions
that witnessed the origination of humans and with which we are still biologically homogeneous. It
is high time that the self-satisfied admiration for everything human and cultural was brought to an
end and a dissemination of admiration for and humility in the face of the fascinating evolutionary
complexity of the Earth, which is the only possible host system for our culture, was initiated. In
the age of globalized culture we must leave behind the predatory approach to nature that was once
so useful in the rapid expansion of local cultures in a healthy biosphere. No biological species, not
even ours which has created culture, is able to conquer nature. The genomes of biological species
represent only a fraction of the evolutionary wisdom of life and our theoretical knowledge is
incapable of grasping its complexity. The biosphere is the cradle, home and grave of humans, and
human culture has to submit to it.

Unless we lessen the conflict between the anti-natural culture and the Earth, the habitability of
our planet will deteriorate and the whole human species could be subject to premature extinction
through its own fault. Into the focus of general intellectual contemplation, which consisted in
wonder in ancient times, in humility in the Middle Ages and in doubt in the modern period, there
now comes a fear for our survival. The new, evolutionary-ontological understanding of the world
therefore challenges us to acknowledge the imperative value of nature and the nature-dependent,
merely instrumental value of culture.

In compliance with what has been presented above,
we would like to emphasize that:

Only the biosphere as a whole is the smallest relatively autonomous system capable of long-

-term development in time. All of its subsystems, individuals, populations, biocenoses and
culture are temporary and conditional, existentially dependent on the creativeness and prospe-
rity of the biotic assembly. Even a harmonious upbringing of our children beside their biological
mothers presumes the presence of an impersonal mother nature.

Nature is contained not only in our external environment but also in every one of us. We

are one of many species of the planet Earth that are of evolutionary origination and well
harmonized with the biosphere. Yet we also know that we are an exceptional species, the only
one that has ever created a culture because, in harmony with its genome, it has ignited another
evolution, the oppositional cultural evolution.

The once inconspicuous cultural evolution now threatens the future of humankind due to

its predatory orientation that is masked behind affluence and the expansion of consumer
technology. This is because culture is neither a cultivation of nature nor a continuation of its
evolution by other means. It is an artificial physical system with its own internal information;
this information is not, however, genetic information, but a human spiritual culture.

This spiritual culture, the imagined genome of the cultural system, is not as wonderful
and exalted as it once seemed. Since it is rooted in the human genome and since its par-
tial components are still liable to the predatory spiritual foundations of ancient cultures, it is
species-selfish, limited and short-sighted. It helps to expand a cultural system that ravages the

planet irreparably.

In the last three hundred years in particular we have succumbed to a temptation to develop
5 preferentially those human abilities and powers — cool symbolic communication, partial
scientific rationality and economic calculation - that result in a growth of material riches and
secular power over both humans and nature. The end result of this is a global technosphere
unadjusted to natural reproduction.

In a comparatively short period of time we have ravaged easily accessible natural assets, na-
mely forests, ores and liquid fossil fuels. The planetary expansion of a technically developed
culture has been achieved only at the cost of occupying the Earth for ourselves and damaging
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it for other living systems. By means of contemporary culture we are the only cause of the mass
extinction of biological species currently in progress. And we, too, are a species endangered by
our own culture.

Since the laws of conservation of materials and energy apply to the whole universe, cul-

tural existence can originate only by means of destroying the older natural existence. The
expansion of an artificial cultural existence causes a dangerous retreat of natural existence, the
disappearance of the original natural order of the Earth; and it is with this natural order that
evolution has harmonized the human organism. Cultural existence, which does not originate
via positive destruction of nature but via negative technical destruction, is dependent and tran-
sient; it is not harmonized with humans in evolutionary terms. Nature cannot even integrate it
or support its evolution without humans.

The predatory spiritual foundation of culture (the predatory paradigm) disseminated by

contemporary science, education and politics must be replaced with respect and reverence
for nature, by a biophile spiritual paradigm. The never-ending political arguments about the co-
rrectness of either right-wing or left-wing orientation hide the seriousness of the conflict between
culture and the Earth, human biological invariability and dependence on nature. It prevents a
modification of culture in favour of cooperation with nature.

[t seems that natural evolution also tests the success of the biological evolutionary con-
struction of humans. This test is, however, an indirect one; it is performed by means of
human creations, i.e. the compatibility of the functions and body of culture with the biosphere.
A cultural system that exceeds a notional limit of stress exerted on the Earth, that will be too
extensive and anti-natural, will inevitably cease to exist, and humankind along with it, inde-

pendent of its technical and informational level.
1 The Earth’s host system may tolerate and feed the allochtonous cultural system in the
O long term only if the inanimate system of culture achieves maturity over time - if it
grows, like the biosphere, qualitatively only. And this means the intentional bringing nearer of
contemporary culture’s metabolism, which is not adapted to nature, to the metabolism of living
systems. Otherwise we will exhaust too quickly and unnecessarily natural raw materials and fuels
and infest the planet with waste and products of culture that are incompatible with nature.
1 In a situation where it is impossible to demonstrate either somatic or mental improve-
ment of humans by culture, the purpose of culture cannot consist in mere growth of
manufacturing and consumption, in a notional utility that we cannot even define. It cannot
consist in questionable profit which we cannot distribute equitably. It must consist in the health
and welfare of humans inside a healthy biosphere. Even though we have a natural right to live

and realize our potential as appropriate, i.e. to create and develop the culture, we must abandon

its current aggressive strategy. For the near and remote future we need a healthy and habitable
Earth.
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We therefore invite the public to consider anew the relationship between nature and culture, and
to be cautious about the wider and more remote consequences of human _cteeﬁmti-natural
culture brings previously unknown affluence to the technically developed part of humankind,
yet it doesn’t remove poverty, war, violence and inequality. As a whole Et-fﬁct'i'éns_ as the lar-
gest destructive power on the Earth. The more we cooperate globally, the greater the harm we
do to nature. Since culture destroys what we did not create, it can also destroy everything we
have created. Contemporary culture can be adapted to the Earth and to the human biological
essence only if we approach it as an artificial, non-biological structure with inadequate internal
information. The biophile reconstruction of culture which awaits us is therefore a challenge to
all responsible people on this planet — scientists, politicians and laypersons alike. Think, act
and make decisions while taking into account that the Earth is the only inhabited planet in the
currently-known universe, that it is a precious, original piece of the universe, which transcends
both us and culture and which we have no right to devastate. Let us return the Earth its sacred-
ness, its long-overlooked evolutionary and informational value, its subjectivity that is superior
to humans. We may have created huge technical systems and developed information networks,
but the natural order of both inanimate and animate forms we have lost cannot be re-created

even by natural evolution. If we want to survive on the Earth, we have to be wise and give way
to nature. The age of a symbiosis of culture and nature is still ahead of us.
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