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Ramón P. Muñoz Soler
We are going to sum up sayings and comments of the first meeting.

First we emphasise the valuable UNESCO’s summons by means of the paper named “Declaration of Venice”.



“By is own inner movement, scientific knowledge



has reached the farthest ends on which can start



a dialogue with other forms of knowledge”.

And based on this assessment of the scientific and cultural reality, made by outstanding world personalities, we remark, by means of some concepts-synthesis and some few images, the development of current scientific-technical civilisation and its possibilities of a qualitative leap for time to come.

These symbolic referents for an “humano-graphic chart of the future” are as follows:
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· “a barrier difficult to cross”
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· “half of the formula”
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· “paradigm of fragmentation”

· “sign of time”                   
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· “signals of convergence”

Let us recall briefly each of these aspects

What does mean a “barrier difficult to cross”?


–It means we have reached limits of the instrument.


      What does mean “half of the formula”?


–It means we know the laws of the universe, but we lack laws of man.

“Paradigm of fragmentation”
Sciences are divided, universities are divided, society is divided, human beings are divided.

We have knowledge of parts, but we have lost vision of the whole. 

Professor Eduardo Castro has especially emphasised he noticed a separation between “mystique” on the one hand, and “science” on the other. And referring especially to physics he told us “current physics does not offer any support to a religious cosmic vision of the Universe”, and questioned attempts made to “unify” these two fields on the basis of “analogies”, “comparisons” or “arbitrary extrapolations” (like those made by some investigators between data of modern physics and some principles of Oriental philosophies, or between Bohr’s complementariness principle and the symbol “Yin-Yang” that in Chinese philosophy denotes distribution and balance of cosmogonical forces in the Universe).

Professor Castro’s sayings, shared on the other hand by outstanding thinkers, scientists and philosophers, clearly expose the strong influence of the “paradigm of fragmentation” in the mind of the contemporary man, –a theoretical frame displaying not only limitations of science for a whole vision of the reality, but also limitations of mystique for a unifying cosmic vision of knowledge and life. As Fritjof Capra properly says in his book “Tao of Physics”, quoting an ancient Chinese aphorism:



“Mystics know roots of Tao, but not its branches;

                          scientists know branches, but not its roots.”

In other words:

Mystics reach intuitive vision of the Whole, but have not a language to articulate the potential of this Whole with the multiplicity of aspects by which the life of the Universe becomes apparent.

Saint John of the Cross says:



“To come and taste all,

                         don’t taste anything.

                         To come and possess all,

                         don’t possess anything at all”.

On their side, scientists reach the whole knowledge of parts, but when they want to formulate equations of unified field and comprise the Whole, they must stop halfway because to do so they should put qualitative values in their equations, which is against their own premises.

In few words: In order to save the Whole, mystics have to refuse parts (they refuse development and evolution); in order to save parts, scientists refuse the Whole (they refuse the Transcendent).

What does this mean? It means that the “paradigm of fragmentation” cannot go beyond its own limits, and that we have reached limits of the instrument instead of limits of science or limits of mystique.

In order to cross the abyss between science and mystique, between the way of knowledge and the way of life, instead of a new science, a new philosophy, or a new religion, we need a new “organ” of knowing, a new “cosmic sensibility”, a new “language” to translate the unitive experience of the soul into the multiplicity of living forms.

Where to find support points for these leap to a new dimension of human development?

“Sign of Time”
In what sign of time are we living?

It is a time without signals, without reference images (“Bilderlosigkeit”).

Our technical civilisation has lost the image of the world.

Octavio Paz says in his work “El arco y la lira” (“Bow and Lyre”):

“Works of the past were replicas of the cosmic archetype in the double sense of the word, copies of the universal model and human answers to the world, rhymes and strophes of the poem that the word says to himself. Symbols of the world and dialogue with the world; the first, as reproduction of the image of the universe; the second, as an intersection point between man and outer reality...

Buildings of technique –factories, airports, power plants, and other big structures– are absolutely real, but not presences –they do not represent, they are signs of action, not images of the world” (“El arco y la lira”, page 262).

How to accede a new image of the world? Not by way of “building”, but by way of “revelation”. Not by theoretical speculation about cosmic archetypes constellated in the new sign of time.

The irruption of a new spiritual energy into the weft of our time becomes apparent by signals of convergence as a whole.
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A paradox. We have entered this existential wild (cosmic loneliness, inner void, loss of sense), and in this time with no signals, in other words, in this “dark night” of the soul and word, first stars come out, –they are “signals of convergence”, a new configuration of signs.

The keynote in our time is

convergence between scientific-technical revolution

and spiritual revelation,

a convergence between intuitive sensibility and scientific thought.

That is, “contacts” by “resonance by similarity between differential functions”.

How are manifest and recognised these new signals?

On “physiologic level” they become apparent under the form of a new paradigm, “holistic paradigm”, configuration of the Whole-and-parts.

How are woven these new configurations of knowledge-and-life in the complex weft of the contemporary world?

●
By a dialogue between wise men and saints.

●
By a “logotechnical” dialogue between man and machine (interaction of human physiology and logo-cybernetic circuits).

●
By a dialogue of transcendent love between man and woman.

●
By  a transdisciplinary and transcultural dialogue.

●
By a collective sacrifice.

Now I will tell some few words about the meeting (“resonance by similarity”) that today takes place among thinkers, scientists, philosophers and artists on the summits of intelligence, poetry and love. So I will reproduce some paragraphs of dialogues between Einstein and Tagore (1930) and between David Bohm and Krishnamurti (1976).

Einstein-Tagore

(See: Ilya Prigogine, “Tan sólo una ilusión” (“Just an illusion”), Tousquets, 1983, page 39.

Einstein: Do you believe in the divine isolated in the world?

Tagore:   Not isolated.

.....................................

Einstein: In the event that man does not exist, the Belvedere’s Apollo should         

               stop being beautiful?

Tagore:   No.

Bohm-Krishnamurti

(See: “The Awakening of Intelligence”, J. Krishnamurti, Avon, 1976, page 477).

Krishnamurti: Is intelligence out of time?

Bohm:  But thought has to be related to intelligence.

Krishnamurti: Is it so? I think there is no relation between them.
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