4th Part

Introduction to Message of Creativity in the New Sign of Time

From Einstein’s space to Van Gogh’s sky

Ramón P. Muñoz Soler

In the past meeting we said our time was a “a time with no signals”: time of the “ending”, “dark night of the soul” (by loss of light).
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But also we said exactly in this time “with no signals”, in this time of fragmentation, “signals of convergence” come up.
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The first morning star looms at the end of a night without stars.
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It is the entry of the time of “ending” coinciding with the time of “beginning”.

How are these signals of new time?

What is their form?

How to recognise them?

First of all, we have to say even though time of “ending” coincides with time of “beginning” (the serpent biting its tail), it is not a circular time (eternal return); that is to say, it is not a coincidence in terms of space and time, but a

co-in-cidence

in terms of being-and-life (co-in-cidere), which means a change of sign occurs rather “inside” than outside: the light enters rather “man” than the world.

In other words, the first star comes up on the inner sky of man. It is an “invisible light”. This light becomes manifest in the inner world as consciousness/Self-feeling. It is the first sign by which we recognise something new, and this something “new” is my Being, my possibilities, my limitations.

When you are aware of these possibilities and limitations, this is a

“prophetic signal”
(I mean “previous to any word);

 
“pre-figurative signal”   (I mean “previous to any form”);

“signal of revelation”     (I mean it takes in itself the principle of action; it is generative).

Einstein had the revelation “previous” to a mathematical formulation of his theory (“a shining light came up in me”).

And please recall the past meeting. When Gustavo gave us a perspective of the historical evolution in architecture until the conception of an “organic architecture”, and Facundo asked this question, “I do not see how this organic architecture may be included into our present world”, it was not easy to find an answer. Ricardo quite lucidly said, “Let’s not ask of architects what they are unable to give; perhaps now architecture is not in the vanguard... Builders shall come later”. Of course! In initial times,

Prophets are “previous” to doctors,

creators “previous” to builders,

martyrs “previous” to politicians.

The new time is not a time to build forms but to reveal the Idea.

It is a time “for the light to enter”, but when the light gets into me

the first thing I see is not new but old,

and the first thing I find is not the light of someone else but my own shadow.

The new is not a compacted Britannic Encyclopaedia in a diskette, but energy/consciousness release producing an implosion of knowledge (“hybrid energy” like McLuhan’s flame).

The new is not novel architectonic forms, but creative potential released in the man by collapse of old forms (Gustavo said organic architecture rather to propose a new form, suggests to contact “generative energy” of the form).

The new does not mean our children communicating “telematically” with their companions of remote countries (which is wonderful, of course); the new is tat these children may enter “logotechnically” the communication net of the old system. The new is the German young man landing on the Red Square of Moscow. The new is North-American and German young men and women entering, like new David’s, secret communication codes of the old Goliath.

But beware! Also the new is AIDS, –a new power entering surreptitiously the human body and ruining its defences, a power neither anticipated by Herman Kahn’s futurologists, nor by experts of the Club of Rome.

The new is unusual, unknown, and scares!

The new is not what destroys the system, but what produces reversibility in the system.

Today, in front of this irruption of the new, we witness the failure of leaders (decline of gods in the old sign of Pisces).

And we witness the failure of all models of “modernisation” founded on the old Newtonian-Cartesian paradigm that consists in dividing in order to know.

Here is the threshold difficult to cross.

                                  

And at this point of the Course, some questions should be asked:

As Doctor Castro said, if science does not offer any support to a religious cosmic vision of the Universe,

If education by informatics is unable to liberate the youth from the trap of drugs,

If the design of new cities apparently does not offer a valid choice for a more humane living,

Then, what resources do we possess so that incipient signals of creativity looming in ourselves are not devoured by our shadow?

What is the paper played by art in this planetary process of expanded consciousness and energy, which apparently is not overly well under our control?

If we are unable to build a bridge between the Spiritual Song of Saint John of the Cross and the Discourse of Descartes’ Method, can we find a link between Einstein’s space and Van Gogh’s sky? 
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