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APPENDIX
The text above was written by me three years ago – in 2006.  I would like to add – from current crisis perspective - some more particular anti-crisis conclusions. 
Only few persons then supported my inter alia calling for ecohumanistic civilization transformation and building information bases for sustainable development of the world society, as indispensable conditions of overcoming global crisis and therefore avoiding global catastrophe (Michnowski 1994b, 1995, 1999, 2004, 2006c, 2007).  
Also nowadays, when global crisis is so obvious, a lot of politicians and economists do not agree with such diagnosis of global recovery conditions. They treat current financial-economic crisis as normal, cyclical effect of free market economy activity. Thus the time would be presumably the best means for global economy recovery. At the most they propose to introduce into financial sphere only some transparency and regulatory tools. The rest of recovery ought to be done automatically, by means of “invisible hand” of “free market” and existing form of (Pernicious – CIA 2000) globalization – the best tools for anti-crisis “allocation of life and capital”
.  
My calling for ecohumanistic transformation is strongly coherent with Meadows global crisis alerts and humanistic proposals of ways to deal with limits to growth dangerous crossing (Meadows 1972, 1992, 2004).
In 1972 in Limits to Growth for Club of Rome Report we – the world society - received Meadowss global catastrophe early warning and some suggestions how to keep world society on proper side of dangerously crossing limits to growth. The basic effect of above dynamic monitoring of world society conditions was shown in Figure 49. 
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Source: (Meadows 1973).
Figure 49: Model of the World - Standard run (dynamic monitoring – LM)
Translation: 

zasoby naturalne: resources;



ludnosc: population;

zywnosc na glowe:  food/person
zanieczyszczenie srodowiska: pollution 

produkcja przemyslowa na glowe: industrial output/person
In response on this Report we received then two alternative recommendations.
The first one - based on old, social-Darwinistic, mindset proposal - it was named as “zero growth” strategy (Figure 8)
. In this approach the main dangers for humankind number of humans was growing very rapidly, especially in weaker part of the world society. 
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Source: (Forrester 1995).

Figure 8: One set of conditions that establishes a world eąuilibrium at a high quality of life.
Recognized limits to growth in the near future dangerous crossing would be the result of post Second World War scientific-technology revolution and East and West welfare state (and international) policy. More food (green revolution), more health care, more life supporting different commodities - result in big surplus of births over deaths. Overpopulation would lead the world society to natural resources depletion and environment degradation. 
Therefore to avoid global catastrophe it is necessary to decrease the number of human beings (Martin 1999). It is also necessary to put down the rate of world economic growth (Fey 2001) that will allow to radically decrease “ecological footprint” (WWF 2006).
Probably the change in forms of world financial system activity and introducing Washington Consensus based methods of (pathological) globalization were the answer to - in such way recognized roots of - above global crisis.
          For example, accordance to N. Chomsky: in 1970 90% of international capital was engaged in real economy, in trade and long-term investments. But in 1990 the situation was radically changed. In this year, 90 % of this capital was engaged in speculative activity (Dada 2003). As a result of above income and cultural gap between rich and poor, “North” and “South” (not only in geographical aspect), was deathly growing up.
          The second recommendation, it was proposal to shift limits to growth ahead by means of axiological/values conversion (from egoism to common good/common interest (Brundtland 1987), change of production and consumption patterns (into ecosocially non costly/friendly), big ecosocially useful science-technology development, fair (with “human face” – Merkel 2007) globalization. This second recommendation was formally accepted as UN “three pillars” sustainable development form of overcoming global crisis and including for this end underdeveloped societies in the sphere of creative, ecosocially useful, high developed science-technology civilization.
           In 2004 Meadowss research showed us (also in dynamic monitoring way) results of until now effects of overcoming the global crisis (Figure Scenario 1).  
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Source: (Meadows 2004)
.
Figure Scenario 1: A Reference Point (dynamic monitoring – LM)
 According to this next global early warning (Scenario 1), we are still approaching to the global catastrophe. In this third 2004 Meadowss Report there is such important statement: 
Another mental model says that the limits are real and close, and that there is not enough time, and that people cannot be moderate or responsible or compassionate. At least not in time. That model is self-fulfilling. If the world's people choose to believe it, they will be proven right. The result will be collapse. (Meadows 2004).
To avoid this collapse the Report proposes: (…) Visioning (…) 
Networking (…) Truth-Telling (…) Learning (…) Loving (…). In this set of anti-crisis proposals, Loving is the most strategic one (Medows 2004).. 
          Thus we have two different diagnoses of current financial and economic crisis.
          The first one: this current crisis is not connected with global crisis recognized by means of simulation methods in 1972, and not lead us to global catastrophe. Therefore any civilization transformation is not necessary.
          The second one: financial and economic crisis, as well as crises: ecological (including climate change), energy, health (including flu – Ban 2009), food, unemployment (ILO 2009), pensions (Giles 2009) – all these crises are visible effects of not overcoming properly above 1970 global crisis. 
The main causes of this global crisis are: 
-        short-sightedness of policy-making;
-        lack of knowledge about complex (including time and space long-range) consequences of socio-economy activity and other changes in environment;
-        lack of connection between access to wealth/profits with ecosocial usefulness of persons and organizations activity.
To overcome this crisis the big socio-economy, even general civilizational transformation: from social-Darwinistic to eco-humanistic (including Loving) forms of coexistence is necessary as soon as possible.      
Who is right? The false recognizing of essence of this crisis and undertaking improper methods to overcome them can lead world society to global catastrophe.
To answer let us use backcasting method enriched by means of System of Life model principles and conclusions (Michnowski 2003, 2008). I’ll try to do it in accordance to both above articles: Ecohumanism as a Developmental Crossing, as well as previously in Luis Gutierrez’  Newsletter published, Eco-Humanism and Popular System Dynamics as Preconditions for Sustainable Development (Michnowski 2007).  
Let us remind thus Figure 3 (Michnowski 2007). 
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Figure 3 Life-system development and phases of crisis


Source: (Michnowski 2007).
Let us assume that global crisis - I am talking about - has started before 1970 (at the end of “stage of development”, Figure 3). From 1970 up to 2007/2008 we were living in an invisible, calm, “1 phase”, of global crisis. In this period environmental degradation (but also some local crises) was the main sign of this crisis. Also climate changes were getting stronger and stronger. At the end of this period above mentioned open/evident crises emerged.  
In the 2 phase there would be even several false recoveries. It would be the result of getting access to life-resources still in social-Darwinistic way – at the cost of weaker part of the world society. Also lasting/sustained false (Orwellian) recovery is possible (3 phase of crisis). But also global collapse! 
To overcome this global crisis we ought to return to Limits to Growth Figure 49 illustration of this crisis symptoms. To stabilize in developmental way socio-economic-environment global life–process we need to:
-        rationalize consumption based on deficit resources (including environmental one) depleting;
-        get access to new sources of resources in place of one depleted irreversibly;
-        initiate new science-technology revolution that will allow to convert all techno-sphere/technology into ecosocially friendly one;
-        to stop overpopulation tendency by means of substitution popular intellectual (cognize-innovative) creativity for natural/biological creativity.
There are two basic conditions of above sustainable development 
way of overcoming global crisis: 
-        to convert global financial system into one, that will support/aid above, ecosocially useful activity;
-        to build information bases of sustainable development policy and economy.  
Some additional (to above articles) particular proposals to realize 

these sustainable development tasks, see inter alia: To UN and G2O Leaders (still actual) Message
. 

          The main effect of ecohumanistic civilizational transformation ought to be creating – especially information - possibility to “give more” than it is “taken from” social and environmental surrounding. Theoretical foundations for such synergy (win-win) effect of socio-economic activity and for common good/common interest cooperation are in cybernetics of development (Michnowski 1990a,b, 1994a,b, 1995,   2006c), that is based on N. Wiener general theory of information, largely enriched by J. W. Forrester – creator of computer simulation methods for proper, long-range shaping of inter alia sustainable development policy (Kotarbinski 1982, Forrester 1971, 1995, 1998, Sage 1977, Wiener 1961). 
          Therefore for lasting overcoming global crisis and achieving sustainable development of the world society it would be also convenient to include into UNESCO activity program, the task of forming information culture (information in N. Wiener and J.W. Forrester sense), including knowledge about my System of Life model, as a tool for conceptual system analysis for sustainable development strategy with backcasting method creating (Michnowski 2003). 
Popular (but as a first of politicians and public administration) information culture is essential for transforming current short-sighted and egoistic civilization into one long-sighted, ecosocially creative, and therefore based on feedforward and ecohumanistic control of socio-economic-nature life-process. 
          In the light of System of Life based conceptual analysis of global crisis essence and methods to lasting overcome it,  propagating the end of financial and economic crisis without undertaking ecohumanistic civilizational transformation is preparing to overcome this crisis in pathological, short-lived, social-Darwinistic way
. 
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� Radically contrary to such neoliberal to global crisis approach were anti-crisis, anti social-Darwinistic conclusions adopted by participants of G20 London Summit: 


(…) the greatest challenge (…) crisis (…) affects the lives (…) in every country (…) all countries must join together to resolve. A global crisis requires a global solution. (…) prosperity is indivisible; that growth, to be sustained, has to be shared (…) the only sure foundation for sustainable globalisation and rising prosperity for all is an open world economy based on market principles, effective regulation, and strong global institutions. (…) We will conduct all our economic policies cooperatively and responsibly with regard to the impact on other countries and will refrain from competitive devaluation of our currencies and promote a stable and well-functioning international monetary system. (…) to take action against non-cooperative jurisdictions, including tax havens. We stand ready to deploy sanctions to protect our public finances and financial systems. The era of banking secrecy is over (…) We will take action to build a stronger, more globally consistent, supervisory and regulatory framework for the future financial sector, which will support sustainable global growth (…) we agreed on the desirability of a new global consensus on the key values and principles that will promote sustainable economic activity. We support discussion on (…) a charter for sustainable economic activity (…) We are determined not only to restore growth but to lay the foundation for a fair and sustainable world economy.  


See: (London Summit 2009).


In accordance to Der Spiegel: Gordon Brown had promised a "global New Deal," (…) at the end of the G-20 summit (…) “This is the day that the world came together to fight back against the global recession. The old Washington consensus is over," (…) "Today we have reached a new consensus." For the first time, he said, the 20 largest industrialized and emerging nations were in agreement on how to jointly manage globalization. See: (Volkery 2009)





� In accordance to A. Merkel: zero growth can and will not be the answer. Rather, the answer is greater innovation, particu�larly in environmental technologies. Zero growth would ultimately result in the preservation of the status quo, an absolutely unacceptable idea for emerging economies and developing countries. (Merkel 2007).





� See: � HYPERLINK "http://tinyurl.com/kvgztk" \t "_blank" �http://tinyurl.com/kvgztk� and � HYPERLINK "http://tinyurl.com/mlhynz" \t "_blank" �http://tinyurl.com/mlhynz� . 


This Message was published before G20 London Summit and the UN Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on Development (24-30 June 2009). In the Draft Outcome of this Conference (18 May 2009, not adopted by Conference) it was proposed: our response must (…) lay the foundation for a fair, inclusive and sustainable globalization supported by renewed multilateralism. (…) Prepare (…) a draft Charter for Sustainable Economic Activity (…) Establish a new Global Economic Council that is part of the United Nations system which provides coordination and oversight of concerted responses in addressing the broader range of global challenges. 


See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.un.org/ga/president/63/interactive/financialcrisis/outcomedoc180509.pdf" ��http://www.un.org/ga/president/63/interactive/financialcrisis/outcomedoc180509.pdf� 


In the statement on this Conference, Mrs. Preneet Kaur Minister of State for External Affairs of India proposed: We (…) need to develop an effective early warning system to spot a build-up of risk. See: 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.un.org/ga/econcrisissummit/statements/india_en.pdf" ��http://www.un.org/ga/econcrisissummit/statements/india_en.pdf� .





� The Vatican call for civilizational transformation for overcoming global crisis: In the face of the unrelenting growth of global interdependence, there is a (…) need (…) for a reform of the United Nations Organization, and likewise of economic institutions and international finance (…) international cooperation for the development of all peoples in solidarity. To manage the global economy; to revive economies hit by the crisis; to avoid any deterioration of the present crisis and the greater imbalances that would result (…) TO ESTABLISH THE COMMON GOOD, and to make a commitment to securing authentic integral human development (…) THERE IS URGENT NEED OF A TRUE WORLD POLITICAL AUTHORITY (…) the establishment of a greater degree of international ordering, marked by SUBSIDIARITY, for the management of globalization. They also require the construction of a social order that at last conforms to the moral order, to the interconnection between moral and social spheres, and to the link between politics and the economic and civil spheres, as envisaged by the Charter of the United Nations (Benedict XVI 2009).  
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