Piecing Together a Better World
with Collaborative, Non-adversarial Advocacy
 
We have a greater chance of survival and success, both individually and collectively, if we figure out how to work together instead of against one another.  –Donna Zajonc 

Advocates of peace are often prone to combating what they are against rather than attracting what they are for, as if combating what they disfavor is the most effective way to establish a positive alternative. Yet such advocacy tends to be counterproductive by strengthening the will of those whom it attacks. Like either wall of an A-frame building, combativeness supports what it opposes via the proven principle that what one resists persists.
Thus do adversarial advocates tend to legitimize rather than neutralize the forces that they defy. Instead of ending conflict, their combativeness fuels further conflict and ultimately accomplishes at best a season of its postponement. Is it any wonder, therefore, that we win only wars and have yet to win any peace beyond warfare’s intermittent absence?
Nothing peaceful is gained via advocacy that reacts to conflict by provoking its escalation. The dynamics of attraction must supersede the dynamics of reaction, for only as we are proactive without being counterproductively reactive may we successfully manifest a world at peace rather than a world in pieces. 
Advocacy for peace also implicates far more than the word “peace” itself denotes. Peace may be realized only in co-realization of two other objectives with which it is inseparably entwined: general well-being (individual, social, and economic) and environmental integrity.

There can be no peace in the absence of general well-being – systemic justice, security, sustainability, and such – nor likewise can peace be realized in the absence of environmental integrity. None of these objectives is realizable in the absence of the other two. Accordingly, the pursuit of any of these entwined advocacies apart from the rest tends to dissociate rather than appreciate the good that they constitute only as a whole.

Accordingly, what Benjamin Franklin once said of the diffusely organized American colonies may now be said of our scattered advocacies for transformational change: they will either hang together, or be hung separately. 

The time has come for us to consolidate our diverse endeavors for peace, general well-being, and environmental integrity into a more perfect union of these interwoven objectives – advocacy analogous to a rising tide that lifts all boats.
A proven precedent for such advocacy is everywhere at hand: the ecological consolidarity of diverse living systems, whose organic inclusivity so thoroughly unifies the planet that our global household can ultimately be no more fit for humankind than it is for lifekind overall.

Lifekind - the worldwide kindom of all that lives – is not only the most collaborative network in the known universe, it is presently observed to exist only on this planet. And as the only species that is able to comprehend the interconnectivity that makes this global kindom possible, we have an awesome capability and response-ability: the capability of discerning how lifekind's interdependent kindom works, and the response-ability to emulate its workability in our human affairs.
Prospecting for such consolidarity is the purpose of a September 24 conference at the Oregon Convention Center, entitled Piecing Together a Better World (implicit pun intended). The conference’s objective is to call forth and encourage co-operative initiatives that transcend our present enthrallment with the duel-istic adversarial paradigm, by replacing the dynamics of reaction with the dynamics of attraction:
· Collaborative advocacy: the co-operative advancement of entwined objectives.

· Co-operation: actively working (operating) together rather than merely cooperating by "getting along" with others or "going along" with something.

· Non-adversarial advocacy: calling forth and supporting action that is effectively proactive without being counterproductively reactive.

· Interconnectivity: the interweaving of diverse constituents into an inclusive, coherent whole.

· Consolidarity: the mutual co-operation of interdependent advocacies.
To nurture participants’ conception of consolidated advocacy, the conference will feature keynote consultants rather than “speakers”, well-known persons who will apply their perspectives in dialog with one another and those in attendance, rather than deliver lengthy prepared remarks:
· Donna Zajonc, political coach and author of The Politics of Hope, who remedies what she calls “post-partisan depression” - the belief that there are no options for transforming our political system – by facilitating the emergence of collaborative political leadership;
· Duane Elgin, author of Voluntary Simplicity and Promise Ahead, who addresses the objectives of sustainability and media accountability;
· Peter Russell, author of The Global Brain Awakens, whose intuition of collaborative, non-adversarial advocacy on a planetary scale emulates the dynamics of neural networking;
· David Spangler, author of recent essays on “Inner Citizenship” and “The Soul of America”, whose advocacy re-vitalizes the co-operative values on which our nation was founded.

Free interactive, multi-media overviews of the forthcoming conference may be booked by persons, groups, and organizations who aspire to engage in pre-conference dialog on its theme. 
Complete information about the conference, as well as a related essay contest sponsored locally by Barnes & Noble (Washington Square), is at www.gbenetwork.com. 

Noel Frederick McInnis, a co-founder of the environmental education movement in the 1970’s, managing editor of Marilyn Ferguson’s Brain/Mind Bulletin from 1980-1983, and editor of Barbara Marx Hubbard’s Book of Co-Creation, is the principal co-facilitator of September’s conference. Phone: 503/570-4331.  E-mail: noelmcinnis@gbenetwork.com.

