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“Global Sustainable Information Society”
— Vision for the Future

Wolfgang Hotkirchner
( Unified Theory of Information( UTI ) Research Group, Vienna Austria)

Abstract: Social systems are another variety of evolutionary systems. Their synergetic
effects are the so — called commons. Social systems show a dialectic of individualisation and so-
cialisation. If the individual element takes center stage,the commons are enclosed. Today, in
the age of global challenges, the enclosure of the commons is not sustainable any more. A
supra — system needs to be built up that takes care of a unity — through — diversity relation be-
tween all actors,be they individual or collective. That’ s the rationale of the vision of a Global
Sustainable Information Society.
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| . Social systems A

According to Evolutionary Systems Theory promoted by the author, a
system is defined as “a collection of

(1)elements E that interact such that

(2 ) relations R emerge that — because of providing synergistic
effects — dominate their interaction in

(3)a dynamics D" ( Hofkirchner 2013a,105 — italics removed ,W. H. ).

Dynamics D is known as self - organisation ( Hofkirchner 2013b). It is a
feed - forward and a feedback loop between two different system levels,
known as the micro — and the macro - level. The micro - level is populated
by the elements E that show a certain behaviour and interact with each oth-
er;on the macro - level the relations R are found that give the system stability
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, effects they could not produce

good — the good is a common good, it is a commons.

This dialectic of differentiation and integration appears in social systems
as dialectic of "individualisation” and “socialisation” .

At the highest resolution, social agents, actors, members of societal sys-
tems are different individuals. Through their action, interaction, and co - ac-
tion they bring about the formation of societal relations that condition the
generation and utilisation of commons in an integrated way , which allows the
individuals to differentiate :the more individuals are “individualised” ,the bet-
ter they produce the common good; the better the common good is “ so-
cialised” ,the more individuals can become individuated. That is,socialisation
and individualisation precondition each other.

Being social is the result of socialisation, and being individual is the re-

and the more diffused are the commons, the more social is society ;the higher

creativity and the more open the access to the commons, the more individual
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. not only in ideology but also as 4 distinct social order, epitomises t,,
o opthe Sid «. Hence «:diotism” aS signifyer of our current S()Ci(>:
f society that functions via self — inter

ty. However."idiot'sln" as a feature O 5¢ s
ested _self — concerned individuals goes, 1N fact, back to Antiquity and eyey
o « 35 mination entered the stage - the instit,.

capitalism is Just carrying idiotism to extremes
the Odyssey, when selfish "1" s after
as incarnations of the “We” as relict of the trib-

ling persons of their own rather than oth-
sighted and does not take into consider-

system ; the structures of the social
prioritising competition on the higher levels of society o-
ver co — operation , which is reserved for the lower levels;
. In ideology the private is believed to be the supreme good ;
 Means and ends have been decoupled insofar as means are intelligently
wmﬂmﬁmlend stays given as short — sighted interest.
- The earliest historical example of collectivism is called “tribalism" (see

dawn of humankind in face -
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fective so far,cannot any longer be effective without 'serious disadvantages to
the maintenance of any society. Rules for governance need to be established
on a higher level. And such a change cannot be the unilateral action of a sole
system but necessitates the joint operation of all affected systems. It’ s a task

that exceeds the problem solving capacity of any currently existing system.
V. A global sustainable information society

A good society, given the global challenges, needs to exist on a pl:metary
scale .that is,it needs to be global;it needs to be capable, by establishing its

organisational relations, of acting upon the dangers of anthropogenic break-
down,that 1s, it needs to be sustainable: and it needs to be capacitated, by

means of ICTs.to create requisite wisdom , knowledge, data, that is, it needs

tobemfonnanonaLSuchasoaetylscalledaGlobalSustamableInfM
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A change needs to take place here and now in the direction of a GSIS.

[t must consist In a dialectical integration of the individuals but does not

require their subsumption(as i tribalism ) ;it must be based upon the diversi-
ty of individuals(as In idiotism ) but serves their true and best interests by ac-
knowledging that they can do so exclusively when in harmony with the over-

n to other system COmMpPONENts ;ac-

arching system and thus without doing hart
tors need to build up a unty - through - diversity relationship to the social

system ; actors need to be capacitated to reflect their own position and the po-
perspective of the overall social system ; through col-

tors the system itself can be S
ng the improvement of conditions for the social

ecrease of social frictions in the generation and

sition of others from the
lective reflection of the ac
bout its actors when assurl
synergy to come and for the d
utilisation of the commons;

It must not be guided by ide
possible by a realistic . science — base

paths of societal development;
Means as well as ends must be questi

given unless agreed upon In common; the en

aid to be retlexive a-

ology or myths but by reason as much as
d and practical assessment of different

onable ;: no means,no ends must be
ds must not be constants any

more.
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