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“At Interface we seek to become the first sustainable corporation in the world,
and, following that, the first restorative company. It means creating new technolo-
gies of the future — Kinder, gentler technologies that emulate nature’s systems.”

Ray C. Anderson, Chairman and CEO
Interlace Corporation, Inc. of Atlanta, Georgia
Manufacturers of Industrial Interior Furnishings

INTERDEPENDENCE DAY

This is written as we approach July 4th. Our uniguely Ameri-
can holiday needs to be kept in place as a remembrance of the
daring energy of heart, mind, will and primitive weaponry that
secured our constitutional liberties, making us the United States
of America.

Two and a quarter centuries later our sovereign nation has
begun to awaken to the supra-sovereignty of a more anciently
established and loftier system in which all national sovereign-
ties are embedded and on which the life of all lesser sovereign-
ties depend. More than that, an awakening to the peril of ne-
glecting that dependency is in full flood all across the world.
And still more than that, leading-edge thinkers and doers have
begun to address the deeper reality that the supra-sovereignty of
the delicately interwoven environment needs the rigorous care of the lesser sovereignties embedded in its
bosom — or both the greater and the lesser are gone. What this means is quite simple: the greater needs the
lessers for its protection, and the lessers needs the greater for their perpetuation.

The human odyssey has reached a massive Turning Point in its relationship to the earth — probably a
more significant shift in human consciousness and behavior than any change since human ingenuity began
to manipulate the earth as planters and harvesters — something like 10,000 years ago.

The problem is that manipulation has blossomed into such ruthless exploitation that the earth itself
reached a turning point in about 1957 when its natural capacity for self-renewal went into reverse and
began to run down. According to researches of the World-Watch Institute all the resources that humanity
holds in common — the seas, the soils, the atmosphere — are in accelerating decline. So this issue of our
little bi-monthly proposes the creation of global day of remembrance and commitment. A planetary holi-
day needs to be installed that celebrates an INTERDEPENDENCE of the living earth with its most cun-
ning and threatening species — an annual summons of human imagination and will that urges nature’s
most ingenious inhabitants up to new levels of cunning, rising to the high vocation of nurturing the nurturer.

Such a day of celebration would not intrude upon nor diminish the special days of national remem-
brance. It would not hinder our 4th of July or France’s Bastille Day. Nor would it detract from the holy days

Continued on page ?




of the world’s great religions.
What a celebration of INTERDE-
PENDENCE could accomplish
would be to lift all the high and
holy days of our independent na-
tional and religious allegiances
into a recognition of human one-
ness in tackling together the holy
work of reversing the relentless
decline in all the gifts we hold in
commen from the hand of God.

A celebration of INTERDE-
PENDENCE could even change
the Lord’s Prayer. There is a small
preposition in the traditional text
that distorts the real meaning of
human presence. As a reader of
this essay, see if you can catch the
distorting word that is used un-
thinkingly: *...thy Kingdom come,
thy will be done on earth as it1s in
heaven...” Did the word “on” stick
out as a defective description of
human presence relative to the
earth? The fact is that humanity is
as much “in” the earth as any other
created component, and only the
Presbyterian liturgy (so far as 1
know) says it right. In the Calvin-
ist tradition we pray, “..thy will be
done IN earth as it is in heaven...”.
(This is actually a mistranslation
of the Greek in St. Matthew, but a
providential error that surely has
divine approval — perhaps even
divine guidance).

To think of ourselves as “on’ the
earth implies a subject-object rela-
tionship between humanity as sub-
ject to the earth as object. This is one
of the persistent sources of the de-
structive world-view that makes hu-
manity a “taker” as distinct from the
“leavers” who give back to the earth
from their own lives as restorers of
life in an endless exchange that sus-
tains the big sustainer.

This echoes the heartbeat of
the world-renowned book
“Ishmael”, the gorilla who hurls a
challenge: “As long as the people
of your culture are convinced that
the world belongs to men and that
their divinely appointed destiny is
to conquer and rule it, then they
are of course going to go on act-
ing the way they’ve been acting
for the past ten thousand years.
They re going to go on treating the
world as if it were a piece of hu-
man property... You can’t change
it with laws. You must change
people’s minds... the world doesn’t
need to belong to man — but it
does need men to belong to it.”

The wonder of our time is that
this shift has begun to happen,
concretely and conspicuously, in
the bosom of the very segment of
human enterprise that has the most
power to turn humanity from plun-
der to participation — from wast-
Ing to restoring — from the dead-
end habit of enthroning competi-
tive independence to the higher-
minded quest for collaborative in-
terdependence. That most pow-
crful enterprise among us 1s busi-
ness and industry along with
their seductive subsidiary, media
advertising. The global industries
of Shell Oil (Holland), British Pe-
troleum (UK) and Exxon (USA)
each separately operate on annual
budgets that are larger than the an-
nual budgets of all but five coun-
tries of the world. That’s the mea-
sure of the power of business and
industry. And if it seems unlikely
that the giant production and dis-
tribution powers of our time would
turn from exploiting to restoring,
there is a billion-dollar-a-year car-
pet and fabric manutacturing cor-

poration in Atlanta whose chair-
man, Ray Anderson, has made his
company make the turn.

He writes
about himself
and his com-
pany: “For 21
of our 24
years of ex-
istence, 1
never gave
one thought
to what we were taking from the
Earth or doing to the Earth, except
to be sure that we were in compli-
ance and keeping ourselves “clean’
in the regulatory sense. Then in
1994, the president of our research
arm organized a task force... to re-
view Interface’s worldwide envi-
ronmental position. He asked me
to make the keynote remarks, to
kick off the meeting and give the
group an environmental vision. To
be honest, | did not have a vision
at that time, but I reluctantly ac-
cepted the invitation.” By one of
those little miracles of
synchronicity someone sent him
Paul Hawken’s book The Ecology
of Commerce. The message was an
epiphany that turned his life
around — and the life of his com-
pany.

Anderson continues, “l was
hardly a third of the way through
the book before it became a spear
in my chest that would not go
away, and still will not go away...
Hawken tells us that every living
system, every life-support system
that composes the biosphere, is in
decline... The terrible beat goes on
— a funeral march to the grave
unless someone does something to
reverse the decline. But who
should that be? Well, [ feel the
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