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Let us recall again those historic referents marking the conceptual structure of the idea that we want to develop in this Course.

●
“A barrier difficult to cross”

●
“Half of the formula”

●
“Paradigm of fragmentation”

●
“Sign of time”

●
“Signals of convergence”

Today we shall pause a little on this “sign of time”.

When in past meetings somehow we wanted to characterise this time we are living today, we said it was

                        “a time with no signals”,

                 and “a time sweeping the image of the world”.

Let us remember Octavio Paz’ quotation:


“Works of the past were replicas of the cosmic archetype...

but buildings of technique are signs of action, not images of the world”.

But later we said, new signals, “signals of convergence” are taking place in this time with no signals.

Here is a paradox of the new sign of time, a time of

“signals in a time with no signals”.

Why does this paradox occur? Because, in cyclic time, time of “end” coincides with time of “beginning” (serpent biting its own tail). And we are living in this time, –a transition of paradigms: from paradigm of fragmentation to paradigm of synthesis.

Let us see properly this: the irruption of the new paradigm does not entail a new idea but a new “form”.

The I CHING marks this time as “entry of light” (the end of the night, and the morning star).



Entry of light is “signal of revelation”. But what happens when the light gets in?: it makes shadows visible.

McLuhan (a modern visionary on communication media) referring to this “crossing of media”, or “hybridisation of media”, says as follows:

“The Hybrid, or set of two media, is a moment of truth and revelation; a new form is born of it, for a parallel between two media keeps us on frontiers between forms... the moment of conjunction of media is a moment of freedom and liberation from usual rapture and dullness that those media impose upon our senses”.

The paradox of entry of light is that life itself is invisible, and what makes it visible are “contents” of the old medium. It is this that makes difficult to discover “forms” of the new sign of time (today, architects surely shall speak and elucidate more properly this). That is to say, when we stop in front of the content, nor on the medium, we only see old forms, not new ones. This is why McLucan says quite well new forms emerge from a revelation by hybridisation, not by construction engineering.

This idea about a “symmetry break” of the old space/time became clear, in the past meeting, by group experience of teaching/apprenticeship that we made with Eva Sarka. Through enquiries and proposals emerged in relation to school, communication media and scrolling of paradigms, an inward experience remained about

“new space/time/knowledge”.

If on the one hand we witness a knowledge break, existential void and loss of sense, on the other hand we find that the whole world “implodes” in our lives as a “global village” through mass communication media. The world became little, Eva would say; now we do not need long journeys to communicate with other countries, and children converse in our schools with their companions of our provinces or of the United States through a TV MODEM. Time of apprenticeship grew shorter; the whole Britannic Encyclopaedia became accessible through a compact disk, and can be consulted by means of a computer just by pressing a button.

All this is wonderful, but some questions emerged in the group:


  “Who does impart teaching?, the school of mass communication media?”

               “Who does arrange the available mass information?”

On the other hand, in a time that “sweeps” old values,


 “Where to find new values?”

              “Who does transmit them?”

              “How are they transmitted?”

Eva said something in this sense. First of all, she emphasised the “educator”, not the system.

I think new values cannot arise from a new “system”, but from a new “presence”. In my view, the past meeting was not significant by virtue of Eva’s sayings but because of her presence. 

New values are not written, but inscribed. They are not written on stone codes (by way of Egyptian pyramids or Gothic cathedrals); even they are not written on a compact disk (Britannic Encyclopaedia), –they are written on the living matter of the human being as “dynamical configurations of logochemical values”.

How are transmitted these delicate “arkhi-techtonic structures”?

They are revealed by resonance of similarity.

Now Ricardo Bullrich and Gustavo Loiseau, as architects, shall speak, –they have something to tell us about new human space and generative/ordering principle of the form. 
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