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Abstract

This is an attempt to correlate a few research programmes from different disciplines to
see if a coherent narrative could be developed to integrate apparently diverse, but
possibly intimately entwined, historical developments during the transition from the
Bronze Age to the Iron Age and beyond, in the realms of a) psychological mentalities,
b) socioeconomic practices and c) political-historical organization. This deep history and
its patterns will then be the springboard to better jump into the future and unpack what
might be meant with the prognostication that our current, global political-economic
system is regarded as unsustainable. What comes to the fore is that historical transitions
into new ‘mentalities’ and their correlated political-economic systems are often
accompanied by a Dark Age of several centuries duration. Furthermore, it is speculated,
that the next transition into a really sustainable system might not happen before the old
one collapses, triggering a Dark Age in which a new mentality can emerge.

Key concepts: world-systems analysis; neuro-cultural mentalities; system-wide collapses
8 1. Introduction

The structure of this presentation is as follows. First the three main groups of ideas to be
integrated will be presented (88 2-4), after which their possible integration and coherence will be
addressed (8 5). To make the more elusive concepts developed by Julian Jaynes clearer, | will tell
a short story to invite a more empathetic understanding of the concept of ‘mentality’ in terms of
modes of experience (8§ 4.2). After calibrating these concepts and reconciling them in a coherent
narrative the road is open to see the present geopolitical constellation clearer (§ 6) and make
some educated guesses about the future of Central Civilization (8 7).

The ideas | have in mind--naming the scholar, his field and major idea--are:

1) David Wilkinson, a historian working on the rise, fall and amalgamation of civilizations (or
world systems), who also proposes a time-line from ca. 3,000 BCE till modern times with a
focus on the emergence of a Central Civilization in the merging of the Egyptian with the
Mesopotamian civilization into one entity around 1,500 BCE.

2) Michael Hudson, an economist with a specialization in finance and economic history, also
covers in his research the period from ca. 3,000 BCE (or earlier) till modern times, with a
specialization in the ancient civilizations of the Middle East.

3) Julian Jaynes, a psychologist with several hypotheses about consciousness (or mental
architectures), its sequential variants, the logic of its changes, and its dating over a time-line from
ca. 12,000 BCE till modern times. He perceives a profound change in consciousness happening
because of social crises caused by disasters between 2,000 and 1,000 BCE.

What Jaynes and Wilkinson have in common is the sense that around 1,500 BCE something
world-historical occurred. Jaynes perceives a profound change of mental architecture and

! This is an expanded version of the presentation, originally titled “The Future of Civilization and Money”.



Wilkinson sees the start of a Central Civilization, which is now in its Global phase and
dominating almost the entire world.

Hudson also makes the case that socioeconomic practices before and after the Bronze Age
Collapse (around 1,200 BCE) were identifiably different to the extent that academia still has not
come to terms with it.

This academic shortcoming could also apply to the understanding and acceptance of Jaynesian
psychology and Wilkinson's concept of Central Civilization.

| will present the major ideas of all three scholars with the hope that it will be obvious how they
cohere in a layered ontology of a) a changing mind engaged in b) changing socioeconomic
practices in c) the context of a changing world-system.

§ 2.1. David Wilkinson and the Civilizational World System of Central Civilization

This section will be relatively large because of the many well-developed studies preceding and
following the break-through concept of Central Civilization.

For Wilkinson a most important world-historical event was the melding of the Egyptian with the
Mesopotamian civilization into one entity, which he named 'Central Civilization’. This fusion
happened around 1,500 BCE (Wilkinson, 1997). In his own words:

Central Civilization. The single global civilization is the lineal descendant of, or rather | should
say the current manifestation of, a civilization that emerged about 1500 B.C. in the Near East
when Egyptian and Mesopotamian civilizations collided and fused. This new fusional entity has
since then expanded over the entire planet and absorbed, on unequal terms, all other previously
independent civilizations.

If you look at the figure in Fig, 2 (see below) you will see an alternative conceptualization of the
march of civilizations. This conceptualization is based on the merging of two research
programmes, on one side, historical investigations of comparing civilizations (Toynbee, 1962-64;
Quigley, 1979), and on the other side, sociological investigations in the field of world-system
theory (Wallerstein, 1974-1989; Frank, 1998). Or, as Wilkinson exclaimed "Civilizations are
World Systems!" (Wilkinson, 1994).

8§ 2.2. Fusion of Two Research Programmes

There are at least two ways to depict this fusion. One concentrates on the genealogy of the many
studies involved and the other is Wilkinson’s ‘chronogram’ of the civilizational units.

The below figure depicts the genealogy of studies which were productive in ever better
calibrating quite ambitious social science theories regarding politics, economics and history with
a world-spanning reach.

In the figure the development goes from top to bottom, covering about 125 years between 1875
and 2,015 CE, with the possibility to add relevant studies from the last 25 years. The figure
comprises four columns of categories with the two research programmes on the right--World
System Theory and Comparative Civilizations—coming together, first in Wilkinson’s 1987
“Central Civilization” article and then in the Sanderson anthology, Civilizations and World
Systems (1996). This work is continued by many researchers, only to mention Andre Gunder
Frank (1998) and Stephen Gills (1995).

The first column on the left is the ongoing investigation of the structure and dynamics of the
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USA, transatlantic, trilateral and later transnational power elites, started by C. Wright Mills
(1956), boosted by his student G. Willam Domhoff (1967 - ) and still bearing fruit by van der Pijl
(1998) and Shoup (2015).
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Fig. 1. “Grid of Research Programmes, Researchers and Publications”

Quigley’s magnum opus and whistle-blower block-buster sans footnotes Tragedy & Hope (1966)
fits a bit uncomfortably as it had a great impact on conservative and conspiracist authors in the
USA (Allen, 1971; Skousen, 1971). Chicago Board of Trade member and later monetary
historian, theorist and reformer Stephen Zarlenga got hold of Quigley’s thesis and published it
under the title The Anglo-American Establishment (1981).

Another academic author appreciated more by the right than the left was the Brit Anthony
Sutton, who was on the trail of Wall Street bankers engaged in geopolitical schemes, about which
he reported in his so-called Wall Street trilogy (1974a, b, 1976). Later he obtained the
membership list of the semi-secret, senior fraternity Skull & Bones at Yale University from the
daughter of one its members. With it he could re-write some chapters of the history of US power
and discern the prominent role played by the New York investment bank Brown Brothers &
Harriman, which partners were all members of Skull & Bones (Sutton, 1986). With that in mind
the recent book by author Zachary Karabell, Inside Money: Brown Brothers Harriman and the
American Way of Power, might be an interesting read.



§ 2.3. Spatial Representation of the Systems |

In the civilizational schemes of Spengler, Toynbee and McNeil, most civilizations are seen as
more or less independent entities (or basic units of research) going through their own phases of
rise, unique development, and fall. For example, Toynbee’s conception of civilizational units has
the current world still populated by at least four still extant civilizations out of a total of about
twenty throughout human history. They are Western civilization (including the orthodox

world), Islamic society, Hindu society, and the Far East (including Japan). Their respective
geographic reach can be seen on this map:
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Fig. 2. "The World of Civilizations: Post-1990" (Cronan, 1996)

This map is the best I could find. It is derived from Huntington’s book The Clash of
Civilizations, which settled for an approximate consensus between a few experts. Huntington
delineated nine civilizations and Toynbee only four with the latter amalgamating the former
Soviet Union and South America with the West, and combining Buddhist countries and Japan
with China in the civilization of the Far East. Only Braudel and Huntington recognized an
African civilization (Huntington, 1996: 42-6).

At the same time Toynbee does state that,

... the expansion of the Western society and the radiation of the Western culture had brought all
other extant civilizations and all extant primitive societies within a world-encompassing
Westernizing ambit (Toynbee, 1947Db).

§ 2.4. World System Analysis

While Toynbee, McNeil and Quigley were working within the framework of the history of
civilizations, some political economists and sociologists were looking at the structure and
dynamics of globalization. One of the most influential research programmes coming out of that
effort was sociologist Wallerstein’s framework of world system analysis. He conceived the world
after WW 11 as an integrated whole with a hierarchical differentiation into three different kinds of
roles countries played in this framework (Wallerstein, 2005). Countries are classified as either
belonging to a ‘core’ of developed, rich countries (for now the USA, Europe, Japan and all of
their satellites like Canada, Israel and South Korea), a semi-periphery of emerging economies



(nowadays comprising of, and represented by, BRICS), and a periphery of the lesser developed
countries in the Global South (most of them in South America, Africa, and South and South-East

Asia).

The dynamic aspect of this international structure is that the core produces high-tech, high-profit
goods for its domestic and foreign markets while taking in low-price raw materials and low wage
workers. The periphery is in the unenviable position where it generates hardly any high-tech,
high-profit goods and has to give up its resources and labor for a pittance. In between are the
emerging economies of developed, semi-periphery countries with an intermediary, buffering role
between the core and the periphery and being both exploiter and exploited. Countries in the core
will try to stay in that position while the others will try to go at least one status up.

A first map indicating the geographical spread of these countries is the following:
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Fig. 3. The World-Economy (Elwell, 2013)

The core is depicted in orange, the semi-periphery in yellow, and the periphery in green. Though
this map indicates the geographical closeness of the three most important semi-peripheral
countries of Russia, China and India (and now the most important countries in BRICS), it does
not convey the actual closeness of the core countries, which the next map does.
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Fig 4. The Walled World (Deutinger, 2009)



This revealing map clearly illustrates the geographical dimension of the ‘Trilateral West’ or
‘North-Western Triad’, which is composed of the three economic power houses, Japan, the US
and the EU, including some of its loyal satellites like South Korea, Australia, New Zealand,
Canada, Switzerland and Israel. It clearly indicates the porous maritime and hard continental
borders keeping this walled world from getting inundated by political and economic refugees,
while at the same time it sets the lucrative rules to import cheap raw materials and low-wage
labor and export profitable goods like high-tech electronics, luxury items and services, among
which financial services are the most extractive.
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Fig 5. Flow of Goods, Resources and Labor
8 2.5. Spatial Representation of the Systems Il

Wilkinson and the theoreticians of world systems saw it differently. For them the whole of the
globe is now one big, quarrelling family united under the canopy of Central Civilization in its
global phase.

What both research programmes (Kuhn, 1962; Lakatos, 1970) seem to agree on is that the origin
of the now globalized western civilization is merely a phase of what they now call Central
Civilization, i.e. the merger of Egyptian and Mesopotamian civilizations around 1,500 BCE.

This entity then went through a Near-Eastern phase, then a Greco-Roman phase, then a Medieval
one, then Western and now a Global phase. In its growth it gobbled up almost any and all other
civilizations and indigenous people (Wilkinson, 1997).

In the figure below--for which Wilkerson adapted the term chronogram--history goes from top to
bottom, covering about 5,500 years, and geographically the left part represents the west and the
right part the east. In the middle Wilkinson placed the development of Central Civilization from
its point of origin around 1,500 BCE till 2,000 CE. On the left (west) are depicted American,
African and Irish civilizations and on the right (east) the Asian civilizations.

Interestingly Islam does not have its own niche, but is seen as a development within Central
Civilization, which then overtook the Indic civilization around 1,000 CE (See more on this in
8§ 2.9). This also implies that the arrival of the Europeans in South Asia was a matter of intra-
civilizational, conflictual dynamics and not an inter-civilizational clash as Huntington
conceptualized.



FIGURE 1
THE INCORPORATION OF
TWELVE CIVILIZATIONS INTO ONE
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Fig. 6. “The Incorporation of Twelve Civilizations into One” (Wilkinson, 1987)
8 2.6. Pulsating Phases of World-systems

The intricacies of the joining of Egypt with Mesopotamia have been further addressed most
recently with the idea that it happened in different phases with a pulsating rhythm (Chase-Dunn
& Hall, 2018: 201-6). In the rendering of this process by world-systems sociologists Christopher
Chase-Dunn and Thomas Hall:

1) first both civilizations share "down-the-line information flows". Then 2), from ca. 2,250 BCE
on, they interacted in a Prestige Goods Network (PGN) of trading luxury goods. Around 1,500
BCE--the crucial moment in Wilkinson's view—they 3) become melded in a Political Military
Network (PMN), which doesn't rule out conflict. Later 4) their Bulk Goods Network (BGN)
comes together. This is not a linear process, but has a pulsating rhythm between expansion and
contraction.

All world-systems pulsate in the sense that the spatial scale of integration, especially by trade,
becomes larger and then smaller again. During the enlarging phase, trade network, grow in
territorial size and become more dense in terms of the frequency of transactions. During the
declining phase, trade slackens and local areas become less connected and reorganize around self-
sufficiency. Local identities and the cultural distinctions between local groups and outsiders are
emphasized (Chase-Dunn & Hall, 2018: 204; bold and italics in original).

To this | would add that the pulsating rhythm is still operative in the modern world with a 19th
century phase of integration through European imperialism, then relative dispersal after WW I
through decolonization, which was followed by a phase of globalization by way of international
institutions and multinational corporations, only to be reversed again by a resurgence of
nationalism and resistance against globalization.



§ 2.7. Fluctuations in Political Models

Wilkinson also looked into the question of how civilizations fluctuate in changing political
systems, or power configurations. He discerned initially two and then seven configurations. The
first two are “‘states system’ of many relatively independent states, and “universal empire” for a
centralized political system. For more nuance he divides the two into six variations, from
maximum decentralization (nonpolarity) to a maximum of centralization (empire):

In addition to empire, I look for a weaker form of domination, namely hegemony; and among
states-systems, | varied the number of great powers, distinguishing unipolarity (with one
superpower, as in the world today) from bipolarity (as during the Cold War) from tripolarity (with
three great powers), multipolarity (more than three great powers, as in the world system during
say 1815-1945), and nonpolarity (no great powers but many small independent states)
(Wilkinson, 2005: 97).

Using only the dual model of power configurations the march of civilizations in terms of
political organization looks like this:

FIGURE 2.
ALTERNATIONS BETWEEN STATES SYSTEMS AND UNIVERSAL EMPIRES
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Fig. 7. “Alternations between States Systems
and Universal Empires” (Wilkinson, 2005: 95)

Some observations here: a) The Roman Empire was the last one ruling Central Civilization (CC);
b) Most civilizations were absorbed by CC when in imperial mode. Does that indicate increased
vulnerability and implying a state system is more flexible?

As a next step Wilkinson developed overviews of all the different civilizations as far as they
were politically organized in possibly six variations. He then compared the results with some of
the hypotheses floating around among world-system theorists, e.g. “Systems increase in
centralization as they age” and “Multipolarity is the norm”, only to conclude that Toynbee was
already early on the right trail with his "Helleno-Sinic" theory of civilizations, that

All world systems display cycles of centralization and decentralization, with no clear
directionality and no normal resting point, stable state, or terminus ad quem (Wilkinson, 2005:
100).



§ 2.9. The Pulsating Rhythm of India’s Induction into Central Civilization

Wilkinson's framework suggests that Central Civilization gradually absorbed the Indic
civilization, largely through the influence of Islamic expansion and its integration into the larger
world system. This process, according to Wilkinson, was facilitated by the political, cultural, and
economic connections established during the spread of Islamic empires into the Indian
subcontinent, but the process started long ago in the Hellenistic period.

Alexander the Great’s invasion of India in the 4th century BCE brought India into contact with
the broader Hellenistic world and other parts of Central Civilization. This interaction, though
brief, introduced Greek ideas, art, and military practices to northern India, particularly in the
Indo-Greek kingdoms of the northwest. Greek influences can be seen in the art of Gandhara (a
region encompassing parts of modern Afghanistan and Pakistan), which blended Hellenistic and
Indian styles. Indian astronomical and mathematical texts later incorporated Greek ideas,
demonstrating early integration of Central Civilization knowledge.

During the Roman Empire, India was a key player in the Indian Ocean trade network, exporting
goods like spices, textiles, and gems to Rome in exchange for Roman gold, luxury items, and
other commodities. This trade connected India to the broader Central Civilization’s economic
sphere, enhancing its status as a key node. India’s participation in these global networks
facilitated the spread of technologies, ideas, and goods, but Indian political systems and
philosophies remained relatively insulated from direct Roman influence.

Trade routes between India and the Islamic world, particularly those involving textiles, spices,
and other goods, became vital during the medieval period. These economic connections tied the
Indian subcontinent more closely to the broader Islamic world and, by extension, the Central
Civilization. Indian merchants, scholars, and artisans participated in a cosmopolitan exchange of
ideas, technology, and goods that further integrated India into the civilizational complex
dominated by the Islamic powers.

The Islamic civilization, especially through the conquests of the Delhi Sultanate (13th—16th
centuries) and later the Mughal Empire (16th—19th centuries), became a bridge between the
Central Civilization and the Indic world. The spread of Islamic political and cultural influence
created new channels of communication, trade, and intellectual exchange between the Indic
world and the wider Afro-Eurasian system.

Culturally, the Mughal Empire, with its syncretic blend of Persian, Central Asian, and Indian
elements, is seen as a manifestation of this fusion. The Mughals facilitated the transfer of ideas,
art, architecture, and administration techniques between Central Asia, Persia, and India,
reinforcing the incorporation of the Indic civilization into a broader system.

Islamic influence brought new philosophical, scientific, and religious ideas to India. For
example, the spread of Persian literature and Islamic theology into Indian courts, alongside the
influence of Sufi mysticism, represents another layer of integration into Central Civilization.
Simultaneously, Indian ideas, particularly in mathematics and astronomy, also traveled back
through Islamic scholars, impacting intellectual developments in the Islamic world and Europe.

India absorbed and contributed to the Islamic Golden Age's scientific and technological
developments, such as advances in astronomy, mathematics, and medicine, which were
themselves influenced by earlier Greek, Roman, and Persian knowledge.

With the advent of European colonization, particularly British rule, India became deeply



entangled with the Western phase of Central Civilization. The British East India Company
initially established itself as a commercial entity but eventually took political control of large
parts of India. After India's First War of Independence in 1857, this control transferred to the
British government and India became part of the British Empire.

British rule brought Western legal, political, and educational systems to India. British influence
transformed India's economy, infrastructure (e.g., railways), and political institutions, embedding
Western-style democracy, bureaucracy, and education into the fabric of modern India.

India also absorbed significant Western technological advancements, including the telegraph,
railways, and modern industrial practices, further integrating it into the global economy of the
Central Civilization.

Nevertheless, from a world system’s perspective, India was economically subordinate to England
and was exploited for its riches, cheap labor and raw materials, while also absorbing England’s
products like textiles, which undermined their own industries.

After gaining independence in 1947, modern India continued to engage with the broader Central
Civilization, maintaining its unique cultural identity while also adapting to and influencing
global systems. India adopted a democratic system of government, heavily influenced by
Western political theory, particularly British constitutional models and the liberal democratic
ideals of Europe and the U.S.

Since the 1990s, India has increasingly integrated into the global capitalist economy, becoming a
major player in technology, trade, and finance. Its IT industry and pharmaceutical sector
exemplify how it has harnessed global investment, technologies, and markets. India plays a
growing role in global politics as a member of international organizations like the United
Nations, the G20, and BRICS, balancing relationships with both Western and non-Western
powers (such as China and Russia).

India’s history demonstrates its ability to synthesize indigenous traditions with external
influences. Modern India, while part of the Western-dominated global economy, retains unique
cultural practices (in religion, art, and philosophy) that harken back to its ancient past. The
coexistence of Hindu, Buddhist, Islamic, and Western influences within India reflects the
country’s multifaceted role within Central Civilization.

In Wilkinson's view, the Islamic outpost in India functioned as a conduit through which Indic
civilization was gradually absorbed into the Central Civilization. He does not see Indic
civilization as entirely lost or obliterated but rather integrated into a larger, interconnected system
dominated by Islamic and later European powers. The eventual colonial period, where European
powers like the British established dominance over India, further cemented this absorption,
completing the subcontinent’s integration into a global system of exchange, governance, and
power.

This interpretation has been criticized for potentially oversimplifying or diminishing the
distinctiveness of Indic civilization. Critics argue that India’s complex and ancient traditions,
from Hinduism and Buddhism to its linguistic and philosophical diversity, deserve recognition as
an independent civilization rather than as a subordinate or absorbed part of another. Wilkinson’s
model could be seen as minimizing the agency and cultural dynamism of the Indian subcontinent
by framing its history through the lens of external influences, particularly Islamic and European
ones.



In summary, Wilkinson portrays the absorption of Indic civilization into Central Civilization as
occurring primarily through the medium of Islamic expansion and the subsequent incorporation
of India into broader political, economic, and cultural networks, culminating in colonial
integration. However, this view has been debated for its reductionist tendencies and its potential
to overshadow the independent contributions and character of Indic civilization.

§ 2.9. Crucial Position of Islam

As prominent and visible Islamic civilization is on the geographical maps of Toynbee and
Huntington (fig. x), the more puzzling is its absence on Wilkinson’s chronogram (fig. x). As
mentioned earlier, the justification is that with the concept of Central Civilization, Islam is an
internal development within its Mediaeval phase.

During the early Islamic conquests (7th—8th centuries), the Islamic Caliphates absorbed much of
the Byzantine (Eastern Roman) and Sassanian Persian empires thereby nestling itself in Central
Civilization. Islamic civilization inherited Greek, Roman, and Persian knowledge, especially in
philosophy, medicine, and science, and further developed it through scholars like Al-Farabi,
Avicenna, and Al-Khwarizmi.

The Islamic world, centered in cities like Baghdad and Cordoba, used this accumulated
knowledge to advance science, trade, and culture, surpassing Byzantium during the Abbasid
Caliphate's Golden Age. While Byzantium remained a political power, Islamic civilization took a
leading role in intellectual and economic influence for several centuries.

With the rise of the Delhi Sultanate (1206—1526) and later the Mughal Empire (1526-1857),
India became deeply integrated into the Islamic world and Central Civilization. Islamic rulers
brought Persian, Central Asian, and Arab influences in administration, art, architecture, science,
and culture.

The Mughal period represents a major phase of synthesis between indigenous Indian traditions
and Islamic governance, architecture (e.g., the Taj Mahal), and cultural practices. Persianate
culture became dominant in the courts, while Islamic political institutions (e.g., mansabdari, a
form of military and administrative organization) were adopted.

During the Middle Ages, Europe was relatively underdeveloped compared to the Islamic world,
which was flourishing in science, medicine, and technology. Through the Crusades, trade, and
translations of Arabic texts into Latin, Europe absorbed a wealth of knowledge from the Islamic
world, including advancements in navigation, medicine, and mathematics.

By the late medieval period, Europe, particularly through Italy and the Renaissance, began to
reemerge as a center of intellectual and economic power in Central Civilization. The knowledge
and technology gained from the Islamic world played a critical role in Europe's resurgence,
eventually leading to European dominance in the global economy and colonial expansion.

Wilkinson’s justification is largely based on the idea of civilizational connectivity. He sees
civilizations not as isolated phenomena but as interconnected networks. For example, Islamic
civilization inherited much from preceding Mediterranean civilizations like Rome and Persia. In
this view, the rise of Islam marks a political and cultural transition within a larger, continuous
civilizational framework, rather than the birth of something entirely new. And there existed a
vast exchange of knowledge, technology, and commerce between Islamic, Byzantine, and
Western societies. Wilkinson uses these shared systems of exchange to argue that Islamic
civilization is an extension of the earlier, broader Central Civilization. Therefore, rather than



seeing Islam as a fully independent civilization, Wilkinson frames its growth as part of the
broader power struggles within this Central Civilization, where Islamic empires competed with
Byzantine and later European powers for dominance.

Wilkinson’s view has faced significant criticism from scholars who argue for a more independent
and distinctive recognition of Islamic civilization. Critics argue that Wilkinson’s model
oversimplifies the unique contributions and characteristics of Islamic civilization. By subsuming
it into Central Civilization, his framework risks reducing Islamic culture, science, philosophy,
and political systems to mere offshoots of a larger entity, neglecting their autonomy and
transformative influence on world history. And some critics view Wilkinson's framework as a
Eurocentric perspective that privileges Western continuity over non-Western civilizations. By
positioning Islamic civilization as subordinate, his model arguably reflects a Western bias that
aligns the Islamic world with European history rather than appreciating its own independent
trajectory.

Nevertheless, if the contributions of Islam and India are more robustly profiled and Europe’s
contribution better contextualized, it is possible to come to a more balanced perspective of the
ever shifting and often conflictuous dynamics of Central Civilization, especially if it comes to
accepting and managing the current shift from the USA, over the Pacific, to East Asia.

8§ 3.1. Michael Hudson and the Fight over Debt

It would be interesting to see how Hudson's historical findings about economic systems and
practices would dove-tail with the findings of Jaynes and Wilkinson. One of the big transitions in
that epoch, as addressed above, was the collapse of the Bronze Age cultures around 1,200 BCE
(Cline, 2021) and the rise of Iron Age empires.

About the difference between the two ages and how they are perceived, Hudson wrote:

The Bronze Age Near East was organized on principles so different from those of today that it
seems unconnected to modern civilization. That is why most economists and social theorists
prefer to pick up the historical thread with the more familiar Greece and Rome (Hudson, 2018).

The main point he hammers home with great emphasis is that in all civilizations debts
accumulate and a creditor class arises, which will try to consolidate and enlarge its gains.

[T]he basic dynamic of debt [is] to accrue and intrude increasingly into the economy, absorbing
the surplus and transferring land and even the personal liberty of debtors to creditors (Hudson,
2018).

This tendency will lead to impoverishment, polarization and possible economic collapse. To
prevent this possibility the powers-that-be during the Bronze Age, i.e. the kings and priests in
their palaces and temples, would declare occasionally or by law an overall debt forgiveness or
Debt Jubilee, which would restore some balance in society between debtors and creditors.
Agrarian debts by farmers to the palace would be forgiven; bondservants would be allowed to go
home; and lands or crops pledged to creditors would be returned to the debtors. According to
Hudson,

Quote: . . . the economic aim of debt jubilees was to restore solvency to the population as a
whole. Many royal proclamations also freed businesses from various taxes and tariff duties, but
the main objective was political and ideological. It was to create a fair and equitable society
(Hudson, 2018).

Hudson argues that in Classic Greece and Rome the practice of debt jubilees was forgotten or



abolished and replaced by an unforgiving, strict enforcement of debt obligations, which became
the main tool of a predatory oligarchy to expand its wealth and power regardless of its long-term,
self-defeating consequences.

Quote: As credit became more widely privatized, usury became the major lever to pry away land
and crop rights, and to reduce labor to irreversible bondage. The process culminated with classical
antiquity’s oligarchies replacing “divine kingship” with creditor-oriented rules (Hudson, 2018).

This type of predatory oligarchy using debt as power is still functional today (Di Muzio &
Robbins, 2016; Goldstein, 2020) as it dominated and survived one way or another the ups and
downs of Central Civilization throughout its many phases.

8§ 4.1. Julian Jaynes and the Contingent Structures of Consciousness

What Jaynes focuses on is the rise of modern consciousness, in the sense of people acquiring the
capacity to self-consciously think for and about themselves, even constituting a 'self' in the
process.

This kind of imaginative thinking is executed in a metaphoric inner mind-space, in which people
can run alternate scenarios for decision-making in non-routine situations, using the imagination
in which an 'I' could project its 'me" into a plausible future, or re-run experiences from its past
(Jaynes, 1976).

This is what could be called the Present-day Human Mind (PHM; Shruti & Narayanan, 2022).
Among its advantages, for both individuals and groups, is the capacity to develop, execute and
track non-routine plans aimed at better outcomes than the habitual following of mere routines

would accomplish.

At the same time, in the context of individuals and groups competing for resources, this capacity
would bring to a more conscious level ego- and group-centric practices of deliberate secrecy and
deceit, something Jaynes claims bicameral man was not capable of.

This does not deny that people were not capable of deceit and self-deception before PHM came
on-line, but such deceptions were executed in an instinctual-habitual manner and not
deliberative, or conscious in the Jaynesian sense (Trivers, 2011).

The predecessor of this mental architecture was the Bicameral Mind (BM) a collective form of
obedience, by not yet individuated persons, to predominantly kings and priests, who in their turn
obeyed their gods or ancestors, experienced through Audible Command Hallucinations (ACH).

This set-up was functional in the palace-system which had evolved in the ancient Middle East
and Mediterranean until it was unable to handle the poly-crisis of especially the 12th century
BCE when most of these mini-civilizations broke down because the voices of the gods could not
anymore disseminate adaptive instructions to its leaders and populations.

The precise dating of the rise of (pockets of) more crisis-resilient individualized consciousness is
hard to determine, as well as the time when it became predominant and replaced the direct
experience of commanding voices.

Two disasters in the second millennium BCE would have put bicameral societies under great
stress. The first was the Minoan eruption of Thera (Santorini) in the 16th century BCE and the
second the Bronze Age Collapse around 1,200 BCE.

Following Toynbee's logic of challenge and response by creative minorities (Toynbee, 1934) it



could be argued that in the ensuing clash of communities, small groups of bicamerally lost
people stumbled upon and developed modern self-aware, introspective consciousness, in which
the hallucinated voices were tamed and became what we now interpret as internal thoughts.

Because of its advantages for group cohesion, this mentality would spread throughout the larger
populations following the three-step evolutionary logic of 1) random origination, 2)
reproducibility, and 3) selection for fitness (Lewontin, 1970), not at a genetic level but socio-
cultural level.

Jaynes argues that in the case of ancient Greece the mentality of the characters in the lliad was
still bicameral and that of the Odyssey was modern.

Also, for Jaynes the rise of religious practices like divination, mediums, oracles, etc. were
indications that the hallucinated gods had retreated and other means of communication to solicit
instructions from the beyond had to be found.

Only in Classic Greece a skepticism set in about the gods and a rational mentality took off
enabling a sense of rational agency, which encompassed individualistic independence, and
deliberative choice.

And ever larger geographic and temporal horizons beyond daily concerns were perceived and
developed, including ever more idealized, abstract notions of the categories of space, time and
causality. Even so, divinatory practices endured for many centuries and are still with us.

In the following sections | will try to make the more elusive concepts developed by Julian Jaynes
clearer. I will tell a short story to invite a more empathetic understanding of the concept of
‘mentality’ in terms of modes of experience. Then we will look at a double-column comparison
of the difference between the Bicameral Mind (BM) and the Present-Day Human Mind (PHM)
and end with a list of research conducted to find its difference and date its transition in other
civilizations.

§ 4.2. Introductory story.

A man is driving in his car on a long stretch of highway. He is a skilled driver, so he
doesn't have to pay much attention to his driving, which proceeds semi-automatic and
unproblematic.

In this calm state he remembers he was offended the other day by his boss and gets upset
about it while running the scene through his head and also imagining regretfully how he
should have reacted or would react confidently in the future if something similar would
happen.

All'in all, his sense of self is bounced around by feelings of shame, regret, frustration and
anger.

Then suddenly he hears a loud, deep voice booming through his head admonishing him
"You should beat up your boss". The man is shocked and asks himself "Who says so?" No
answer comes and the driver starts imagining executing the command, which gives him
some measure of satisfaction and resolution.

His mind then trails off into imagining trivial aspects of his life, which habit he
recognizes as such with the effect that the light day-dreaming stops.

After a little while a peaceful silence overcomes him and he becomes intensely aware of



just driving his car. The feel, the noise, the speed and the ever-changing landscape are

viscerally experienced.

Then a dog crossed the road. The driver, without fear or second thoughts, swerves to the
right and back to the left, in a mode of expert performance, evading the dog and not
crashing into the side of the road.

Afterwards he experiences the fear of what could have happened, but, with some struggle,

dismisses the scenarios.

When his point of arrival is looming, he begins to imagine his wife, his upcoming dinner
and the football game on TV of his favorite team.

Fini

The lived experiences of the fictional character can be classified in a historical-chronological
order within a Jaynesian framework.

Experiential description

Example in story

Jaynesian classification & beyond

Semi-automatic and
unproblematic skilled
behavior

Driving a car; finding one’s way
in a familiar part of town or
jungle

Pre-bicameral instinctual-habitual,
mindless behavior shared with
primates (< 12k BCE)

Hearing and obeying audible
command hallucinations
(ACH)

The driver hearing the booming
voice instructing him to confront
his boss

Bicameral experiences and behavior
based on ACHs in non-routine
situations (12k — 1k BCE)

Running past and future
scenarios in one’s inner
mind-space.

The driver renumerating past and
future scenarios of his work and
home

Present-day human, reflective
consciousness (starts ca.1,5k BCE)

Meta-consciousness of one’s
inner mind-space diminishes
or stops its activities

The driver becomes aware of his
day-dreaming with the effect it
stops

Transformative self-knowledge
enabling transition from egoic to
post-egoic (starts ca. 600 BCE)

Mystical experiences of self-
less, visceral presence in the
here-and-now of one’s
Situation

The driver forgetting himself
while intensely experiencing his
driving

Post-egoic presentism / immediatism
(also possible in pre-egoic mind-set)

High-performance, expertly
skilled, perceptive behavior

The driver evading the dog
without first or second thoughts

Post-egoic coping mechanism (also
possible in pre-egoic mind-set)




8§ 4.3. Double-column Comparison of the Bicameral and Modern Mind

Hopefully this table is self-explanatory, except for the category of emotion. Jaynes makes the
explicit case that bicameral and modern minds experience emotions very differently. For
example, bicameral humans will experience hunger, pain, courage, fear and shame for the
duration of their actual occurrence. Jaynes calls these “affects”. On the other hand, modern
humans have the capacity to replay affects over and over again in their interior narratives and
project imagined future occurrences. Jaynes names these emotions “feelings”.

Behind these social changes are the changes in personal emotion that arise from the new human
capacity to stretch out the affects over the spatialized time, or, in other words, to dwell on past
behaviors and respond to them as if they were presently occurring, with copies of the affects
themselves. These are our feelings (Jaynes, 2012: 149).

In this manner momentary fear can stretch into anxiety, which can last a long time. Or
momentary shame can linger as guilt when remembered or projected into the future.

Another important difference highlighted by Jaynes is that bicameral humans experienced such
affects in different parts of their body (loins, guts, heart, throat), while modern humans tend to
concentrate and unify feelings in their mind as part of their enduring sense of identity.

Category Bicameral Mind (BM) Present-Day Human Mind (PHM)

Identity Sense of public self embedded in | Sense of private self lodged in inner mind
the collective space

Reflection Pre-reflective awareness Post-reflective self-consciousness

Belief / faith Social norms and divine Leaped into & open to skepticism and
commands lived as absolute, philosophical reflection

dogmatic truths

Emotions Simple, bodily dispersed affects Doubled after the fact in 'interior mind'
Cognition Immediate applicability Meta-cognition added

\Voices Gods, ancestors Inner dialogue

Dominant Right, imaginative, holistic sense | Left, verbal, focused on particulars
hemisphere

8 4.4. Addressing the neuro-cultural history of other civilizations

For several reasons not all research programmes bear immediate fruit and actually can stay
dormant for a few decades or more. In the case of the Jaynesian paradigm one could see an initial
interest, which then diminished, only to be revived later. Besides the many studies in psychiatry



and neuropsychology inspired by Jaynes (Jaynes, 2012; Kuijsten, 2006, 2016, 2022) there are
quite a few studies looking for examples of bicameral characteristics in other cultures, including
trying to find indications when such cultures developed a modern sense of self, i.e. the more
precise dating of the transition. The following is a list of efforts in that direction and is presented
to buttress the idea that this programme has all the characteristics of being fruitful.

Epoch / Area Scholars

Ancient Egypt Tobin (1990), McVeigh (2023)

Mesopotamia Jaynes (1976)

Biblical Times Rabbi James Cohn (2013, 2022), Mc\eigh (2020, 2022)

Ancient Greece Jaynes (1976, 2012), Sleutels (2006), Dedovic (2021, 2022)

Ancient Tibet Gibson (2017a, 2017b, 2022)

Japan McVeigh (2022)

China Carr (2006), McVeigh (2018, 2022)

India Crownfield (1978), Shruti Sharma (thesis forthcoming)

While Jaynes concentrated on Mesopotamia and Ancient Greece, his student Brian McVeigh had
the opportunity to investigate the question in China and Japan, where he lived and taught for
almost two decades. McVeigh also looked into Egypt and Biblical times and developed a system
to compare the occurrence of ‘mind’ words in bicameral and post-bicameral times.

Regarding India, many, including Jaynes (2012: 289), have already observed, as Crownfield
stated, that,

There appears to an outsider to be considerable appropriateness in applying the bicameral model
to the Rg Veda, and extensive evidence of interiority in the Upanishads. Do the intervening
materials show an evolution analogous to that found in Greece? (Crownfield, 1978: 201)

The challenge has not been met for many decades, but a research scholar in philosophy at the
University of Delhi, Shruti Sharma, is working on a thesis addressing this question.

8 4.5. Deep history of different, adaptive mental architectures

The following overviews are chronological presentations of the different epochs relevant to this
presentation. Periodization is in the historical sciences a tricky and sometimes controversial
practice, but for initial overviews they can be helpful and sometimes seem to suggest themselves



inductively from the research.?
1) Pre-bicameral mind (PBM) before ca. 12,000 BCE
2) Bicameral mind (BM) after ca. 12,000 BCE

3) Present-Day Human Mind (PHM) with its Present-Day Human Self (PHS) arising ca.
1,600 — 1,000 BCE with three sub-categories

a) Nostalgic, religious tendency to reactivate aspects of the BM through
divination, mediumship, channeling, etc. (early PHM and still practiced)

b) Forward-looking, secular, rational tendency to better plan (mid-PHM and ever
more refined, formalized and computerized)

¢) Balancing act in arts and esotericism

4) Emerging Post-egoic Mind (PEM) emerging in ca. 600 BCE (amplified by Siddhartha
Gautama and later philosophers and sages up to modern times by Jiddu Krishnamurti and
like-minded teachers).®

§ 4.6. Evolution of the hallucinated voices

Another overview focuses on the appearance and diminution of hallucinated voices provided by

the psychologist Bill Rowe, who also wrote a perceptive retrospective of Jaynes’ ideas (Rowe,
2012).

200,000 b.c.e. Language evolves ™)

40,000 b.c.e. Tool explosion — Pre-bicameral

10,000 b.c.e. First voices

9,000 b.c.e. First towns

3,000 b.c.e. Writing begins o BlESsea

1,200 b.c.e. Epic narratives

1,000 b.c.e. Voices diminish |

0 Voices gone
1,000
2,000

=— Conscious

FIGURE 4. Evolution of the hallucinated voices (adapted from Canadian Psy-
chological Association, 1986)

Fig. 8. "Evolution of the hallucinated voices" (Rowe, 2012: 104)

2 McVeigh discusses periodization in the context of the stages of the ‘propertied self” in global history (2015: 17-19).
3 Krishnamurti can be considered the paradigmatic example of someone overcoming both the bicameral mind (in
which he was brought up, first by his family and later by his Theosophical guardians) and overcoming the
limitations of ‘egoic inner mind space’.



§ 5.1. Integration of the Research

The possibly epiphanic insight | am aiming at is that the egoic, scheming capacity of the post-
bicameral mind after the Bronze Age Collapse was such that:

a) it became the prevalent mental architecture of the population of Central Civilization,
especially its power elite, and became this class s hidden, efficient motor enabling its dubious
success in subduing almost all other classes and bicameral societies, acculturating its new
members into the new conscious, egoic mentality;

and that b) a new kind of ruling elite arose, which power was based on sanctifying debt
obligations without the escape of system-preserving write-offs as was the wisdom during the
Bronze Age in the form of Debt Jubilees.

Furthermore, c) this rigidity became also the main factor in ongoing debt-based financial crises,
including triggering system-wide collapses like the fall of the West Roman Empire, later the
Great Depression and recently the Global Financial Crisis, with always the next crisis lurking
around the corner with possible destructive impacts nobody can foresee.

Other, more specific questions in this regard, would be about d) the origin of Debt Jubilee
decisions in possibly audible command hallucinations (ACH) experienced by kings and / or

priests;

e) the idea that there could be a correlation between the size of a civilizational unit and the
efficacy of implementing a Debt Jubilee, in other words the relative proximity of the population
to its rulers (there might be a maximum size to bicameral socioeconomic units);

f) the idea that post-bicameral man learned to scheme more effectively within his inner mind-
space, with the possibility that a self-aware and self-promoting predatory creditor class could
arise blocking the kings and priests from implementing Debt Jubilees.

8 5.2. Aligning Mental Architecture with Economics & Inequality

Greece, Rome

and traders /

interest-based debt /
gold & silver currency

and indentured labor
from debtors

Mind / self Economy Banking & money Inequality Solution / management
Pre-bicameral |Gift/ Simple currency Chiefs accumulate Chief redistributes or
quid pro quo goods destroys surplus
Bicameral Palatial / Credit by authorities Creditors obtain land Redistributive,
Bronze Age Temple system |and traders / rise of and indentured labor Clean Slate / Jubilee
g interest-based debt from debtors
Ancient self | Oligarchic Credit by authorities Creditors obtain land Sanctification of debt and

contracts (exacerbative)

Medieval self

Europe

Aristocratic /
Theocratic

Credit by authorities,
banks and traders /
gold & silver currency

Creditors obtain land
and indentured labor
from debtors

Ban on usury




Mind / self

Economy

Banking & money

Inequality

Solution / management

Modern self-1

Democratic /
Egalitarian /
Free market

Credit creation by
private banks /

gold, silver, paper &
ledger currency

Creditors accumulate
capital, land, cheap
labor

None. Minimal taxation,
philanthropy

Modern self-2

Democratic /
Egalitarian /
Mixed

Credit creation by
private & public banks /
paper & ledger currency

Creditors accumulate
capital

Redistributive taxation /
state provides health,
education, pensions
(reformist)

Modern self-3

Democratic /
Egalitarian /
Socialist

Credit creation by
nationalized banks /
credit guidance /

paper & ledger currency

Functionaries
accumulate privileges

Redistributive taxation /
state provides health,
education, pensions
(revolutionary)

Post-egoic

Democratic /
Egalitarian /
Utopian

Credit creation by the
state & local authorities
/ intermediation by
private & public banks

Small scale, unintended
inequalities

Pre-distributive money
creation / redistributive
taxation / UBI, PBs
(transformative &
preventive)

An interesting alternate, or more comprehensive, theory about the connection between mentalities
and political-economic systems, was developed by Brain McVeigh in his The Propertied Self: The
Psychology of Economic History. His proposal, all in the framework of his teacher Jaynes, is that
the many, varied political-economic regimes in history can be seen as variations of just three
factors: 1) personhood, 2) property, and 3) polity, which together comprise a field or dynamic.

Crudely put, the person—property field concerns control and power. Property practices emerge
where the vectors of subjectivity, body, and social control converge, forming a force field of
political economic energies. This dynamic involves how people everywhere conceive of themselves
and the material culture they arrange around themselves in order to define their identities and to
attribute value. The person—property—polity dynamic, then, implicates bodily conceptions, self-
presentation, impression management, consumerist desire, exchange, circulation of value, and
modes of production (in modern times, industrialized capitalism) (McVeigh, 2015: 30).

This dynamic can be found in any society, whether prebicameral, bicameral or postbicameral.
For example, McVeigh sees with the rise of Capitalism—and not only in the West, but wherever
there is affluence—a sense of self he names the “propertied self”. McVeigh summarizes
Capitalism as based on the following factors: 1) private property, including means of production;
2) pursuit of profit to satisfy the desires of the individual self; 3) competition in a free market; 4)
individual choice or self-autonomy; and 5) a free market. These factors together are intertwined
with a sense of self around interiority.

Freedom of choice is intimately related to the second and third features (pursuit of profits and




competition). In other words, the independent individual, knowing the contents of his or her own
interiority better than anyone else, can make the best decision for how to pursue profits in a
survival-of-the-fittest contest (McVeigh, 2015: 52).

This structure looks congruent with the Marxist notion of the causal connection between modes
of production and its super-structure of culture, but McVeigh’s direction of causality seems more
circular and multi-dimensional. So, in Marxist ideology capitalism determines the consciousness
of a selfish bourgeois mentality, but this doesn’t rule out that an egoic mentality would be one of
the historical causes of the rise of capitalism.*

8 6.1. The Present

An analysis of the current geopolitical structure and dynamics is premised on a mix of research
in the previously highlighted a) power elite studies, b) world system theory, and c) comparative
civilizational studies. This analysis will have a leading role for the concept of Central
Civilization and will specifically look at the trajectories of China and India.

8§ 6.2. Current geopolitical structure and dynamics

Fig. 9. Current State of Different Allies around the World (Reddit, 2022)

4 McVeigh found a wonderful quote from Fukuyama about the bourgeoisie with its problematic capitalist
mentality and its unease about its accumulated wealth.

That unease is ultimately traceable to a single moral fact, that the bourgeois is primary
preoccupied with his own material well-being, and is neither public-spirited, nor virtuous, nor
dedicated to the larger community around him or her. In short, the bourgeois is selfish; and
the selfishness of the private individual has been at the core of critiques of liberal society on
the part of the Marxist Left and the aristocratic-republican Right (Fukuyama quoted by
Mc\eigh, 2015: 56).



Countries in dark blue are NATO (now also with Sweden and Finland) and its allies are in light
blue. Russia and its long-term strategic partner (but occasional tactical opponent) China and their
allies are in different shades of red.

[REDRICH  GEOPOLITICAL COMPETITION IN THE INDO-PACIFIC
STIFTUNG

Fig. 10. Geopolitical Competition Map (FES, 2024)

Maybe a better depiction of the current geopolitical situation is this world map with Asia in the
middle. The colors of the two opposing camps are the same, but India is now shaded in both red
and blue, indicating its relative independent course and position between the two alliances (see 8
6.4). With its rapidly growing economy and its willingness to take a more assertive attitude in
world affairs, a lot might hinge on India’s geopolitical calculations.

8 6.3. Trajectory of China

Transformation of a major Communist power from antagonist, to resister, to participant, to
reformer, to protector and finally to leader of the international capitalist system is quite
extraordinary (Zhihai, 2011).

This would be a quite extraordinary arc of political emergence, though some would say it is a
natural, fore-ordained re-emergence of a position temporarily lost (Frank, 1998).

8 6.4. Trajectory of India

India seems to intentionally situate itself between a) the Trilateral West and b) the Global South
and c) the Russia-China combo.

India is part of the following interesting mix of groups:
BRICS: Gathering of the Global Semi-periphery
SCO: Gathering of East & South Asia. Includes Pakistan
G-20: Gathering of the Trilateral Core and the Semi-periphery

Quad: Quadrilateral Dialogue. Gathering of the Pacific "West' (USA, Japan, Australia)
with South Asia (India)

MSP & MSFN: Just joined Minerals Security Partnership (MSP) and the Minerals



Security Finance Network (MSFN). Trilateral Core with India as only developing
country.

Big question: How will the relationship with China develop? For now, it is ambiguous with both
cooperating in international fora but serious tensions at the borders.

8§ 6.4. World Conflict

Trilateral West & satellites versus the China-Russia combo & satellites. Proxy wars in the
Ukraine and around Israel. Not clear what side India might join, if at all.

The big question therefore is: War or Peace; Annihilation or Cooperation?
§ 7.1. the Future

Here we finally arrive at the moment to jump into the future. The following loosely connected
paragraphs will address some of the ingredients to take into account when treading into the
hazardous practice of prognostication.

1) Perspectives to keep in mind from knowledgeable researchers
2) Incorporating the logic of systemic breakdown and ensuing Dark Ages
3) Learning from Buddhist ethics and economics as possible way-showers into the future

4) Speculation about the correlation between doctrines of the mind and conceptions of
money

8 7.2. Some perspectives to keep in mind

These are some illuminating ideas to keep in mind while thinking about a transition into a more
sustainable future.

Tim Di Muzio:

... it is perhaps more appropriate to conceptualize the history of the global political economy as
divided into three eras: the pre-fossil-fuel age, the age of fossil fuels and the post-carbon age. (Di
Muzio, 2012: 73)

Stephen Gill:

Presently a we are living in a world in polycrisis or "global organic crisis™ in the spheres of
"political economy . . . ethics, law, society, culture and ecology”. (Gill, 2012: 1)

The current neoliberal leadership of most powerful states and corporations is not competent to
deal with these crises. Focus is too much on financial and economic aspects and not on social nor
ecological aspects. The misguided focus is "to sustain and enlarge capitalist market society".

... disciplinary neoliberalism fosters and consolidates a possessively individualist, marketized
‘common sense’ that militates against solidarity and social justice (5).

Rise of the semi-periphery: "a development model that is wasteful, energy-intensive, consumerist,
ecologically myopic and premised on catering mainly to the affluent (7).

Michael Hudson

.. . the ebb and flow that has characterized all subsequent economies and is still shaping today’s
world: the conflict between social constraints on predatory finance, and the attempt by a rentier
class to gain control (Hudson, 2018).



Jeffrey Sachs:

We have a mind-set problem. We have no lack of solutions that would improve human well-
being, make our lives safer and more satisfying. | don't think we're not running out of answers,
we're just not applying any, and that to my mind is both the puzzle, The Challenge (Global
Political Economy, 2024: 18m01s).

§ 7.3. Dark Ages and the Transitions in Mental Architecture

World history knows many instances when empires or whole civilizations faltered, disintegrated
and inaugurated sometimes centuries-long Dark Ages. This section addresses examples of Dark
Ages which either a) triggered changes in mentality or b) were caused by deficient mentalities.

- From Bronze Age to Iron Age: Late Bronze Age Collapse & subsequent Dark Age (1,100 - 700
BCE). Decline of a) long-distance trade, b) diplomacy, c) writing and record keeping, d)
urbanization & population. Rise of a) private merchants, b) profit-oriented mercantile city states
(Cline: 141-43). A major cause could be assigned to the limited adaptability of the bicameral
palace / temple system.

- From Antiquity to Middle Ages: Collapse of West Roman Empire & subsequent Dark Age (500
- 1100 CE). Decline of a) long-distance trade, b) urbanization, c) use of coinage, d) population,
e) slavery. Rise of a) self-sufficient, isolated economies, b) decentralized feudalism, c) serfdom,
d) barter, €) monastic communities (Hudson, 2022). A major cause was the institutionalization of
debt. From the foreword to Quigley (1961: 16) we can read:

Quigley found the explanation of disintegration in the gradual transformation of social
"instruments" into "institutions," that is, the transformation of social arrangements functioning to
meet real social needs into social institutions serving their own purposes regardless of real social
needs.

In other words, the codification of the social instrument of debt in Classic Greece and Rome
served the purposes of a small creditor class without regards to the social and systemic
consequences.

- From High Middle Ages to Renaissance: 100 Years War & Bubonic Plague (1,300 - 1,500 CE).
Start of Little Ice Age, famine, popular insurrections, Bubonic plague, long war between England
and France, Papal Schism, depopulation, beginning of the end of feudalism, superstition,
flagellantism, antisemitism (Tuchman, 1978). But also, reforestation, increased wages, labor-
saving technological innovations.

What about the future?

- From Late Capitalism to Post-egoic Arrangements. Collapse of Globalism & subsequent Dark
Age (ca. 2,100 - 2,300 CE). Decline of a) long-distance trade, b) global production and supply
chains of semi-finished goods; c¢) diplomacy, d) urbanization & population; e) power and size of
transnational corporation; f) democracy. Rise of a) self-sufficient, isolated economies, b)
decentralized politics; ¢) ethnocentric & nationalist groupings lead by local warlords; d)
reforestation and ecological regeneration. In this scenario the dramatic proliferation of interest-
bearing debt causing destructive financial crises is considered a major factor in the Late
Capitalism Collapse.



8§ 7.4. What can we expect after this hopefully short Dark Age?
Depends on the following factors:

1) Learning from the causes of the collapse, which probably were the following inter-
connected and mutually reinforcing factors: a) financialized, corporate capitalism
extended into colonialism and imperialism; b) failure of democratic oversight to combat
economic inequalities and other injustices; c) the egoic, individualistic mindset with its
anxieties and prejudices.

2) Perceiving of the possibility, and experimentation with, a post-egoic mindset, which
can be more intelligent and sensitive to social and ecological issues as it breaks through
the self-imposed walls of our hyper-reflective, private interiority.

3) Studying the post-egoic teachers of mankind from the early Buddha till 20th century
Jiddu Krishnamurti and those in between.

4) Studying Buddbhist political economics from Emperor Asoka to modern Bhutan.
§ 7.5. Buddhist Economics

The British economist Ernst Schumacher arguably inaugurated the modern concept of Buddhist
Economics with, first his 1966 lecture “Buddhist Economics”, and later his book Small Is
Beautiful (Brown &, Zsolnay, 2018: 498).

Attention to Buddhist economics, with an initial focus on the Buddhist emperor Ashoka (3rd
century BCE) of the Maurya Empire (322 - 185 BCE), is premised on the idea that ancient
Indian Buddhism as a political-economic movement was maybe the first one to apply an ethics
based on a post-egoic mind-set, both as practiced and as an ideology derived from the precepts
of Buddhism’s Eightfold Path, especially Right Livelihood (Schumacher, 1966). We can also
learn from modern Buddhist countries like Bhutan and Thailand in their struggles with neoliberal
individualism and its economics of self-interest.

Ashoka’s Buddhist economic principles differed from Hindu economic systems in several key
ways, most notably in his emphasis on state-sponsored welfare, non-violence in economic
activities, and ethical redistribution of wealth. Infrastructure projects were promoted like
building of hospitals, schools, monasteries, roads, waterways, wells and the planting of trees.

In contrast, pre- and post-Buddhist Hindu economics focused more on accumulation of wealth
within the caste hierarchies of the varna system, temple patronage, and ritual obligations. While
both systems acknowledged the moral principle of righteousness (Dharma) as central to
economic life, Ashoka’s Buddhist Dharma was far more oriented toward public welfare and
ethical production than the largely ritual and caste-based Hindu system that came before and
after Buddhism’s peak.

In modern Buddhist-majority countries, the influence of Buddhist economics can be seen in
policies promoting moderation, ethical behavior, environmental sustainability, and social
welfare. Countries like Bhutan have institutionalized these principles in their development model
(Gross National Happiness), while Thailand promotes its Sufficiency Economy model.

However, these ideals coexist with the problems of modern, financialized capitalism, such as
inequality, consumerism, intrusive tourism, and global economic pressures, which obstruct the
full realization of Buddhist economic principles.



At the same time, we have to be aware that Buddhism in the west has been appropriated by
capitalist corporations and individual lifestyles to better cope with, but certainly not challenge,
the current egoic economic ideology around self-interest. It was philosopher Zizek who analyzed
this adoption.

“Western Buddhism” . . . enables you to fully participate in the frantic pace of the capitalist game
while sustaining the perception that you are not really in it; that you are well aware of how
worthless this spectacle is; and that what really matters to you is the peace of the inner Self to
which you know you can always with-draw (Zizek, 2001).

The kind of Buddhism referred to by Zizek is obviously one which still embraces the inner mind
space construct which enables a withdrawal to one’s “inner Self”. This is not the kind of post-
egoic way of being envisioned by Krishnamurti, but is rather an escapist move into the putative
safety of one’s inner mind. Such an escape might work as a temporary, defensive measure, but
should not become the goal and standard of one’s Buddhist practice.

As an aside, the political economics of pre-1960 Tibetan Buddhism might not be a guiding
example. This culture has a most interesting and disturbing mix of bicameral, feudal, ‘conscious’
and post-egoic elements, with the cruel, exploitative feudal aspects the most prominent in its
political economics. Common people were subjected to all kinds of taxes and, to pay them, could
take out loans from monasteries for 20-50% interest. If not paid, they risked generations of debt
and indenture. Torture and mutilation were frequent punishments. The theocratic class structure
with its inequalities, exploitation and poverty was justified with the concept of karma. For many
the Communist reforms imposed upon Tibet by the Chinese—the abolition of slavery, usurious
interests and land reform--were a welcome relief, though the Chinese Communists were not free
of their own kind of suppression. How the current Tibetan government in exile led by the Dalai
Lama would run the country if allowed is an open question, but it looks like that neither he nor
the common people want to go back to the old days (Parenti, 2003; Gelder & Gelder, 1964).

8§ 7.6. Possible Characteristics of a Post-Egoic Citizen Community

A post-egoic society would be characterized by democratic, egalitarian, and ecofriendly values,
where economic structures prioritize collective well-being over individual profit. In this system,
credit is primarily created by the state and local authorities, with public and private banks acting
as intermediaries. Corporations operate as non-profit entities, designed to serve social objectives
rather than maximizing shareholder value. Economic inequalities are minimized and occur on a
small, unintended scale. The focus is on pre-distributive money creation, combined with
redistributive measures such as universal basic income (UBI) and public banking systems (PBs),
functioning both as transformative tools and preventive mechanisms to keep inequality under
control.

§ 8. Conclusion

This exploration into the historical patterns of civilization reveals that profound transitions in
human society are often precipitated by collapses, such as the Bronze Age collapse and the
calamitous 14™ century in Europe. These shifts are not merely economic or political but are
deeply intertwined with changes in mentalities. The fusion of Egyptian and Mesopotamian
civilizations around 1,500 BCE marked the start of what Wilkinson termed Central Civilization,
and the subsequent collapses, like that of the Bronze Age, often usher in new mentalities and
social orders, in this case the highly adaptive but also problematic construct of an interior
mindscape. Hudson’s analysis of debt dynamics illustrates that financial systems, when left



unchecked, can drive societies into inequality and eventual collapse. Debt jubilees in the Bronze
Age were vital to preserving societal balance, a practice abandoned in later civilizations, leading
to rigid oligarchic structures, as seen in Greece, Rome and Washington.

This presentation posits that our current global system is at a similar tipping point, with
unsustainable economic and environmental practices heightening the risk of collapse. The
trajectory of human history suggests that the emergence of a new global, post-egoic system may
require the collapse of the old, potentially triggering a Dark Age that will allow for the
development of new mental frameworks and more sustainable socioeconomic structures. As
pointed out, shifts in human consciousness have historically accompanied such collapses, and a
new post-egoic mentality may be necessary to address global crises in a way that transcends the
limitations of the current, individualistic, globalized, capitalist framework.

Thus, the future of civilization may lie in understanding these past patterns of collapse and
renewal, as well as in fostering economic, and political frameworks that can support a truly
sustainable global order. But the key is a radical transformation in mental architecture from our
self-conscious hyper-individuality to a more sensitive, intelligent, post-egoic way of being.
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Appendix X. Sequence of Major Regions and Towns within Central Civilization

Another manner in organizing the structure and dynamics of Central Civilization is by listing the
sequence of major, even dominant, regions and cities within its geographical reach. This table
presents the cities and regions chronologically, showing their rise as dominant centers within
Central Civilization and highlighting both their cultural contributions and political/military

significance.
City/Region Time Span Cultural Characteristics Political/Military Characteristics
Central Civilization — Near Eastern Phase — 1500 — 500 BCE
Mesopotamia 3000-1500 Development of writing Early city-states, rise of empires
(Ur, Babylon) BCE (cuneiform), law (Hammurabi), (Sumer, Akkad, Babylon), advanced
early mathematics, literature military strategies
(Epic of Gilgamesh)
Egypt 3000-1200 Pyramids, hieroglyphs, advanced | Centralized theocratic monarchy,
(Thebes, BCE architecture, religious structures military campaigns into Nubia and
Memphis) (Pharaoh worship) Canaan
Central Civilization — Greco-Roman Phase — 500 BCE - 500 CE
Greece 500-300 Birthplace of democracy, Powerful naval empire (Delian League),
(Athens) BCE philosophy (Socrates, Plato, leadership in Greco-Persian Wars
Aristotle), drama, art, and
architecture
Roman Empire | 300 BCE — Latin literature, Roman law, Roman Republic and Empire, military
(Rome) 400 CE engineering, roads, aqueducts, dominance over Mediterranean,
spread of Christianity disciplined legions
Byzantium 330-1453 CE | Center of Eastern Orthodox Byzantine Empire, defensive military
(Constantinople) Christianity, Greek and Roman strategy (walls, diplomacy,
cultural fusion mercenaries)
Central Civilization — Mediaeval Phase — 500 — 1500 CE
Abbasid 750-1300 CE | Islamic Golden Age, advances in | Capital of the Abbasid Caliphate,
Caliphate science (algebra, optics), military dominance in early Islamic
(Baghdad) philosophy, translation movement | world
Mamluk 1000-1500 Islamic culture, Mamluk Mamluk Sultanate, military control of
Sultanate CE architecture, center of learning Egypt, key role in Crusades and trade

(Cairo)

(Al-Azhar University)

routes




Umayyad 800 - 1000 Center of Islamic Spain, known Cordoba was a key connector of
Caliphate CE for its advanced urbanization, Islamic, Christian, and Jewish
(Cordoba) tolerance, and scholarly activity. | intellectual traditions and linked the
Islamic world to Europe.
France 900-1300 CE | Occitan culture, troubadour Seat of Counts of Toulouse,
(Toulouse) tradition, early learning centers Albigensian Crusade, semi-autonomous
connected with Islamic Spain, noble power
Catharism
France 1000-1500 University of Paris, Gothic Capital of Capetian and Valois
(Paris) CE architecture, center of medieval dynasties, central role in Hundred
philosophy and theology Years' War, royal power
Central Civilization — Western Phase — 1500 — 2000 CE
Renaissance 1300-1500 Renaissance art, literature, and City-state ruled by the Medici, military
Italy CE philosophy (Dante, Machiavelli, | struggles between Italian powers
(Florence) Leonardo da Vinci)
Low Countries 1500-1600 Renaissance art and culture, Major commercial and banking center,
(Antwerp) CE financial hub of Europe, early involved in Eighty Years' War
stock market
Holland 1600-1700 Dutch Golden Age, cultural Center of Dutch Republic, naval and
(Amsterdam) CE advances in art (Rembrandt, economic power, Dutch East India
Vermeer), philosophy, and trade | Company
England 1700-1900 Industrial Revolution, British Empire, military dominance
(London) CE Enlightenment thought, global (Royal Navy), colonial expansion
influence in literature and science
France 1800-1900 Center of the French Napoleonic Wars, French Revolution,
(Paris) CE Enlightenment, arts military power under Napoleon
(Impressionism), philosophy
(Rousseau, Voltaire)
USA 1900-Present | Center of global finance, culture | Financial hub of the world, influential
(New York) (Broadway, literature), in global politics (UN headquarters)
innovation, and media
USA 1900-Present | Center of political thought, global | Capital of the U.S., global military

(Washington)

diplomacy, and international
governance

power (Pentagon), leadership in Cold
War

Germany
(Berlin)

1871-1945
CE

Industrial and cultural center,
Weimar culture, influence in
philosophy and science

Capital of Germany, military conflicts
(WWI, WWII), Nazi regime




San Francisco)

business models (tech giants)

Japan 1950-Present | Post-WWII industrialization, Major military and economic power
(Tokyo) cultural exports (anime, post-war, US-Japan security alliance
technology), high-tech innovation
Central Civilization — Global Phase — 2000 — Present
China 1990-Present | Economic and technological hub, | Economic powerhouse, major global
(Shanghai) cultural fusion of traditional financial center, rising geopolitical
Chinese and modern practices influence
USA 1960—Present | Center of the digital revolution, Technological dominance, no direct
(Silicon Valley, innovation in technology and military power but economic influence

globally

China 2000—Present | Political and cultural center of Capital of China, growing military and
(Beijing) China, rapid urbanization, political power, Belt and Road Initiative
cultural resurgence of
Confucianism
India 2000—Present | Cultural hub of Bollywood, Financial capital of India, growing
(Mumbai) media, and financial services influence in global economy and

security

Certain patterns stand out in this chronology.

1) Before capitalism’s rise, shifts in power were enabled by prior appropriation of political
organization, military technologies and cultural practices from then dominant centers.

2) During the western and global phase, the shifts in power and prominence are triggered by
a dominant center investing in a profitable region, which then develops, becomes a rival
and then becomes the new dominant power. This sequence is arguably in play in the
following shift: Venice - Antwerp — Amsterdam — London — New York — Shanghai.

3) The geographical spatial shift of dominant centers: Eastern Mediterranean (Late Bronze
Age) — Middle Mediterranean (Greece and Rome) - Eastern Mediterranean
(Constantinople) — Western Mediterranean (from Baghdad to Cairo to Cordoba to
Toulouse) — NW Europe (from Venice to Antwerp to Amsterdam to London) — North

Atlantic (from London to New York) — East Asia (Shanghai)

Appendix X. Pivot from Late Bronze Age to Iron Age to Axial Age

This is another periodization which might be helpful.
1) Peace, trade & prosperity in the eastern Mediterranean (1,500 - 1,200 BCE)
2) Collapse (ca. 1,200 BCE)
3) Dark Ages (ca. 1,200 - 700 BCE)
4) Axial Age (ca. 700 - 200 BCE)







