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W
hat a third of the population w

ants

S
he: ‘This evening, w

hy don’t w
e talk about our relationship for a 

change?’
H

e: ‘W
hy? Is anything w

rong?’
S

he: ‘I didn’t say that.’
H

e: ‘S
o w

hat’s the m
atter then?’

S
he: ‘I just w

anted to talk about it.’
H

e: ‘A
ren’t you happy or som

ething?’
S

he: ‘I w
ouldn’t put it like that.’

H
e: ‘H

ow
 w

ould you put it?’
S

he: ‘Surely there’s nothing w
rong w

ith talking about it for once.’
H

e: ‘B
ut w

hat is it that you w
ant?’

S
he: ‘I have no idea yet.’

H
e: ‘Then w

hat’s this all about?’
S

he: ‘O
h, just forget it…

’
H

e: ‘O
K

. B
ut m

ind you tell m
e w

hen there is som
ething w

rong. 
P

rom
ise m

e that.’

Sound fam
iliar, this sort of futile, going now

here dialogue? A
s far as 

he is concerned, it doesn’t m
atter: after all, it’s about nothing. W

ell, 
at least, nothing concrete or provable. But for her, it’s a different 
m

atter: it is about som
ething, but not som

ething she can put her 

finger on im
m

ediately or gauge. It is m
ore som

ething from
 the realm

 
of feelings, im

pressions and intuition.

W
e som

etim
es live on different planets, and the things that w

e w
ant 

and desire differ according to the planet. The difference is particu-
larly evident in m

en and w
om

en.
 

M
en often com

e from
 Planet ‘It’, and if there is som

e problem
, 

people on that planet w
ant to know

 w
hat ‘it’ is, w

hat ‘it’ is about, 
w

hat purpose ‘it’ serves, w
hat ‘it’ produces, and m

ost particularly, 
how

 w
e are going to solve ‘it’. They like talking about things they can 

locate, things that are concrete and preferably, m
easurable things. 

It has to be som
ething that you can grab hold of. O

n that planet, 
things are on

ly true if you can pinpoint them
 and prove their exi-

stence. They have value if and on
ly if you can m

easure them
. A

ny-
thing else is rubbish and airy-fairy speculation. This planet is the 
w

orld of things, of cause and effect thin
king, of logic. It is the w

orld 
of ‘it’. If there is a problem

, ‘it’ m
ust have a cause, and w

hen you 
know

 w
hat ‘it’ is, you can solve ‘it’. Just tell m

e w
hat the problem

 is 
and w

e w
ill get to w

ork and sort ‘it’ out. In this w
orld, you have to 

w
ork to achieve w

hat you w
ant, and preferably as hard as possible, 

because the harder you w
ork the further you w

ill get. The ‘thing’ 
that you w

ant to achieve w
ill probably be a thing: an appliance, a sy-

stem
, a structure, a procedure. In any case, som

ething in the exter-
nal w

orld, som
ething tangible, som

ething w
hose existence is beyond 

doubt or otherw
ise has a fair degree of objectivity. O

n planet ‘It’, 
things are about purpose, efficiency and objectivity. Its m

ottos are 
‘m

easure it and know
’ and ‘guessing gets you now

here’. If som
ebody 

says ‘This alw
ays goes w

rong’ then you w
ill im

m
ediately w

ant to 
know

 w
hat ‘this’ is, how

 often is ‘alw
ays’, and in w

hat w
ay ‘w

rong’ 
is w

rong. In other w
ords, w

hat is ‘it’ about and w
hat are the facts? It 

is striking that m
ore m

en live on this planet than w
om

en.
 

This w
orld is not a bad one. Q

uite the contrary, in fact: it is an ex-
cellent place that has produced m

uch of value. Every science strives 
tow

ards objectivity and m
easurability; w

ithout this sound basis, w
e 

w
ould be back in the Stone A

ge. This w
orld stands for soundness, pre-
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dictability, control and feasibility. This w
orld is digital: zero or one, 

true or not true, black or w
hite, yes or no. It is our w

ay of gain
ing 

control over things: w
e thin

k that because things are m
easurable, w

e 
know

 w
here w

e are w
ith them

 and can control the w
orld around us 

better. ‘C
ontrol’ is the m

agic w
ord. The need for control and control-

lability can be a pow
erful force for the good if our thin

king has been 
m

uddled by opin
ions, assum

ptions, fantasies, im
pulse and colored 

em
otions. By show

ing the facts as they are it can direct us tow
ards 

the so-called truth and prevent us from
 m

aking the w
rong decisions. 

G
ravity is a reality, and if you fall off the roof you really w

ill hurt 
yourself. This is a fact that can

not be den
ied and is of a different 

order to personal beliefs and feelings. Take good care w
hen you are 

clam
bering over a roof. Your survival m

ay depend on it.
 

The in
habitants of ‘It’ get a real kick out of solving one problem

 
after the other, fixing som

ething up again or sorting it all out one 
m

ore tim
e. A

chieving results brings out the best in them
. They derive 

energy from
 being successful, achieving results and progressing, and 

it is best not to pay too m
uch attention to those things that do not 

contribute directly to this. A
fter all, w

here w
ill they get you? G

etting 
there quickly and being on target, looking at w

hat has gone w
rong 

and sorting it out: these are things that the in
habitants of ‘It’ like to 

do. A
nd so they have a tendency to regard anything that can

not be 
m

easured as un
im

portant, and anything that can
not be controlled 

as threaten
ing and best avoided. Things that are hard to gauge are 

consequently dism
issed as superstition or as not relevant. 

T
h

e in
habitants of ‘It’ refer lovin

gly
 to th

eir plan
et as 

P
lan

et Tru
e, sin

ce objective truth is w
hat m

atters to th
em

.

 
In short, on Planet ‘It’, people speak the ‘It’ language: an im

per-
sonal language w

hich on
ly has the distancing third person form

. Re-
sults, goals, plans, system

s, law
s and things are w

hat ‘it’ is all about. 
C

om
m

un
ication is lim

ited to m
onologues: a single person speaking 

at others rather than w
ith them

, and so there is no interaction. This 
is actually quite conven

ient: after all, w
hat good w

ould it do if the 
apple I am

 dropping in order to exam
ine the effects of gravity could 

talk back? I need no interaction w
hen I am

 investigating som
ething, 

or m
easuring som

ething, or dem
onstrating som

ething. I can do it all 
m

yself.
 

Schools and un
iversities teach children the language of ‘It’: the 

language of figures, goals, results and so on. This is an excellent w
ay 

of learn
ing how

 to survive and understanding how
 things w

ork. The 
problem

 is that this is the on
ly language that young people are tau-

ght. So their m
eans of com

m
un

ication is lim
ited and they are unable 

to com
m

un
icate w

ith the other tw
o planets, let alone understand 

them
. In the un

iverse, you have to know
 at least three languages to 

get anyw
here, otherw

ise you are lim
ited to form

s of com
m

un
ica-

tion (or non-com
m

un
ication, actually) like those described above: 

things in discussion w
ith people.

 
So they often m

ake a m
ess of things on Planet True: how

 to relate 
to one another and give m

ean
ing to life is com

pletely beyond them
. 

To deal w
ith such m

atters they en
list the help of the other planets, 

but on
ly in the capacity of m

igrant w
orkers and on

ly w
hen absolutely 

necessary. A
fter all, they are of the opin

ion that ‘it’ is som
ething 

that they know
 best.
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W
hat another third of the population w

ants

There are tw
o other planets besides Planet ‘It’: Planet ‘W

e’ and Pla-
net ‘I’. ‘W

e’ is visible; ‘I’ can on
ly be experienced.

 
Planet ‘W

e’ is in
habited by people w

ith broader interests than on 
Planet ‘It’. So w

hat they w
ant is different again. The in

habitants like 
to talk about m

atters that have to do w
ith the w

ay that w
e relate to 

each other, w
ith relationships: that is, w

ith interpersonal dealings 
and living together. This planet is not concerned w

ith the objective 
truth

: it is concerned w
ith qualitative interactions. A

s such, con-
cepts such as suitability, correctness and goodness are m

ore im
por-

tant than the dem
onstrability of things. The im

portant thing in the 
interactions betw

een the in
habitants is contact and con

nectedness: 
they determ

ine the quality of the relationship.
 

C
om

m
unal values are im

portant on this planet, and its in
habi -

tants are involved in a search for the m
ean

ing of ‘suitability’. W
hat 

is the best w
ay of dealing w

ith each other? Freedom
, equality, respect 

and justice are som
e of the basic values upon w

hich their society is 
based and w

hich allow
 them

 to live together. They know
 that w

it-
hout shared values, people w

ill sim
ply go their ow

n w
ay, w

ith m
isery, 

destruction, and even w
ar as a result. Because they realize this, a lot 

of attention is focused on values. 
 

This is not to say that everyone sees freedom
, equality and justice 

in the sam
e term

s. Values can
not be defined in objective term

s. The 
m

ain issue is not finding defin
itive defin

itions, but of being engaged 
in a dialogue about them

. M
utual adaptation and the exchange of 

ideas are m
ore im

portant than setting things in concrete. A
ren’t 

rules m
erely a pretext for doing this? The issue is how

 to relate to 
others and all living things in a suitable m

an
ner. The dialogue arou-

sed by this issue keeps everyone on their toes. It revitalizes everyone 
and keeps them

 alert and happy.

To be in a dialogu
e is to be in conversation w

ith people 
an

d to try
 an

d u
n

derstan
d th

em
 instead of talkin

g at th
em

 
an

d tryin
g to convin

ce th
em

 of you
r point of view

 
(w

h
ich w

ou
ld be a m

on
ologu

e).

The in
habitants of Planet ‘W

e’ do not w
ork on their values in the 

sam
e w

ay that the in
habitants of ‘it’ w

ork on things. It is sim
ply 

not possible to draw
 up targets, devise plans, get to w

ork as though 
it w

ere a project and thus sort out the ‘issue’ of values. A
pproaching 

things as one w
ould approach a problem

 w
ould not w

ork. There is 
nothing to be solved: instead, there is som

ething to discuss, to ad-
just to, to exchange view

s on, to investigate, to try out and to get to 
know

. H
ow

 suitable things are – ethics – has a language of its ow
n

: 
the ‘W

e’ language, a language that is based on the ‘w
e’ form

. This is 
the native language of the in

habitants of Planet ‘W
e’, a planet that 

they also call Planet G
ood. But w

hile they are m
asters in goodness, 

this is about as far as it goes. For supplies and technology they are 
highly dependent on Planet ‘It’. They have no other option than to 
m

ake use of ‘It’ for this purpose, but they do so reluctantly rather 
than w

ith pleasure.
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W
hat the rem

aining third of the population w
ants

A
s m

entioned above, Planet ‘I’ is not visible and occupies a different 
dim

ension to Planet ‘It’, being in us, being part of our inner w
orld. 

This w
orld has no objective presence: it can only be experienced. To do 

so, its inhabitants m
erely have to close their eyes and focus inw

ardly. 
W

hen they do this, they experience the richness of their inner w
orld, 

a w
orld full of im

pressions, feelings, ideas, fantasies and adventures. 
This w

orld is real, only its reality is of a different order to that of the 
outer w

orld w
ith its objects and people. 

 
Beauty and fulfillm

ent are w
hat the inhabitants of Planet ‘I’ are 

interested in. This w
orld and its experiences is not one that can be 

substantiated w
ith facts and figures. It derives its raison d’être from

 the 
ability of the inhabitants of Planet ‘I’ to discern quality from

 lack of 
quality. A thing is experienced as having value not because it costs a lot 
in m

onetary term
s but because it touches people and does som

ething 
to them

. This sense of discernm
ent m

akes it possible for them
 to see 

beauty and to experience fulfillm
ent and give expression to it. 

 
Beauty does not reside in the painted surfaces of the paintings they 

look at but in the inner w
orld that that painting arouses, stirs and 

touches. They observe w
ith all of their senses, including their intui-

tion. They are in contact w
ith their inner w

orld, w
ith their spirit. For 

the scientists of planet ‘It’, that spirit is not really relevant, since they 
have never been able to dem

onstrate or prove that that it exists, and as 
long as that is the case, it just does not exist, or at least not for science. 
That’s all there is to it. But those w

ho close their eyes and look inw
ardly 

w
ill indeed experience an inner w

orld. The inhabitants of Planet ‘It’ 
m

ay think that they live on the only planet in the universe, but the 
fact that they are unable to see Planet ‘I’ w

ith their telescopes does not 
m

ean that Planet ‘I’ does not exist.
 

The native language of Planet ‘I’ is all in the first person singular, 
the ‘I’ form

. The language is acquired via contem
plation and reflection. 

By looking in their m
irror and reflecting on the w

ay they have perfor-
m

ed and acted, the natives of I discover hidden w
ishes, attributes and 

talents they have not yet called on. The m
otto ‘K

now
 thyself’ is fre-

quently cited in this w
orld. Its inhabitants realize that not everything 

can be observed objectively, since the w
ay w

e view
 the w

orld is colored 
by w

ho w
e are, by our personal attributes, by the things that preoccupy 

us and by the w
ay w

e are feeling.

T
he w

orld w
ithin is a w

orld of endless riches and possibilities. 
It is invisible to those w

ho are only interested 
in the outer w

orld or in others.

Passion, inspiration, creativity and beauty is w
hat the inhabitants of 

Planet ‘I’ long for and strive after. This explains w
hy they also refer to 

their planet as Planet Beautiful: beauty is w
hat they love and cherish 

and w
hat they derive their vitality from

.
 

O
n this planet, one does not derive inform

ation via m
easuring things 

or looking for objective truths (m
onologue-derived inform

ation), nor 
via interactive processes of searching for the right w

ay of dealing w
ith 

each other (dialogue-derived inform
ation) but via intuitive processes of 

observing or ascertaining things (inform
ation derived via translogical 

m
eans). Inform

ation of this kind is inform
ation that transcends logical 

and rational thought. The inhabitants of ‘I’ som
etim

es know
 things 

sim
ply because they sense them

 som
ehow

 (though they can’t explain 
how

): they sense w
hat they have to do, they sense that decision that 

they have to m
ake, they have an intuitive aw

areness of the truth of a 
certain m

atter. Intuition is regarded as a valuable source of inform
ation 

and they autom
atically take account of w

hat their intuition says. This is 
because their intuition speaks from

 w
ithin, from

 the self.
 

The inhabitants of Planet ‘I’ feel som
ew

hat superior to those on the 
other tw

o planets, though there is really no valid reason for this. They 
hardly shine in using their intuitive ability to relate to one another. In 
fact, they hardly do so: they live their ow

n lives and have little to do 
w

ith each other. Their real interest is in the experiences of their inner 
lives, not in all the fuss and bother of relationships. They dism

iss them
 

as unavoidable but a nuisance. It’s up to the other planets to take care 
of m

atters like that.


