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Néavraty k prirode

Kazd4 doba m4 svoje Specifické podoby ,,ndvratov k prirode“. Ind bola rousseau-
ovsk4 predstava v osemndstom storodf, ind emersonovskd a thoreaouvskd v storocf
devitndstom. Koniec dvadsiateho storotia stavia pred nds otdzku pochopitelne ovela
naliehavejsie, a predsa zasa inak. Dnes vieme, Ze ide o dva problémy, ktoré majq je-
den zdroj, ale dve vychodiskd. Névrat k prfrode ako k podstate, veénému princfpu,
k evolugnému poslaniu ¢loveka moZno riesit individudlne a moZno ho riesif Gnikom,
osobnou alternatfvou. Ale priznaf sa k zodpovednosti za kvalitu prfrodného prostre-
dia, ktoré sme ako biologicky druh od nepamati prispOsobovali svojim potrebdm, ba
chifkam, moZno len na zdklade spoloného poznania, spolo¢ného pochopenia a spo-
lo¢ného rozhodnutia.

Prfrodu nosfme kaZdy v sebe a v siilade s tym kondme. V tomto zmysle sa nem4-
me kam vracat, lebo sme od prirody nikam nemohli odfst. T4to nasa podstata viak
spOsobila v okolitom prfrodnom prostredf zmeny, o ktorych d¢elnosti vo vztahu
k dihodobo udrZateInému Zitiu na Zemi moZno vdZne pochybovat. Prdve tieto po-
chybnosti st zdrojom moZnych a Ziaddcich ndvratov si¢asného fudstva. Samozrejme
nie romantickych, anachronickych a ani nie uZ iba intuitfvnych, ale ndvratov podlo-
Zenych adekvatnymi vedomostami o prirode a jej fungovanf.

Névrat k prfrode na konci druhého tisfcro¢ia neznamend ndvrat k prapovodnosti,
ale névrat k prirodzenosti. V ¢asopise venovanom environmentélnej problematike sa
pochopitelne pokisame ozrejmit a prediskutovat otdzku prirodzeného fungovania
ekosystémov a krajiny. Napriek tomu, Ze by sa dalo hovorit aj o podmienkach pri-
rodzeného fungovania prostredia socidlneho, zameriavame sa v tomto ¢fsle na prirod-
né prostredie. Na margo technick€ho versus prirodzeného hospodérstva poznamenal
svojho ¢asu vjznamny americky ekol6g Barry Commoner lakonicky: ,,priroda to vie
lepSie“. K tomu moZno dodat, Ze ¢lovek to bude vediet tym lepsie, &fm hibsie pochopf
prirodu. Renaturécia, revitalizdcia a dalSie podobné RE-aktivity sved¢ia o tom, Ze
sme si to uZ hddam zacali uvedomovat.
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Returns to nature

Each period has its own specific form of ,,return to nature“. The idea of Rousseau
in the 18th century differs from the idea of Emerson and Thoreau in the 19th century.
Of course the end of the 20th century puts the question much more urgently and in
another way. We know that the problems are two having only one resource but two
solutions. The return to nature as to the substance, to eternal principle, to evolution
mission of man is possible to solve individually by escape, by personal alternative. But
the declaration of responsibility for the quality of the environment, that is adapted to
our needs by us as biological species, is possible only on the basis of common recog-
nition, understanding and decision. ’

Everybody carries nature in himself and in harmony with this fact we perform.
From this viewpoint the term return is not an adequate one, because we could not
go away from nature. But we have caused in our environment changes the usefulness
of which may be doubtful in relation to sustainable living on the Earth. This scepticism
is the resource of possible and desirable returns ofmankind. Naturally not romantic,
anachronic or only intuitive returns, but returns based on adequate knowledge of na-
ture and its functioning.

The return to nature in the end of the second millenium does not mean a return
to remote origin but to naturalness. It is comprehensible if in the journal devoted to
environmental problems we try to explain and discuss the issue of natural functioning
of ecosystems and landscape. In spite of it in this isue will be possible to speak about
also the conditions of natural functioning of social environment, we pay attention to
natural environment. The important American ecologist Barry Commoner remarked
to the problem of technical versus natural economy: “nature knows it better”. We can
add toit, that the human being will it know the better the more he understands nature.
Renaturation, reclamation and other RE-activities give evidence about the fact that
perhaps we are going to recognize it.
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Zajtra sa (uz) dohodnu

duje ako tretia (sprostredkovatefsko—
medidtorskd) osoba. Samozrejme, Ze
préve takyto ucastnik sporu je schopny
analyzovat na zdklade hoci aj vonkajsfch
prejavov, mimiky a gestikuldcie svojho opo-
nenta momentélnu situdciu v hadke.
Umo#iuje mu to pohotovejSie nachddzat
efektfvne vychodisko zo zdanlivo neriesitel-
ne;j situdcie. Tieto workshopy podfa prof.
Wigginsa sliZia aj na pripravu dalsich me-
didtorov z radov t¢astnikov, ktorf by mohli
neskOr sami pokra¢ovat v organizovan{ po-
dobnych podujatf.

»Studenti mali moZnost vyskusat si
spOsoby efektfvneho vyjednévania v praxi,
na probléme, ktory si sami vybrali ako ty-
picky a vietkym ziastnenym dobre zné-
my. TakZe workshop nebol iba vycvikom
na osvojenie si ur€itych technik vyjednéva-
nia, ale pomohol aj vyrieSit alebo prinaj-

Workshop venovany problematike e-
fektfvneho vyjednévania a rieSenia konflik -
tov v ochrane a tvorbe Zivotného prostre-
dia sa uskutocnil v dfioch 6. — 8. oktGbra
1992 v Banskej Stiavnici. Podujatie organi-
zatne pripravilo KEC, odbornym garan-
tom bol Partners for Democratic Change
z USA, zastiipeny prof. Charlesom Wig-
ginsom a Centrum prevencie a rieSenia
konfliktov UK v Bratislave, ktoré repre-
zentovali PhDr. Du$an Ondrusek, CSc.
a PhDr. Klaudius Vicenik, CSc.

25 odbornikov z rznych sfér ochrany
a tvorby Zivotného prostredia sa obozna-
milo s novymi pohfadmi na vyjedndvanie
v konfiliktnych situdcidch. Dalo by sa pove-
dat, Ze dcastnfci semindra zfskali okrem
schopnosti primadrneho obhajovania vlast-
ného stanoviska v spore aj pohfad - lepsie
povedané optiku — ¢loveka, ktory spor sle-




