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Abstract of the paper
In this paper I examine whether “design wisdom” is a prerequisite for self-fulfillment or self-actualization. I refer
to various philosophers and I look at the life of Albert Speer. He was an architect in the Third Reich and had a
close relationship with Hitler. A combination of flawed personalities made these two a team. Speer brought his
design skills to work for National Socialism and in so doing gave them a sort of imprimatur or cachet. There is a
brief description of Speer’s journey into the centre of power and the result for him was a twenty-year jail
sentence. My thesis is that Speer’s involvement in this is archetypal and lessons can be learned from his
experience. He was not a thug, mediocre or incompetent.

Submission

Part 1
Wisdom is sometimes defined as a wise outlook, plan or course of action, common sense and good judgement.
It follows that design wisdom has some functional component connected with the act of designing. In all of these
things responsibility is an implicit component. For design practice it could include such a wide range of issues and
permutations that a personal design manifesto is endless. The designer is constantly coming into contact with
new situations and people, and he or she needs to find a path that satisfies creative desires as well as providing
a degree of accountability. 

Peter Singer offers a definition that I believe is helpful because it brings a plethora of ideas down to something
concrete. From this it is possible to build a structure or framework: ‘…we must conclude that those who hold
unconventional ethical beliefs are still living according to ethical standards, if they believe, for any reason, that
it is right to do as they are doing. The italicized condition gives us a clue to the answer we are seeking. The
notion of living according to ethical standards is tied up with the notion of defending the way one is living, of
giving a reason for it, of justifying it. Thus people may do all kinds of things we regard as wrong, yet still be living
according to ethical standards, if they are prepared to defend and justify what they do. We may find the
justification inadequate, and may hold that the actions are wrong, but the attempt at justification, whether
successful or not, is sufficient to bring the person’s conduct within the domain of the ethical as opposed to the
non-ethical.’ (Singer 1979, p. 9)

From my own country it is possible to give an example of this in practice. Traditional aboriginal society is believed
to have inhabited Australia for around 40,000 years before first white settlement. Even though a complex culture
evolved it is thought the practice of infanticide was common. Today people would be appalled by such behavior.
Basedow points out that, ‘twins are rarely seen… and that, generally, one twin will be killed at birth’ (Basedow
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1925, p. 63-4 quoted in Berndt 1964, p. 157). For Berndt the explanation may lie in the difficulty of feeding and
caring for two small children at the same time, especially in a bad season (Berndt 1964, p. 157). The hunting and
gathering functions of a community where people walked from one place to the next simply did not allow for
the carriage of more than one child.

In Christian society the text ‘Christ died so that others may live’ is a cornerstone of belief. Viewed as a metaphor
and applied to everyday life it is possible to read any daily newspaper and find examples. Somebody dies in a car
crash on a particularly bad section of road and finally the resources are found or redirected to correct this
shortcoming. And so it goes on where a person makes a mistake or gets caught in a situation and although there
is a penalty (fine, imprisonment, fatality of some kind) the resultant knowledge or change is of benefit to the
community. 

Is cheap labor in South East Asian countries an example of workers being exploited? This is something that might
directly involve a designer. For instance, are companies like Nike taking advantage of a situation where extremely low
wages are paid during the manufacturing process while huge profits are made at the retail level in developed countries?
In a way some of us are the beneficiaries of this situation. On the other hand people in Third World countries are
benefiting from the employment created even if wages are low. Should people making shoes for Nike be paid more
than other workers in the same country with similar employment? On the face of it this is not sustainable. 

In my view the political climate is an important factor. Countries like the Philippines, Indonesia and India have the
semblance of democratic government. It follows that individuals have a say in how things are done even if that is
indirect. On the other hand in Burma there is a clear case of repression. Elections have been held and the military will
not give up power. It could be said serious inequities are contained in the above descriptions and that it is iniquitous,
but from a Christian standpoint we are all sinners. Just like the Aboriginal mothers who murdered their babies. 

I think the Nazis weren’t just sinners but an archetype of evil and unethical behavior. They were not prepared to
defend or justify their actions. Almost without exception their rise to power and efforts to retain government
include activities that were outside the norms of civilized society. Very often we have only suspicions about some
event because of the total secrecy surrounding its execution. However, the total annihilation and unconditional
surrender of Germany in 1945 created a situation that allowed for an extraordinary evaluation of the period.
Efforts were made to destroy records during the war but the converse was a bureaucracy that kept a meticulous
account of its multifarious activities. Indeed a huge collection of records remained and these were immediately
put into some sort of order by various War Crime tribunals. The question of why so many records were kept has
been raised many times and the incredible answer seems to be because they never thought of getting caught! A
substantial number of books have been written based on these records and from personal observation.

Aristotle called ethics ‘practical reason’ because it is concerned with how we behave. His Nicomachean Ethics
opens with, ‘Every art, and every science reduced to a teachable form, and in like manner every action and moral
choice, aims, it is thought, at some good: for which reason a common and by no means bad description of the
Chief Good is, “that which all things aim at.”’ (Aristotle 1911 p. 1) Aristotle believed that by applying themselves
to practical reasons people could acquire deeper understanding of moral judgement and moral values and
therefore would know that the best human life was one lived in accord with moral principles. Any person who
understood the nature of morality would know that right conduct was a necessary condition for self-fulfillment
or self-actualization. The difference between good and bad is related to human values and one test of what is
‘good’ is whether the result causes human beings to flourish.

Mackie says, ‘Any institution is constituted by many people behaving in fairly regular ways, with relations between
them which transmit and encourage and perhaps enforce those ways of behaving. An institution will have rules or
principles of action, or both, which the participants in the institution will formulate fairly explicitly, allow to guide their
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own actions, and infringements of which they will discourage and condemn... An institution can be fairly adequately
described in an abstract, formal, way simply by stating and explaining the rules and principles and concepts…When
I speak of the requirements of an institution, I am referring not only to the normative content of the abstract rules
and principles, but to various things actually being demanded, condemned, enforced or encouraged. These
requirements, then, are constituted by human thought, behavior, feelings, and attitudes.’ (Mackie 1977 p. 80-81)

According to Hobbes competition and mutual distrust make the natural state of man a war of all against all. Fear
of death and the desire both to preserve themselves and, by industry, to acquire the means to a decent life and
to be secure in their possession of them give men a reason to seek peace. But no one can stop fighting against
others unless they will at the same time stop fighting against him; so what is needed for peace is an agreement
to limit competition claims. But even if such an agreement is made, no one has a sufficient motive to abide by it
unless he has some assurance that the other parties to it will do so too. (Tuck 1996)

This is interesting when looking at German politics prior to the Second World War. Hitler’s ambitions for a greatly
expanded Germany led to attacks on neighboring countries and the ‘friendly’ takeover of Austria. Neville
Chamberlain came back from a conference with the Fuhrer in Berchtesgaden and told the British people there
was, “Peace in our time.” Hitler’s comment about the peace agreement is reputed to be, “He was such a nice
old man so I gave him my autograph.”

The moral principles that Hobbes offers as the necessary solution to the problem of natural competition and
distrust are stated as a series of laws of nature: to seek peace if there is hope of attaining it; to accept mutual
limitation of competitive claims; to keep agreements; to show gratitude in return for benefits; to accommodate
oneself to others; to pardon past offences of those who repent and give assurance of not repeating their
offences; to refrain from backward looking, retributive, punishment; and eight further laws of the same general
sort. (Hobbes 1651)

For Hobbes the natural right was simply not to be harmed by another. If assaulted one could justifiably use any
means to repel the assailant. But that was the only natural right one possessed. Everything else depended upon
the willingness of parties to negotiate civil contracts with each other. Everything else, from land, money, goods,
and property was, effectively, up for grabs. (Hobbes 1651)

Moreover, for Hobbes, we are all competitive beings who desire to get one over our neighbor. To hit the winning
tape first is the primary impulse in humankind, and to think any differently is to subscribe to the absurd,
repugnant and ignorant writings of Aristotle. Given this particularly glum picture of humanity, what can be done
to secure at least a tolerable existence? The answer is a social contract, a set of laws designed to ensure maximum
freedom combined with personal security. (Hobbes 1651) 

Part 2
Albert Speer was a designer. Born in Mannheim on March 19, 1905. He attended universities at Munich and
Berlin to study architecture and in 1929, at the age of twenty-four, was First Assistant at the Technical University
in Berlin. His father had also been an architect after serving an apprenticeship and became comparatively wealthy.
At the age of twenty-seven, in 1931, Albert went into business for himself and in that same year attended a Nazi
Party rally along with five thousand students and professors. He was impressed by Hitler. ‘[Hitler appeared] –
greeted with incredible enthusiasm. Receptive as I am to atmosphere, already this had its effect on me: I felt goose
skin going down my spine. And then – I had only seen pictures of him in uniform, his hair sort of wild, but here
he was, in a good blue suit, looking civil and well-cared for…’ (Sereny 1995 p. 80)

What had made the biggest impression on him on the occasion of that first speech of Hitler’s, he said later, ‘…was
first his unexpected shyness and then the restraint he displayed, both in what he said and how he said it. Later I
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often noticed this tendency of shyness in Hitler when he found himself in the company of highly educated people
who were superior to him in knowledge. In the second half of the speech, the shyness disappeared and he spoke
with urgency and conviction… of the need for young Germans to find pride.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 81)

Speer was profoundly affected and said many decades later, ‘Above all else – and it was obviously the greatest
mistake of my life – I felt he was a human being; I mean with that, I felt he cared: not only about Germany, which
in his own terrible way of course he did, but that he cared about people. If you like, though it would never have
occurred to me to put it like that at the time, that he cared about me… I mean about us, the young, individually...
I didn’t expect to feel that, you see; I abhor, yes, I abhor vulgarity and loudness, and that’s what I associated with
him before that night.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 82)

He applied for membership in the Nazi Party shortly afterwards and the first architectural work for the party came
soon after. He was commissioned by Karl Hanke to redecorate a Party HQ in the suburb of Grunweld. Days were
spent selecting wallpaper, curtains and paint. ‘I went quite crazy there in my choice of colors,’ said Speer. ‘I still
don’t know why: it was diametrically opposite to what Tessenow [a revered teacher] had taught us and I so loved.’
(Sereny 1995 p.92) His soon to be long-term secretary, Annemarie Kempf, commented, ‘It was fantastic,
everybody was talking about him: he’d painted the outer office bright red and all the others canary yellow with
red curtains. Some people thought it was crazy – I thought it was wonderful: it was so alive.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 92)

Speer’s contact with the Nazis receded for a time. He moved to Manheim and lived on small commissions
refurbishing buildings his family owned there. In July 1932 he went on holidays with his wife and decided to visit
Berlin along the way to feel part, ‘of the exciting election atmosphere and – if possible – to help…’ (Sereny 1995
p. 94) He put himself and his car at the disposal of the NSKK Berlin West (the Nazi Party car pool) and was assigned
to courier duty. By chance he got to see Hitler at close hand again. He was just about to continue his journey when
Karl Hanke, who was now working in Berlin, said, ‘I’ve been looking for you everywhere. Wouldn’t you like to build
our new district HQ?’ (Sereny 1995 p. 95) Again the commission was a conversion rather than a new construction.

Annemarie Kempf said, ‘If I had to say what my first memory is of Speer it would be of a big table, topsy-turvy
full of drawings, designs and color patterns and him reaching out and always finding whatever he wanted,
without even looking. The order of his mind even then simply cut through – simply ignored – chaos.’ (Sereny 1995
p.96) Speer said, ‘I worked day and night, easy enough for a 27-year-old with good nerves.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 96)
On October 1, the conversion was completed exactly on time.

By March 1933 Hitler was Chancellor of Germany. Hanke telephoned Speer in Mannheim and asked how soon
he could come to Berlin? He had the oil changed in their small BMW sports car, they packed a little suitcase and
he and his wife drove through the night to Berlin. Dr Goebbels had just been named Propaganda Minister and
Speer was commissioned to refurbish a beautiful nineteenth century building built by famous architect Karl
Friedrich Schinkel. Again it was to be done in a great hurry and work continued day and night. 

Within days of finishing Goebbel’s Ministry, Speer saw on his desk the designs for the May 1 rally at Tempelhof
Field. ‘When he remarked that they looked like decorations for a shooting match, Hanke said that if he thought
he could do better, to go to it. That same night Speer designed a platform and behind it three huge, marvelous
flags, two of them black-white-red and the one between them the swastika banner, all of them fifteen meters
high. This was the first time Speer gave his theatrical talent free rein. “I got the best lighting technicians and
together we set up beautiful effects with huge searchlights.” Hitler apparently loved it – so much so that
Goebbels claimed the idea his own.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 99-100)

The next commission was to redesign the interior of Goebbel’s new residence and to add a larger reception hall.
‘Speer light-heartedly promised to have it ready in eight weeks… When Goebbels told Hitler, he said it couldn’t
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be done. This started a wild 24-hour-a-day construction program in three shifts…’ (Sereny 1995 p. 100) Hitler
visited the construction site every few days and still had his doubts however the project was completed on time.
During the preparation for the first party rally in Nuremberg after the Nazis came to power Speer had his first
personal encounter with Hitler. ‘The rally organizers were having problems with stadium decor and someone
remembered the architect who designed the Tempelhof platform for the May 1 celebration. Speer was flown to
Nuremberg and quickly made some sketches.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 100) The flags he had used previously were
replaced with a huge eagle, about twenty meters across, nailed to a truss like a butterfly. The idea proposed by
Speer could not be approved locally and he was referred to Rudolf Hess in Munich who immediately arranged a
meeting with the Fuhrer.

Speer reports the following events at this meeting, ‘And there I stood before Hitler, the Chancellor, who, it would
seem, had just taken a pistol apart that was lying in pieces on the table in front of him. “Put your drawings down
here,” he said without looking up, pushing the pistol parts aside. He looked at the sketches with interest, but
never looked at me. “Agreed,” he said and, ignoring my presence, turned back to cleaning his gun. I left.’ (Sereny
1995 p. 101) Apparently Hitler knew nothing about him, as he would confirm to Speer a few months later, but
he was now on his way. This is a rather interesting encounter. Later when choices had to be made for the
redevelopment of Berlin, Mies van der Rohe was a possible candidate for the role of chief architect. However Mies
was an older man and viewed as being less flexible or maybe less malleable (not to mention his involvement at
the Bauhaus) than someone like Speer.

Speer was appointed to assist Professor Troost’s rebuilding of the Reich Chancellor’s apartment in Berlin. Troost
came from Munich and Speer’s role was to be the liaison person for local contractors who he knew well. Hitler
made noontime visits to the site and was escorted around by Speer and a building supervisor. He asked questions
but Speer reports, ‘I had the feeling he didn’t even see me; he never looked at me. During the many inspections
he made of our progress - although he asked many questions, some of which were up to me to answer - he never
addressed me directly. I came to feel that was just his way; I accepted it as, well, normal. Why should the great
man talk to me? It was enough for me just to be there.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 101)

Hitler affected a quite congenial air with workers on the site and friends often asked Speer questions about his
relationship or impressions of the Fuhrer. ‘I think it’s true to say that his lack of affection captivated me, and, yes,
I enjoyed living in this aura of reflected glory. A lot of people - my students and friends at the university, and
Hanke and that crowd - they all knew I was working on that site, and questions rained down on me, not about
the work, of course, but about him. Was it true, they asked, that he came every day? Virtually alone? Unguarded?
“That’s pretty reckless of him,” the party people said, but actually, everybody was delighted, just as I was.’ (Sereny
1995 p. 102)

One day, at the end of the usual noon visit, Hitler, who had never seemed to give him a moments notice, suddenly
turned to Speer as he was leaving and said, ‘Come along to lunch.’ Speer’s reaction is recorded in Gitta Sereny’s
book, “Can you imagine this? Here I was, young, unknown and totally unimportant, and this great man, for
whose attention - just for one glance - our whole world competed, said to me, “Come along to lunch.” I thought
I’d faint.’ (1995 p. 102) Some plaster had landed on Speer’s clothes during the inspection so Hitler made him
wear one of his own coats to the lunch, which was attended by a large number of party officials. ‘Can you
conceive what I felt? Here I was, twenty-eight years old, totally insignificant in my own eyes, sitting next to him
at lunch, wearing his clothes and elected - at least that day - as virtually his sole conversational partner. I was dizzy
with excitement.’ (Sereny 1995 p. 103)

Speer appears to have gone through a kind of initiation process. The interactions seem to involve something as
a necessary part or condition of acceptance. His aloofness did not, as Speer says, result from being a great man
(compare this to how Americans relate to their President) but rather an inability to form lasting close relationships.
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Speer too had personal shortcomings. His somewhat cold upbringing saw the need for a father figure. Hitler
became Speer’s unrequited love according to one observer.

Under cross-examination at the Nuremberg tribunal Speer said, ‘In 1934 [sic: 1933] Hitler noticed me for the first
time. It was then I got to know him [and] from that moment on I was able to practice my profession as an
architect with undiluted fervor, for Hitler was fanatically involved in his patronage of architecture and confided
immense commissions to me. Aside from building the new Reich Chancellery in Berlin and the venue for the party
rallies here in Nuremberg, he confided to me the reconstruction of the cities of Berlin and Nuremberg. Because
of Hitler’s passion for building, I was in [constant] close personal contact with him... If he had been capable of
[friendship], I would indubitably have been one of his closest friends...’ (Sereny 1995 p. 104)

It wasn’t Speer’s role as an architect that brought him before the major war crimes tribunal in Nuremberg. Rather it
was his appointment to the post of Armaments and War Production Minister in 1942, the use of slave labor and his
knowledge or otherwise of atrocities including the Holocaust. His ability to organize and manage projects on time
made him eminently suited to the task of providing Hitler’s war machine with infrastructure and munitions. Incredibly
a post war American assessment is that his zeal and organizational genius extended hostilities for a full year. 

Part 3
The Nazi Party open-air political rallies are of interest because these present some of the most enduring images
of the time. This method of communication suited Hitler’s form of oratory expression and had the benefit of
making him the center of attention. There was no television in the 1930’s and 40’s and the kind of political
coverage we take for granted did not exist. President Kennedy is usually regarded as the first politician to make
most use of this medium through his televised debates with Nixon, frequent press conferences during his term of
office, and special announcements on subjects like the Cuban missile crisis.

Close inspection would not have suited the Nazis who presented a sanitized version of the news. The open-air
rallies were a chance for Hitler to create a spectacle full of a symbolism and pomp. It was theatrical and the
images created for cinema were heavily edited. There was a kind of ritual that implied continuity. Hitler’s speeches
were also transmitted through radio broadcasts. The audience at these rallies was mostly the party faithful
including a Para-military organization known as the Brown Shirts or SA. In the early 1930’s not everybody was so
enthusiastic and rally participants were sometimes lampooned because they could not march in large formations.
Events held at night camouflaged imperfections. 

Power plus unity of purpose were important themes for the Nazis. They wanted Germans to see party and country
as one entity and slip shod presentations could detract from this carefully managed idea. Speer’s contribution
reinforced the perception that the Nazis were professional and could be trusted to guide Germany. At the
Tempelhof rally Speer put searchlights around the arena pointing heavenwards. This ‘cathedral of light’ actually
turned night into day at least around Hitler and his fellow Germans for that evening. It was just what he was
promising a society still reeling from the effects of hyperinflation and economic depression. It was a special effect
used again and again.

Speer was entrusted with the proposed redesign of Berlin. Massive buildings were to be Hitler’s legacy and these
created a kind of reflected glory manifested in stone and symbolism. Citizens could revel in achievements of the
State because on a personal or human level people did not exist. In terms of Maslow’s hierarchy of needs I think
Speer was in large part responsible for the Nazi aesthetic. ‘Speer’s talent lay in understanding Hitler’s ideas,
embellishing them magnificently and driving his projects to successful completion.’ (Spotts 2002 p. 349)

Decades later Annemarie said of her boss, ‘I had an enormous capacity for enthusiasm, but not for Speer. He
didn’t – how shall I put it? – he didn’t provoke a personal, an emotional reaction, even later. I think he never
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wanted it from anybody – indeed, to go further, he probably did everything to avoid it. If there was anything
conspicuous about him it was his stillness, his calm. In fourteen years, I hardly ever saw him lose it’ (Sereny 1995
p. 96). Hitler’s amoral pattern of behavior was by definition neither moral nor immoral. How is it possible for
someone to be outside the sphere to which moral judgments apply? Are they retarded or mentally ill? 

‘Freud believed that the father personifies objectivity because he brings external, social rules into the private,
symbiotic relationship of the mother and child. The father grants the child a “way into the world” by asserting
boundaries between the child and mother, and by inserting social norms the child must follow. He embodies an
authority which Freud understood as rational and progressive, and which the child both fears and admires. The
child internalizes this “law of the father” in the form of the “superego”: this is the agency which governs the
ego, forcing the child to renounce the desire to stay united to the mother and enabling him/her to become self-
governing’ (Freud 1961, quoted in Lupton 1993, p. 46). The opposite of this process is likely to be seen as an
unresolved Oedipus complex. 

August Kubizek and Hitler were teenage friends who shared an interest in music and the arts. At one time they
lived together in Vienna. In 1954 he wrote a book entitled The Young Hitler I Knew and this provides a unique
insight. For example he says that Hitler’s obsessive interest in books and knowledge was simply a way for him to
confirm existing beliefs and so not feel threatened. From the descriptions it is obvious Hitler could really get
involved in a subject if he was motivated. Perhaps it was an unconscious and futile effort at self-help? It appears
he lacked motivation during high school and his results were an impediment to a career in architecture. (Kubizek
1954) Hitler attempted to enter an art school in Vienna but failed the entry examination more than once. According
to Spotts ‘…he maintained that he had sought out the rector of the Academy who said that while the sketches
showed talent for someone wanting to be an architect, they demonstrated no aptitude at all for painting. Years
afterwards, in one of his nocturnal monologues, Hitler elaborated: “The professor asked me what architecture
school I had attended. What? I never went to any architectural school! But you must have gone to some
architectural school. You have an obvious talent for architecture. That was devastating to me, because on the one
hand I wanted to go into painting classes but on the other I realized that, yes, he was right.”’ (Spotts 2002 p. 124)

Part 4
In terms put forward by Thomas Hobbes at the beginning of this paper the Nazis could not compete and so more
often than not they created a deception. The mystery of the Reichstag fire and Fritz Todt’s suspicious death in a
plane accident are examples. Speer was immediately named his successor in 1942. The unspeakable actions and
secrecy surrounding the Holocaust are among the worst of these crimes. The follow-on is they could not allow
themselves to be open for scrutiny and so there was no social contract.

Speer was highly intelligent but emotionally flawed. His neurosis forced a compromise and many would regard
this as making a pact with the devil. To say Hitler was emotionally flawed might be viewed as an understatement
but here were two people trying to fulfill their needs in one way or another. In my reading of the period one
phrase is often repeated even in connection with the final solution and that is ‘the banality of evil.’ Many
Germans loved Hitler ‘One is in need of mourning when one has survived a death encounter, actual or symbolic,
and the Mitscherlichs view post-World War II Germany as a nation of survivors. But they are survivors unable to
come to terms with the intensity of their love for the leader they lost. Most Americans have never realized – and
many Germans prefer to forget – how intense those feelings were, how infused with imagery of shared virtue
and of national purification and revitalization.’ (Mitscherlich 1975 introduction p. viii) Bauhaus designers like Mies
van der Rohe and Herbert Bayer fled Germany and later went on to make a significant contribution in North
America. That was not Speer’s destiny.

The Leviathan (or Cosmic Man) depicted in Hobbes book is made up of all the people of the commonwealth –
‘A Common-wealth is said to be Instituted, when a Multitude of men do Agree, and Covenant, everyone,
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with everyone, that to whatsoever Man, of Assembly of Men, shall be given by the major part, the Right to
Present the Person of them all, (that is to say, to be their Representative;) everyone, as well as he that Voted
for it, as he that Voted against it, shall Authorise all the Actions and Judgments, of that Man, or Assembly of
men, in the same manner, as if they were his own, to the end, to live peaceably amongst themselves, and be
protected against other men.’ (Tuck 1996 p. 121)

‘According to the testimony of many myths, the Cosmic Man is not only the beginning but the final goal of all
life – of the whole of creation. “All cereal nature means wheat, all treasure nature means gold, all generation
means man,” says medieval sage Meister Eckhart. And if one looks at this from a psychological point of view, it
is certainly so. The whole inner psychic reality of each individual is ultimately orientated toward this archetypal
symbol of the Self. In practical terms it means the existence of human beings will never be satisfactorily explained
in terms of isolated instincts of purposive mechanism such as hunger, power, sex, survival, perpetuation of the
species, and so forth. That is, man’s main purpose is not to eat, drink etc, but to be human. Above and beyond
these drives, our inner psychic reality serves to manifest a living mystery that can be expressed only by a symbol,
and for its expression the unconscious often chooses the powerful image of the Cosmic Man.’ (Jung 1964 p. 215)

The Nazis compared their concept of being an Aryan or the Master Race with Nietzsche’s superman but in my
view that was a misinterpretation, ‘Have a good mistrust today, you higher men, you stouthearted ones, you
openhearted ones! And keep your reasons secret! For this today is the mob’s.’ (Nietzsche 1978 p. 290) The same
theme is more clearly illustrated in The Return of Zarathustra by Herman Hesse (If the War Goes On 1972). It
was anathema to Nazi thinking and no doubt the reason his books were burnt. Sociologists call it
psychopathology in society.

Design needs to have meaning; a context of some sort, and that is the value of design wisdom. The design
process provides this facility. Roland Bath wrote in Elements of Design ‘as soon as society can be said to exist,
every use also becomes a sign of that same use. The staircase becomes for everybody the conventional sign to
denote ascending, whether or not anyone ascends a given staircase in fact.’ (Leach 1997 p. 202). 

There is a question about national socialism and the Third Reich. I do not wish to trivialize the criminal nature of
this regime but it did provide a kind of art therapy for both Hitler and Speer.
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Biography
My design studies as a mature age student have been a series of stepping-stones. I completed a Graduate
Diploma of Design at the University of Technology Sydney and soon after began a Master of Design at the
University of New South Wales, College of Fine Arts in Paddington. At first my main concern was mastering
various software programs but gradually I developed an interest in wider issues. Very often my assignments
focussed on the practice of various architects. I knew about Albert Speer and actually visited Zeppelin Field in
Nuremberg on a backpacking tour of Europe in my early twenties. For the future I have commenced researching
the Spanish Revival style popular in America during the 1920’s and 30’s.
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