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The good life in an industrial scelety

Cur wish is for a meaningful 1ife. In our avery-day existence we wan¥ to
feel that we live and thﬂ?:e de "matters” to our own euter and inner self, which
includes not only those ¢lose to us, but all men.

Considerations such as these do not, however, convey with a sufficient md
elsrity what our true concerns are. What are we lacking? ‘-E’h;:,r do we a1] sesm
rneertain abeut the nature of ocur treubles? Vhat is our guarrel with our ei-
vildzation? What do we mean by & more humsn society? Bhy cannot we even give
it = nama?

The truth is that we do name it, but wa do not ourselves gyite beliera
what we say. Thare iz perhaps mo one demsnd we make mors often than that fer
fresdom. Yet, when we come to think of it, nothing ean ba more vague . Why do
wa agsert that our religion insists on 1t? Yhers and when precisely does it de
30? imd why do me insist that we could not survive the loss of it? Faradexi-
rally, the truth is that what we imagine to bs merely paying lipservice te, 1s
the one thing we truly walus. e only do not believe it ours.lv. s, becanse our
current opinions make 1t appear impossible and tie professing of it insincars,

The paradox is this: It is our own despest conviction that we laek re.
Mgious faith. Indeed, this is the most widely held ‘b;lie:!‘ of our day. Henece,
when confronted with the pieture of our own
immr'-iifi, we refuse to recognize 1%, becauss it resembles what we imggine r
religion to bs like, of which we are convinced we (o not possess it. Sueh super-

ficial prejudices prevent us from identifying our trouble ts the point of wmekd
making us unsure of our frue wishes.
“hat 18 the fre»&d}:n?: we all balieve in? Is it axistence in an indusiried
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aneinmty which emueé the {635 of 147 Tnat 1s thnrna.‘litjr we try to reject?
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Thras ravelations have mede us what we are. The discovery of physical
death; the discovery of sternal death; the discovery of society. e have
resigned oursalves to the finitemwss of our bodily life and created our 1ife
out of it: werk, art, sciencs, morality, personal dedieation, serviece of man-
kind. We have rasigned oursslves to the discovery of our own souls and thes thresat
of aternal death. Out of it we have created & new 1ife of freedom, which is what
we are advised to live. It iz a life femimmemed of fear of eternal death and
hope of sternal 1ife; such a condition is fresdom and we rtsuse.te live without
1t., In a complex seociety the umwilled resulte of ocur willed actions are revealed.
0f these there are two which threaten us: powsr snd aconomic valus. These in-
volve us in creating power whioh compells the inner life ni; others, whether
we want it.or not. This 13 thae loss of freedom our livea suffer from. Inner
1ife dwindles when it is deprived of mesning. Take away responsibility for
creating powsr; tha amount of 1t; the uze made of it and so mmch of our meaning
has been removed. Tike away responsibility for inducing econemic value for the
bumsan valus ef other 1ives and so mueh of meaning has been removed. The human
Yife is personal.

Tha eoohomy 12 €0 be humanized, (aa the politiesl life has been before ouf
time It was constitutionalised and personalized. Here we meat the true revision-
iet task: How to introduce the personsl-moral requirements of human .xistence
inte the process of machine preduction. Capitalist erganization subjected the
process of preduction te institutional forme which adapted to the double require -
menta of technology and finanee, both reducad to a problem of costing. The
requiremants of fresdom -~ of adjusting continuity, discipline and efficlency
to the perschal xistence of the producer; to his deeply felt prefersnces often
expressive of learning and gifts; his Jodgrents of his sxistentdal needs in
regard to family; friends and inner cccasions, his adjuatments, strong
inclinations and aversions j; the pessibility of changing cocupations, professi-
ons; start anew in 1ifs in ather productive fialds; developing glfts, special

knowladge: contrituting ot improvemsnts, discoveries, innovations, orgamizationd




ideas, sxpsrimental attitudes, literary esssys, promoted imw through prises,
scholarships, travelling assistanece, public recognition, prasentation in
mars mecia, pericdical publications, ete. ste.,...

_ Warx once desolbed our understanding of the economy as & progreasive
humanizing of its coneept. What strue: the physiccrats as a natural-agrieultural
.Frhéesa of cirevlation; the marunnmilist:?i:icaiving af wealth a2 an extra-
human entlty -f objects; Adam Swmith humanized it further by deriving value

from human labsury but only in its scelalist orgsnization doesthe economy even=-

tually sppear in its true human-personal ferm.
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The economy 15 to be humanized, (as the political life has be=n Defore ouf
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ideas, exparimental attitudes, literary sssays, promoted mpn through prizes,

scholarships, travelling assistance, publie recognition, presentatisn in

mass media, periodical publications, etc. etCi,ess
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from human labour; but only in its socialist organization doestheedwnomy even-

tually appear in its trus human=perschnel form.
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