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UPREEDOH AND TECHIJLOOYR - GUTERAL COiMINTS

The interdependence of technolﬁgy, fear and power i1s the strongest
part of Lhe whole thesis and this raises our question on the correct Llevel.
It is not 2 murely metaphysieal que#tion because nobhing related'tﬁ
technology can b2 pure motaphysies. T&ere iz a Lind of precariousness of

egxiztanca,

Hith.rﬂfarcncc‘tﬂ the chraters on social discontent, for a long
{ime there w=s 2 c¢riticism of socciely. Soclal questioné appear in every
kind of form. Fron Owen to Harx it appeérs snciaty'ahould be changed.
We have o do somebking. Crly much lator does the crdltleizsm of human'

existence (not soeiety) mske its appearance.

The existential critieism begins with Freud and runs to Sartre and
is not a eriticism of society at 231 e,g. Tillich, Hiotzsche. Shaw accepted
the idea from Mistzscho that we nced s superien., It is quite an interesting
distinction botween sceial discontent and modern pessisdsm, There is no

anciél eriticiam Loday.

(If they found a erims wave, the Bolsheviks woild go all the way in

referming society, )

We have historicel material for the charter on the machine mand the
discovery of seeiebty, and ther we have the countorpart, seocial discontent,

and exdstentisl discontent.

If ultimatoly it turns out there is sewcthing wrong with human exlstence,

we gre near the roadls end,
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Cur answar i8 that it's the reality of society where the trouwdble
is and the non-zecceptance of the reality of soclety leazds to specifie
troubles: absolutdsn and the loss of freedom. FBub, and this is important,

we do not accept a positlon of reaignation, that no freedom is possible at all.

What are the conditions in which freedon s xists? Ve introduce two

qualificalions:

1) Only in our effort to reform and imrrove soclety can we
discover iss limits,
2) Certalmly there caunol be an elimination of personal freedom

altogether,

This falls back on Bousseau and modsrn socisly and 1z the existonce
of residusl freedom. There is no possibls explanation of soclety which would -

not leave to the individual a realw of freedom. Thersfere ws nesd an answer.

In this lizht the third revelation 1¢§565 its absnluténeﬂs ard bepcines
realistic, This haprons over two centuries. There is 2 gystical rolaticn
" between lmowledre {absclute ecertainty) and the modalitics of existonce and

thiz {4 what the bosk eoneludas on.

The book c¢oncludes on 4 very realistie position and glves seriousness
T - L] - L] - -
to the whele position, %This Is nobt a subjective reovelabicon but sn actual

history of the machine and soeial philozophy,.

Where doss the progress lie in cur presontatlon? In dealing with
Caen, Shaw and the young Marx does the latlor come in at the end of sceinl
discentent? He didn™t join In the soclsl pessimdsa. P, articipstes that

the Russians are turaing to the early Marx,




Therafore, the basic tone of this whole tllﬁy should be unnitigated
and scandalous provoﬁatian.. There steuld be a series of these always related
to the historical Evidence, usually called reality. Ve don’t ﬁove irnﬁ a shate
of metaphysical insight to declarabions of an extrome ekatacter, but we afa .
conatructive and indicate pcéitiua action. There is a4 contrast bebween the
dﬁfratic pﬂaitihn of the imnay in,¢bbt and the relaztive and rracticel

character of the aolutiun.

There is a double tension: botween our views and the eurrent ones
and the expectation of the reader and $he anti-climax. ‘The solution lizs in
a refors of our consclousness and this is what we apra doling although it sonnds

banal. We eall it maturity and libvertr.

The Tillich presentation in "Time" 1s not far from thiz positien but
he misses the technological point., With P._there appears to be no compaints
- with scelely before the technologicel revolubien. There were all kinds of

complaints with the rich ete. but these are different,

P, is satisficd by making the book hislorical and rel ating it to
personalities and thoushts, Cur position will amerge more and more clearly.
The probleus of the existentialists are mere ard norsa al_:mﬂluﬁsi..}.c than

anything else, °

P, als¢ read Kierkegaard egain and read the stovy eof Abrahaz and
Jacob. It all boging by his insictence that modern Lrouzht 1g ranlly ahont
doubt and atheism and that hs doubts whether one can et beyond o yosition
of faith., Ms repards the attempt to @Etﬁhliah the rosition Eeynnd faith
4B ?hilnsophiauily net ssricus, This is SDdhfhmt pectliar ard he guotas g

Latin sentence from Descartes and a LdtJn séntence from Newkon to prove
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these people were nob sbheists. Dut in this plece there is no ppecific
interest in Christienity and no belief in Christ but there is a belief in
God, Cn the other hand if it is faith drrespactive ¢f Christizn tenets, then
i+ is not sure if anything elwe is meant than the firm conviclicen of the
meaningfulness of existence, The Christian pesition is based on the fact

that Jesus redecmed mankind.

P. started on the 0ld Testament znd read a lot. It is a confused story
starting off several times from Genesis and especially poculiar with regard to the
antestors of the rage. M regards tho morality of Jacob it is mot known if it

13 a humeresoue or seriously meant e.g. the Eoau affair.

The ;ﬂmpluints against saéiety continue for fifty to siuly years after
Cwen and then comes the modern pessimiem complaining of man himself, The
actual difficuiLy 15 with a technolosical socicty. We elther accopt it or
not, therefore let uws accopt it wholeheartedly. Bub then there is no use
conplaining of the technological churuﬁter of human exiatence. The ﬁoﬁplainb

is the lack of frazdoem bat this is not Dﬁenly sald.

FPor the liberal it would ar—ear that fresdom is not possible e3 long

as thers exists any society.

But wha{ we mean by fresdem is our eonseience baing our onlf master.
There are hare necessities which transcond our censclence. Dub there 1s a
residue of Treesdon, e.g. we camneb sband for absolite freecdom, 100 per cent
froedon, justice, ete. I su, we pst nothing ard we may destroy tho world,
and go straight te hell. The frasdors we could have, we destroy 1n ihe name

of absolutes, This 18 vsin ehildish talk in a technologleal elvilization.

It means becoming different people - Shavian people. Shaw said that
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hian soclety wonti go to hell gnd is nut.depenﬂent.an cheap conventions,.

We ecan drop Lhemy what we are adjusting to are not the true necesaities..

We shouldn't talk with big pestures, with blg phrases. That's Shaw, What
you lose is important. Instead of living within the limits, you live an
artificinl, empty imitation of a chesp stage and what you misé is true life.
You must prick the tmbble of vaniﬁy and pive up Lhe leading articles in
nowspapers wiich c%ll for 100 per cent ste. The day before yestorday man was

sitting in the trees and fﬂda? we are aaking why don't our wings grow faster,

My guestion: Comparing our owm socicty with medleval society wouldn'd
it be truz that more Jresdem would have to bs relingulshed in medieval scciety

than teoday? j : :

P. what 5 it that makes the demand for fresdom more strinpent than
t was? Since when 1s there sush an individoslistic dessnd fop anrestricted

individuzl freedom?

One can't say théra was always such a demand. Now when there is leas
freedom there is a grealer dewand, It is not easy to say how ona has to
define freedom in erder te make the nelnt that P. is maleing,  It's quitg Lrae
that before J.8. Fill, "Ou Liberty" (1839?} the demand ﬁoesn't come up. Yab
that is the firatabﬁak in Whiﬁh this kind of freedom of oplulon, views, and

associatlons, 1s held in extreme fashion,

My guestion: How does the problem in a technalogical zceiety diffen

from other soclstjeat

Ona obvicus thing that a technologlea) sccicty preduced 1a power.
Bafore one might hawve inagined that we didn'i need the state, althoush

Luther and Calvin did say the sfate was necessary for crlninasls.  The liberals




8ay that if everybedy acts a0 as to protect the other fellow there 1s no nced

for the state,

The exaprerated clalns to freesdom are the product of liberalism. Yot
befere J.3, Mllts "0n Libkerty" did this renstrate society. He meand fresdom

of conselence and opinion in an extreme form.

Eomething happened Lo prepare ié. It was the attritlcé, after the
religlouy wars had almost destroyed civilization. In England tolerance Iop
religiaus ninorities became a leading idea wdith tha furitans. It was the
grezt ldea for Cromwell and the Seokers - tolerance. By Lockela tiue religicus
tolerance existed for everybody except the Roman Gathnlicﬁ and the atheista.

& tolergnce for minmritiea devélnps and reaches iis apogee in MilLl's *On Liberty".
One can't say that in the 18th century under the four Georpes 1iberty was rampant.
The Roman Catholics of Varyland made a list of all the sects el were recognized
and Mzpyland was a Cs thnl*c ctate, Helipgious minerities mzant minoritizs whe

accaytad ithe trJnity.

The first Unitarian was Serv&fuﬁ iate in the.léth century. €Calwvin
had bdm burned. “hy burning? ¥herc doos it come from? Josn of fAre was
burned as a witeh, Shaw koew the whole thing and it 1s discussed at length

in Joean. Show knew it well,

1t is difficult to sce how after Roger Yilliams (16C0%'z} - The Bloody
Yenots of Persecution - thore Is the claim for freedos for zny sect, Bub
betiesn him and 111 there is another 330 years, The Bill of Tdghts in Americs

goes back to Locke (1793 or 1786).

P, dossn't know whether before the formulaticn of medern soelety as
a fras assoclatisn of individusls there was any accepbanee of Lhe possillities

for power and compulsion. There was no pessinism about corpulsion boosvse




i-i-?-..

these were nob democracies in which this was establiszshaod,

It §s very peculier that ab the bezirning of the liberal state
{cf Dicey, a marvelous book) the use of legislative compulsion, the same as

modern state power, is Vﬂry'léta ~ the rdddle of the 19th century,.

F. shawéd that in order to enrdr;e 1iberty, ecompulsion was used all
ﬁha_way. Cumpﬂlsiﬂn dates from the techrological eivilization - the enforcenment
of the mafkgt systen., One of the most Important things P. showed inlhis two
chapters on liboralism was that while liberalism was ploneed planning was not.
{Thie was guoted by ¥nnis).  The peint is that the Poor Law had to be enfcfced
all the way. MAlso the bullding of markets and buiiding of towns had to bs

enforeced. (Away wlth the vestries?).

How to give precise conbent to the technologicel civilizztion? There
is a revululivn and the end is not yel in aight. ‘Thers is a change of the
position ﬁf the Individual with regard to freedom: the paint is we that dor't
doubt txis bub what is ths chéngg and at what pednt would we say thal ihe
change does occﬁr? Tidls change is nob assumed to be either a Euﬁden change
nor ie it assumed to be one which affecteé 1ife at ene poindt or ancther,
but in sowe sense . ib's a gradusl change and affects 1ife at.mahy peints. This
is dn a gEnse obvious. Walwauldn't be able to say why the lnventicn of Kay's
Shuttle ahuulﬂlchanga Dnalish Bﬂcietj or e.;z. the stean englne = why the
mechanical power saﬁply shicold ehiange ali Hestern socicties. Thaf would be
unreal, lﬁaﬁ.the Fact that the chippe happons over tins dosesn't zlier the
character of chanpgs itself, nor does it affect life all around at once. Bub
this doean't albter the facht that it affects life e.z.:

1} What are the ways in which the machine coneeivably affects éocimty?

2) What are the ways in which this aflects frecdom?




It would be natural to link this to stages or gradstions, We have
worked out somebbing orn the woy the machine affects socliety and have taken

three fairly indopendent affecis on 1ifo in soeietyr:

1) There is the cammdslon which working at the machine exerts
‘on the worker vho serves it, Factory work is the starting point
of this. Ihls runs through the whole gamui of Chaplin's Wicdarn

Timesh,

2)  Quite different is the dependenes of all daily life on gadgetls
the control of which is vital to our very existence, This was
begun with railways and public wtilities onwards to ths present
dominanes of cenbralized power sources over dally life fﬁr the

comunity as s whole,

3) Third stage ssened Lo ruke at one and ihe saso time a1l 1ifse
¢apable of ﬁhysical destruction and at the sate time a2ll ninds
contrallable in the same speacific senze by eleactroniec devices

and npclear ENeTET.

This gave us sone ldea ﬁf what we maan by # technnlo;ical-ciuﬂizﬁtlan.
The first of these really only ﬁroduces thenomena of wrbardzaticn and aiterinrizaLiwn
of existﬂnca,fhut togebther with the first elements of the machaudwation of
soplety ltself. The second is diileront ars already makes for the precarionsness
of technslapical existence, while the third increazes this to zn extrane and st
the same tlue wipes ocub the independent rental faeulties of the individual e.g.
insofar us they are watching a tclevision screen., It is rot our job to

distingulsh and ancalyse the Innumsrable varicus ways in which these three in

thair interpsnebration affect the human erviromaenl and the tissus of socisty.
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Yet it should be summaed up in the phrase that it attacks individual freedom,
end its hopes., Thie convietion is general and deesn't dapsnd on the capacity
of following up how technolocy changes the, tlssue or how the change in the

tisaue effects irdividual freedom.

_fTha question for us is nﬂwisinue we have dene this work a few months
ag%:ia there any chanze? Ho it is good enoush for Lhe parposes for which we
~are using it. OSo we are falling back on the work we have done thus far. The

book itself must be quiet. Ome cannot pallop around and get out of breath.)

e left 0u£ sopeetiding after saying hiow the interpénetration affects the
tisoue of geelety and hew the tissus of soclsly affects the individualls
frecdom. Wo have to say whet these effeels are. ¥e hove to say ﬁoﬁething aleny ths
linen tﬁe tisszue of society affects freedom. T. dogontt think we should simplifly

the rrotlem In sy artificial way.

We should keep to the point, Tow dees it ewlminate in man's involvenent

in two things:

1) Unmlinited rowsr — {soclidl and politieal, not machanical)}.

2} Involvment in ecompulsion i,e. in it's use.

That iz the thesis behind which is the interdsrendence of tnahnélagj
fanr and ;ﬂwﬂr. Fhat has that to do with freodom? Preedon ls defined as the
non-Involverert in the productiocn of power aund in coapelling others. But I
thiz dy iree then i”e'interdégehﬁénce af technology, Tear and power is the
hridga between the effect of btechaology on the social tissue and the effect
of the social tissue on individual froedom. This goss back to one of our
results: that what we want to be free frou is the c&mpulsion of conpelling

others,
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If we stop here we have sald enough - more might lead te narrow

atatencnbs and overprosise theery, and seying less might be the question of
I 5y O s

what on carth Christianity has to do with the problem of freoadon,

When we coze to the end, to vhat to do -~ wo haﬂe:mnrn freedoms. They ;
help us not to compel wonybody. The freedons of the obther man help me nobt
to eompel him, That 1s uy fresden whlich ultinately counts, It 43 not the
G oo e another : : .
freedom froa being compellsd by sther person.  That only tates away my fresdoms,
But not boing sure of compelling him takee away wmy basie Ifsedam bagause it

involves me in an ultimnke sense, Yo don't go further than that. ¥, frela

we are prebby near ths answer to the quesiion we have raised,

flee how desply this implies that human beings live through one another,
Inclated salvation dossn't coma up.  That would be uareal. Here we come to
Owenls woints — not individwslizing, as if rman lived aleone. Han's thought is

glready sot.

The compulsion thing is the whole of the exlstontdalist probleon, “e
find ourselves coumitted to thiggs e dun'£ want to be committed to. Tha.
pxistentialist posiilon is all about frecdom: when you ars fres and that you
ean't be free, The whole freedeon proposibion is.meaninEIEHs wiless you accept

a religious position, Why be fres? Haat Is [reedom?

What 1s the danger of the abaclutes and the danger of relinguishing

absolutes =nd setbling for concrete frecdems?

We haven't smswered the anlinmomy bebwszen abstractions and concrete

freadomz, F. regards this as a dislocation of ocur moral system, Instead of
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having eoherence, mutually sbrengthening ona another, part of our values cub
losse and are stampeding and carousing around . hcfﬂ are disconmected and
don't live up to their nutural form {persanal_and social values) while these
abstractions demerallse and are disengaged frow personsliiy. Absclutes sre

an implieit denial of tho reality of society.

There is a slrong sulcidal tremd expressed in these sbsolutes (e.g.
equality). If mankind had reachad by unamininity a common agreesent that the
Bim was to externinate the human race Lt could nob pfncaed more efficiently

than it e,

You cannot get a déilemsa unless people are avolding sozething (the
roality of society) and escaping into 100 per centism on the ove hand and
the failure of everyday 1life on the other. It is somavhing they are avelding

or escaping frowm,

2 7 ;
Man's involvment in society went on increasing and every freedom he
bought with the prics of an even bigper invelveront (e.g. social security),

His freedon was dwirndling 21} the time in onc scnse.

It 1s im;ussibie for hﬁﬁan socicty fo exist with ne freedon, but hore
the residugl fracdom becousss concrele, The idea that soeiety has a reality
cannot he cunceiigd withéut a reality for indivldudls in sooe sense, bub they
cannol, be a function of society or they wouldnlt exist. We mean that tho
indlvidual does have hiz ouwn cxistence up to a Toind - bub what point? In
an onergency there are no Individusls. Bub whal baprons without ons? There

is a residusl ephere in which soceiety dessn't absorb the dindividusl. In every
socicty lnstituticnal fresdoms havg sﬁuething to de with iFiﬂ but what exackly,

is not clesr.
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The veality of society and the reslity of the indlvidual are bath
féal ~ it is nﬁt enly society thzat Is real, This is nob parbticularly the
idea of maturity and.iibarty which is quite true, but this insight would
insist s somsthing pruvﬁahle, on the frﬂcdam.of the indiﬁidual - that he reuily
maintains.hiw ownt personality, and his life turns arcand that (volonte de tous).
This is for P, a kind of reversal - the original thing to say was the reality

of society mnd personality follows here that we can't concaive of yat.

Shaw i% usually recorded as a eritic of soclebr, bat he is not., ﬁe
was a critic of the crities. GShaw is the only medern philospher who is the -
protagonist of the reality of sosisty. Ha 1s not much interested in tho
residual pcrsanﬁlity. The réality of the petrson (ca=ll it persoen and not
 individusl since we sre not intevasted in the individual but in the persen}
is the basis of religious soclology. This starts from the psraon and prcaéeds
o the commurdty az a relatdenship of persons, versus seclcly as an institubional

gtractura,

Pe begins te thi-k that there.is mare bhought and elardty 1n the loussean
raradox, Gnndrich‘# sﬂn—in-lawjﬂhapman}think5 that Roussean 1o Lhe basie
thinder.  So does Terry iopkins. P. thirks Rousseau has founded politieal
theury, since both the volonte general and the volonte de lous are bhoth valid.
But they czn't ba both valid and at the zane time both separate, This
subject is almost Imperative in a book about freedom becauso he invcntnd_

.the whole thineg.,

The mature person might be the last chapter. e could have a chapler
on the Housseau parsdox znd mabe it basic. P. wrote thls work twics and
most recently {or the Maelver Volume but it apprared then too favourable to

Russla and nething eould appear in print which wasn't anti-Bolshevik,
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P, said tha£ fiousseau hadn't selved the problem of fresdom bub led
vy to Lhe problem which was insoluble, However he invented the common man,"
and .culturs to bs valid, must be tho cnlture of the common man. Every
country today has a popular eultura, This is tree as much in Russia as in

tmerica, Fngland znd Franee,

.In the Benningt@n Lecture 16 years ago on freedom, F. concluded he’
hadn't solved the guestion of fresdom and that thera is a r&&lity of énciety
and g reallty of the ﬁarmﬂn, and that this mua£ be worked out, It c¢amnot be
deduced from seientific princip&gs. This is what Owen had forscen - we must
fight it cut. He didn't say it but F. sald it, Roussean turned esgainat the

intellectual and for the people. z

My question: Isn't there a paradox in the Mannheln position of increasing
dezocracy on the ore hand and wankind turned into ™ mere lwap of matber that

can bte vapourized by the hundred million" (F.ls Bledsoe outline).

Py

Ans: Technology Eﬂd.maﬂﬂ orgamlzation went parallel. [Man was more and
more helpless and on the othey hand individuals took a groatar interset than
ever bofors, Jelence discovered z way of.dsstroying them physically and
diﬂa?unﬁing them mentzlly by hiteldng thea to mass media. There was a greater

activization of human beings and yet paralyzing them and frustrating then.

Science and technology mode thom more setive and mora hﬁlp]eéﬁ - liahle
to be pu]verizﬂd}and Ignerad them while the interest of the masses in their
ouni existence e.g. number of newspapers, union funds etc. inereasss enoriously,
There i1z something here growlng up which is not subjeet to thelr wvolitdon end

vnless there was this Inerease in mass democracy there would be no tension,

i It i3 not often sald that tecknology is making both their bodies and minds

1

A helplessly subJect to central control. The mass medis have such a conpelling
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effect, Ther compsl the mind Dmmediately, unfailingly and with precision.

You must follow what is happening because you can't follow anything else,

Technology is to a tremendous extent increasing it's lmpact.

Behind the modern pessimiss s the lozs of freedom in many ways., There
are many ways and wa eantt disentangle them 2]l - but they are surmed up in
‘the compulsion to compol. (Reassure the reader that we have thousght about

this sc that the reader sces that this is true).

Ve do not fesl that it is a negation of personality to couply with
conpulsion. We agres in wrinciple. We may have to comply where we don't

peres, bub this lsn't g dendal of the possibility tu be [ree.

The trivial arguwerts of hutsn society exerking a natural degree of
the limitatlon of fresdom we ﬂisregard; That is like coamie rays - they have

alwars been there and we don't trounble about them.

Hammhedn says that the masses play a bigger part in political and

econsmic life today, but there is a point that P, hesn't exsctly pot here,

fompelling others iz at the heart of the matter, The Christiants

participation in eompyleion is p compelled one and is coniravy to dnver freedon,

Why po so far? There are here no land rarke and S0 we cross the
border end are safcly on the othor olde and it 4s not poeslible to say what
compulaion would eliminate roedom altogether e.g. conserdption? toxes? the

Gusen's ficure on & stoap?

We are compalled to compel others contrary to our conviction snd have

no basic liberty to be fres of seociety.

There is another point - that therz is inereasing complaiﬁt of cur
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having 1o partieipate e.g. the whole {itfih amendiwcont to protect the person
fron insriminating othors. The Suprems’ Court sbtopped this by Lhe Matson

cage, UDorothy Thompson sald it was un-fmerican to have a soclety of informers.,

: Cur partiﬁipation in the creation af powef and its uses is cuntfary'tu
our convictions. All this is on account of bﬁe'ﬁtﬂm boub, If we ha& cnl}
butter hombé we are not sure this wauid happen., Particiﬁntinn in the ﬁréatiﬂn
of power is an inevitable quality of soclety. Iﬁ one case the power is in

the direction of cur own convictlons, In the other cass not. (7)

F, wants to b; pretiy aﬁsassivg - Lo have anﬂzidoﬁ and that idea.
should come out, While the reallty of socieby should ba fccﬁgniﬂEd; thls
ddea iz the reality of personality. Thiz thousht is net now bat P. came to
the visien from the other side - and enly slowly reslized that any really valid
Roussean parador leads te the sphesre of personydity whlch is free of soclety,
That freedom which cantt be tuken avzy 1T the Individusl is to exist at all
is "native freedomt. Thiz gives us a real problem of the reality of society

and man's inbarn freedom from nativity on.

He can answer the problew which Rossscaw failed to solve ~ it is
glven by the reality of society and man's native freedoﬁ. It vory much
touches on Owen who uses Rousseauls formula -man must be educated in the way
that sociebty ﬁ;eds him and then he would be free, Man must be forced to be
free, In Housseau's view he would be {ree becavse he would sponbtanecusly

do what soclety requires.

F.'s answer isn't that: in an emsrpency man stands by soclely.
Secondly there zre core valuee which are probected apninst individusl devianes,

- It is more exclting te think about Housseau's than Saritrels paradoxes
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which are not so solidly established. If wo have Roussesu we would be on
solid groundsz. Twenby years ago F. spent o year on ths reading of Foussean

and has his notez, He repd there this basic thesis,

¥y question: Rousasau ssema to have relevance for society in general,

but does it have particular relevance for ug for a technologleal soclety?

There 18 a difference inh an inclusive or en exclusive mention of Housseau,
There isn't the sliphtest indication that Housseau was interested in machlnes

at all,

P. agreas in using the term 'conscience! in development of the idea of

freedom, (My gquestion),

P. deviates [rom the Karxist position on the questien of native frocdou,
For them a sceloty with aative frecdom Is absurd. lHowever savages don't

strike you as actlng as functionaries of theolr coclety day and night.

It all works up to differént angles in which socicty was then tackled.
ﬁhat fa thé ed of part 17 Cor answér to the suming up? I is nol, really
Wilason but Sartro. We should take a line on induatrial eivilization of the
very nany ills it had created {i.e. that capitalism had crested)., In the

eritical sense freedom was dwindling all the time {obove-sesbenee~ropoated).

Thefé ghould be Finely structured chaplters and a sure dynanic. It
should bg a sbructure as hard as steel leaving nothing to the reader, The
Lo paﬁﬂs of tha hook muﬁt.ﬁé there from the baginning. ‘The whole tﬁing im
about th% reality of scclety: the first half about the discovery of saciety

= it really contains the ;hysical.ﬁnﬂ intellectual history of cur civilizuiion,
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The propositlon and urgument must be elear. The propesition comes up at the
end. While the grovment £i1ls the firat part {thé historlcal part) thke secénd
part is really ths heart of the book. From Oweon to Marx we give tke ldstory
of our technolozical elvilization both in its factusd énd coreceptual history
~ both the machine's effect on the social tissus and the reaction to this.

We distingolsh between the critiéism of society and the crititism of man,

From Eletgsche or ¥Freud io Sartre théy don't believe theres is 2 socicl problenm

of any significance - the critdeism of society stops.

The chapbters shonld be written in a quiet way, with rothing but.

aeaskhetle sovemonts. ;

Miapedlnneous Coraments:

The market mirage seesmsd to glve omly fresdoms and the rﬁalitf of
gociety disappearsds As far as tho now sociclogy is concerned P. ds nob

gure it has fnund Ele rluece of the individual 3n scciely.

KHicheel Folanyl read a raper to 2 Seientific dpgoclation in Lecombey
to the effect that the vory idﬂa.ﬂf a pencral perépactivg With reference to
a sclentific sociology may be invalild, Secliety is only another ters for an
espect of life ﬁnﬂ to think onz can undorstand it In an objective sclentific
sensa le a misunderabanding. Knﬁxledge of il may kelp you where ever you

gre bubt yon have o ba somsvhere.

{P. marked scme cuttings in the ¥ew York Times.) Dorothy Thompson
wrote an article on the recent deecisicn of the Supreme Court to the effact
that we Americans when in danger temd to deerease the liberty of those wlho

increase the danser.
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Tillich's tera lestrangement! is a Harxlist térm fef. article in

"Pimat ),
 P. is for tiréiigion“ rather than wsing "Jewlsh-Christian position®,
Shaw is for that and 5o 1s Cwen.
The thrase for power is compulsiont ithat man is compelled to compel,

The position should be put with rethless elarity - nothing else makes
sny-éense. Forget about the approval of the erarrouer and wider environments

‘and how they would react to such a book. The writing should be quiet and clear.

This iz the right form of truth,
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THSTROTHCTION 70 "FREEDSM WD TECHWOLOGEY

Vsa the cutline snhaditted to Bledsos (Anril 24, 1?5?] for the

Entroduction.

”Ie prrfﬁﬂe w1311 contain the eccnoalstic fallacr while the introducilen
will eonbain the dilemsa only. The answer will be in the thauretlcal dsvelop—

ment and the practical proposals come ab the end.

Che @iffiéulty in the cconomistic fallacy was that sone of it is
largely a repetition of the Commentary article. 'het haz to be said aboub
A eéﬁnpqymc@ntﬁred world is that nobody can desl with the eCcOndmy anfriore.
This is taken up in the Greek iatroductlon. : ;

What should ths introduction bsgin with? A clearer definition of

freadon is the problem, edibted for writing.

fhe market seonouy was the first adjustment, The universal problem
was the technolorical civili-atiom, not a prablﬂr of c¢apdtalisa. 4 skifk in
the exis of our concern ls coumon to the capitalist ard others. {Dorothy

Thompson writes in the Glebe and Mall aboub Totalitarianisa. )
Machines cnuldh‘f fiave been used without the self-regulat!mg narzet.

The "pyraridal mess" is given om page 1. The paradox is stated: 1t
renlly copsists in the activation of the people and we see the freedom problem
a8 relstive to a degres of sctivatlon of pesyle in society. Hannheim has a
gsoclolopical definition of g democracy: more poerle arg called wpon to a
preater extent,

. : Il is
The malalse must be expressed (the Bledsos outline, pase 2} possitle




to give as many as 24 writers who expressed this if we want to. This never

ceases to be active. H.P. has 2 1ist of wrlters whe expresaed this malaise

(ef: Wilson).

(Following headin:s by myself, F.'s comusnts.)

LS

2)

3)

5)

é)

7)

9

A technologlcal civillzation poses comion provlens rersrdless |
of econonic organization. (There is a shavp distinetion hetween

technolosy and econony and a sudden znd conpletls chanze ),
It is from here that the problenm of freedom arizes,
Host of our eomplainis can be redumesd to a loss of froodom.

Tt i3 true in spite of the fact that there socmo &5 be more Presdem

(although it appears te be more painfull,
The human story of the machinc and mechanized soslety,

Criticism of soeidty. {This starls with tha machine, No one

eriticized zociety proviossly - only cne's enemics),

Criticisy of mam. (The trouble transcends socioty and somebhing

is kere thal starts with a technclogical civilization).

Dilemma {a) the absalubes, freedom, justice, efficiency.
(Absclute fresdow made for ghastly eunformity),
(b) the yeality of soclety amd the maturity of the person.

(e can avoid suicide on the checp and get recoupensed for 1% by

. baving our freedcus erlarged),

Brless we resign ourselwves in a technolosical eivilization to,ﬁhoﬁ

freadom in tho old senze - there is no fresdon ot all, e wilght lose frezdon
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by not accerting its lisitations, Thers has never ke sich great nental fear
and constraint in the world since the liberation of energy in the nuclear and
electronic world., The insight of th; reality of seciely gives us & grounding
for the reality of thﬂ.pErSOH - a Rousseau problem, II he misses the dilemsa

Yie wlll be n slave rmd destroy sorlety.

The Great Tranaforantion had a dedtective technicue, It witTL;ﬂlﬂ from
the reader that the book had 8 seciglist soludion, P, should have told kdm din

the beginming.
We have three soci:dish writers - Guen, Shaw apd Marx,

In Halasz! book cvery shapter started low and worked up to a terrific tersion,
Btart quietly and every chapber should work the rendar up Lo sorething, (Make
gute in the introduction thal thers are two or three points whore we get Lthe

reader very excited).

The introduction should be as elesr end lucid as possible. It shouldn't
be less than teon printed pages that is sbout 16 doubled spaced pages. Five or

£ix pages might be tooshort bub it needn't bs more than twelve,

The more the Inbroductlicn ssys of the esseontisl content of the book

the bailer.

Fake zure in ths introduction tﬂerc ara two or theee ;n;nts.where wE
get the reader very excited. Proamlse the reader Ywo things: .
1} Hov doso the problem of freodom srise.
-é} How to resslve it,
Pgrhapn in the last paret of the Introduclion dontt indicabs the ATSWEDrS

Just the dilemma. Thal wauld be the part which directly leads ta the hook.
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P. thirks we ghould borrow more freom the Great Traﬁsfumatimn n
Robert COwen. Much of 1t ia really nceded. The "Discovery of Society®
backzround is relevant and sheuld be brougsht to life on the Owon chapbtor
and no oiher. In England this . 1s not accerted (The Great Transformation
fell through) but thle deesn't hold fér Amerieca, {They know Aubhing about
anything anyway but the ﬁnfricip h%gtary of England is a different history

from the Engzlish, ‘hatiipcouuury‘uaﬂts ta knoﬂ abnut anﬂth T cnuﬁﬁff;May

s

e
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bo. quite different,)

Owen was in a unigue position. He waa on the same level with soverelgnas,
the Church, and was even ordering Parliament around., Belng Welsh ha'had B equal
soeial stztus, (The Taders were Helsh?ﬂﬁéwiétihgg:haﬁgbean Erngzlish they would
nevar have been SOVEreLenis. ) HaﬂDaﬁﬂld, if he had bee; Engllch would not have
been Frime Minister. ZEngland didn"t_ have lower class English Prise Minlsters.
Wales did nobt have classes and there ia no nobility, so that this waa rossible
for the Welsh., Owen 1s a typleal Welsh name, Half the brigands were called

(rven which 1s a name as ‘lelsh as Morgan.

Cwen was o Welshaan and had money and could rise to a position of
potential influesnce which fwenby-Cive years later, Cobden and Beight couldn't
achiove bacause’ Lhey were conmoners From Manchester and hadn't pone to (eford.
But. Owen needn't zo to Oxford., (Write a paragraph on hew Owen could rise.
This wouldn't occur to G.D.H. Cole but it occurs to K.P.). Cobden and Bright
wore black clothes and bowler hiuts but couldn't get a hesring. Théy were the

leaders of the fros trads movement which was victorious in ten years. The

Enzlish middle elazss couldn't ba the leadsrs of the wlddles class and it was
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not Cobden and Bright but the aristocracy who went liberal, The Tories wenb
Gonservative and that 1s why England imagined the Whiss were Liberals to start
with, They were not, and that would be to imagine the court aristocracy of

the four Georges was liberal. They were Whigs and cane in with the new dymasty.

P. feseribed the Jdea of "selence" {as dninz unything sciantifiaaily}
in.those tizes as referring not %o ratiral sclence but te soccial sicence., In
the Oraal Transfornation there weore maﬂy panes uﬂ Scciety, whlch was thouzht
then to be an cxpnrim?ntal field, There was only one sclence ab hhe time -
eﬂqnﬂmics, It is the medel of sclepce ond there was no physics or chemistry
of any Importance. XNven the terrific authority of Mewton did not establish
a science, OSeientific mesnt methodieal, even 1f emrdrdecal was alao meant.
Soclety was thought to be the fileld of lngulry. Sse the Great Transfornation,
Charter 10, pagﬁa.llg - 120, “lhe decisive contribution of sciencs to

engineering,..". {Benthan as a seeclal enginesr),

Political economy was the greatest sociall seicnee ever, The laws of
society were the lawas of political economy and It was really as revolubiouary
as the discovery of nmuclear energy and fisslon today. Hicardo wrote In 1811

end this was the sensatlonal thing. And Owen would have known it.,

. The authority of science cane from eeconomics. It was thousht of as
the laws of sﬂ¢iﬂty and ne one thought of the murkel as a distinctive
institution. It die recosnized that it wasn't natural selence whleh erosted
the Industrlal Esvelution. Science had nothing to do wilth ths Industrial
Revolution and not before the middle of {he 19th century did science becoma g
sOurce of teckniesl progress. In Owen there 1s no mention of sclence. Hation-
e1ity g education and following Uﬁe's.enlightene& sell-interest and dlseiplins.

Hetionality would eliminate crime,
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That was the very poricd that the Conservatives staried on Low

toariffs - Hutchison 1819 - 21 (7).

The very word smclety was unknown 1n the 18th cantury. The word didn't
exiat, They would have said: commonality or the it (Look up'society™

: in the & volume Oxford Dletionary - Kurray, when the word was Cirst used).

Cuwen wush hava besn sclling to Indiz etc, and u1eranre would have mob
canght up in thn Bullion probletn. Fhere ia ‘the Pcr1ohint in Owen hidden? Did

he think $hat what Malthus and Rlcardo ﬁaid was lrrclevant?

There 2 an indlrect refercnce to labour difficulties, no fear of high
wapes and no syapathy with labour orpanizaticn, Jook up how ho stood to
Doherty and these pecople. Where did he take the idea of sceisl 165i31&tiﬂﬂ?.
Peells 1602 Act? Were there people preceading Oastler and Saddler? From whab

country did it come?

P. thinks that sose workers wanted the Statute of Apprentices of 1563
revised since this would offer sowme protection, The only place to find all
this iz in Siduey Webb on tha Trade Unlon and there almost all the evidence was

collectad,

There wasn't muth compeliltion at the time and a manafacturer could sell

virtuslly any agount. They pever could produce enouph Farn Lo ocscupy the weaverda

Al the discoveriss were épinning inventicns except tha first and the
lact, The first was a weaver's éhuttle ~ Rayls flying shuttle, The weavers
always needed yarn tnorefore they producel machines one after the othrrr the
Jenny, the Mule, and hrkwrlﬁht atele thle invention. There Haa.nm need for

wesving muchinery, and the power 10@5 although 1t  was inventcd was not used.
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When 1% was finally used the weavers starved end wages fell bolow any living
wage. The weavers however, stuck to the weaving trade and starved. This was
the ohly'plnce it happencd and thelr wages fell while everywhere else wages

were rising. Busincss was very good and the deuznd was enorcous,

Iﬁ the Wew Lanark papers he sald that EﬂléESIWB do something the machine
Hlll.ﬂﬂﬁtrﬂj us. But there mﬁght be 5 1indit e.g. under the Russian system it
- turned out that =t some points they are doing the oﬁpaaite of what théy want
to do, ‘the workers today e.g. Hungary say Ywe want our own trade unicns”,

socialist state or not,
Owen was the main complainer aond was the founder of European socialism.

The idea that there 18 a limit set by the nature of human society is a

thought one doesn't meet befure him or after tim for a Jong time,

Oqen gaw these things at the wery beginning when 1t was only possible
to see thew, Later on they couldn't be seen. It was juét like /ristotle who
sa# things at the beginning (myeelf: it was Oven's genius to ses things before

maturity).
The Robort Cwen chapter should be a closed cEapLEr in itaelf.
With Robert Cwen we bewln the story of tho discovary of society,

My guestion: Do we transcend Christianity in the first chapter with

(Fian?

Gwen dida't underctand the thing. Be had the Christianity of the Welsh
enurches and miners in mind. ¥. doean't raaljj'think that Cwen wert to the

roots of the matter but he was right =11 the-way. What Nesleyan BEvargelism
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meant was the disintegralion of the individuz) porsonality which cumﬁs from
putting the obvicus fallures ﬁf the socizl systen on the individual. He who
was the victim was responsinle fer it. P..thinxs that a suspension of the
Christian revelabicn as a gulde to 1ife is basic Lo F.'5 position, le sees
.the bridge to ths Christian heresies of Comminisn which says that the Chriatien

heritaga 13 unsatisfachbory.

Uwén wa3 sellless witﬁ a temperament.éf Z phiiosupher and one could
raconstruct his vislon on what he did and sald (in madern tepms), His
superiative optisism is pare of it. A the same fime it was balanced by a
realiam which surpassed evaryuﬁe{ {e,z. bis reaark on the tiimits?, no one

had thoucht of that).

. Mhe church would hive said to hiw Lhatb this_was huzan nature. He said
ne, thal it was society and there is the Inference that the lismdtabion of
society is not that of human nature. The liritation P. has in mind has nothing
to do ﬁiih hurian nabure. It is not the evil in us that erentes the puser and
not the good. It 1s the nature of p;war that it is a reference to my oun
valuations. The more ardently I wish the good the more power there 1is end
that ia what ﬁha Robearierres found. By suciéty Owen didn't moen commen

irterast bub sometbing In the nature of cociety.

Is there any formulation of the Ouen pesition possible which would be
sufficiently interesting to.arreat the reader? The opening sentence of
chapter 1 might be that Cien saw intbo the heart of the industrisl revclation.
We might dramatize the matter for he will now be featured on extremaly alim
evidence and be cradited with tresendous intellsetual importance for the
nentury.- The great peculiarity in P.'s prasentabion is that he was unable to

prove that Robert Owen ever recognlzed in ibs resl importance the reality of
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aﬁciaty, because otherwise the render expects chapter and verse. The meaning
of the reality of socisty is that thore are lindting factors. What he did
might indicate that there ig no 1iwil - never were so few words made to CATTY

such a large propositien. We are not the first to have an intimation of it,

Why do we belicve thas Robcrt Owen waz a man of this stature and
inuight and how deo we make ont his eaﬂe at all? Ve can do thabt onty ir ﬁe
rogard his whole aclivity as one jn whiech imwenﬂe ¢ptihisr and Tanbastie
dedicatien and vireralleled sacrifices had their place, Theras was a kind of
hercle determdnztion in solving the mlseries of mankind whieh he understood,
Is there any sign of kis having envisaged that this may net be possible? Ha
sBaw orly that human BgFiEuf reieb the limit - not as it s, but as 1t would
be transforped, The Cﬁﬂgéi;; h;rsi;m woulqbe from his own person to manbind

which would have to bear 1%,

BSome like Malthus arsved that there wWas an inevitable fate of vice,
misery ecte, Owen saild this ncedntt be 80y but if it had to be, manking would

have to bear it,

(P, thinks if T could rise to half Lhe helght of tuls harole fizurs

I could gee the swuaiti),

From a knowlodge of the situstion mnd the ;roblens nothing would
folloyu, Fe was a tr3gic hero und that is why he went spiribualist, Who
3041d.livn up o it? Unless we ¢an see sonething bigper than the usual we
won't bo reslistic., After 211, what made the world sit up? Take everyiing he

suld & la lettre, he eant it,

Jome things he put in an wnecessarlly vast way c.p. "the whole

; hiétery of manklnd", Howaver the essence ls cleap,
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The ;althusian yosition turned out to be In practical terns, wtterly
idintic. ¥althas said theae things precisely when the world fdog suprly incressoed.
fifty fold, with the discovery of'ﬂmﬂricaﬂ and Australia and the'daﬁger wag
gvaraupﬁly rudning agrlcultufe iﬁ Eurupé. ﬂwan‘s‘ausﬁﬁr was that he doesn't
©accept thul wiswploynent weans too many people. Today we would 553 ore hﬁndred
tlomes thal he iz rlght. The wholz of politliecal economy was uttefly'mistaken,
Cne hundred years later Heynes_said that there was something wrong with money.
He maid tha!:,'and reople thouslt it was idiotic, P, says this thing to glve
.the paastre ﬁf the nan and to pive the measure of our thoughta, The point ian't
that we think he was se greal but he was s impﬁrtanﬂ for our argument - who
slse saw anybiing? By 18320 there was the first capitalist crisia that we lmow
and 150 years have yene by in regard to these pﬁhlic affairg {thers called it:

the "social question™).

Nohody should argue that we are starting here on a literary proof, le
have our viszion and what else proves 1t? Hobody eolsz has been f@und. There
was ﬂumiﬂ but he drew the Catholis ConNCiusior. Thére would be a now church and |
he would be the Pope'and wold indactﬁin:ﬁe tle world with political e conomy,

The highest knowlsdge was scciology.

Coate had g hierarehy of the disciplines from phfsics {at the bettom)
to socloloxy (at %he top). He dnvenied the word soceciolory. His work ié
matrvelpus but he-wns all wrong, Fow naople wars as Hruﬁg. He was a Fope of
a satanie chureh bassd op seisnce (sociology wag a satanie ﬂclencp}: He:

drev the conelusion that resienalion was the valy answar. i yie i
3 i .l';. l:l --:F

- { SR
Eoth Comte and dwen were alternatives to Rleardo snd Jialthuz. Both

started from the resdity of scelely. It was auwazing how alone Gien was. There

was no olher person er group to right the wrong.
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Technology revealed its essenbiala to him. This was tha first time
the thing was secn and in the extromeness of his ultimate cenelusion, the
reality of society was impiiuit; The meaning of his debermination was in the
accnptanﬂe of the reality of society. 1ﬁ*s chows the unity of the whole
mentality, This is parily ELVﬂn vy bis uixtﬁen Fears of lnnely cxperimentlng.
Alzo one shouldn't fcrget the rellgious L¢cxground, Tha 'lesleyan movenznb
from Wales was one of the most intense England had seen, There ﬁere right
meetings by toreh 1irht, fanabical preaching ﬂhiCh was means to induce
comp&ate_sglfneffucement and sacrifice of life by the poor. He huﬁn** invented

the tenszs of Messtanisa,

Owen was the first io notice the machine and had a vantage polnt of
tremendous direct pousr. From the first, his ;ﬂéitiﬂn was an ultinste one.
Ha wouldntt accept defeat end this explains how the man became a apirdtualiist.
There is nothing he dldn‘t go ~ he wrote the tinrs, sacrificed his [ortupne,
his fazily, went Lo nnﬂuher cnntlnnnt tricd to stir the whe 1e of manﬁlnd But
it was moving in zn opposile di:ection and at the end therc was nelthnr the

pﬂlltlcal nor othor means to uge the machine through the Bﬂﬂfunal;hvv.

Owen was the first to ses the thing, And that 1s where the clarii
comes fram, Ho wouldn't accept doleat znd wiﬁﬁ him thore was only one roasocn
for failure -~ thﬂt tyere is an intrinsic factor which ccuid nol bé oV ErCons.
This is implicit in his attitwde and his aympathy wlth maniind was infinite.

Bis sincers suffering was Lhe heari of the- patber ~ thehb is Lthe men he was,

Owen had a pecalisar belizf in rationslity - thot was the great faith
the the agc! sclence, His determination waes fired by Iaith In reason and his

knowledze ehout sseleby. Ho hes a paragrarh on replacing the plow by the spade.
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He iz quite correct For those fimes, for the spade cub deep ard the plow

didn't, although the rodern nlow does.
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Owen 1ike Shew was uiruatm ral ha g 2a't belinvu in the rcople

and altogether he was a Fabluﬂ.{p_ doesn't likxe that, ho isn't a Fabion at all).

" Begin chapter 1 on Gweu with an anti-climax (fhe introduction has taken
the reader to a hich polut). Say that the machine, so to apeak, sneaged in
(on tip tee: myeelf} and the first wszn whe realif neticed it was Hobert Ouen
and he gob such a sﬁock ke almost wendt out of his wind, It iz we who call it the
'feality af saciety and he was in a wndigue peaition and had an utbterly fantastie

deternination,

The machine was evervihing for Owen: manufacbtures had boen all wool
]

and thrn *t chenged to cotton. Owen sald that this was a hundred fold inersase
LT o T Aoyt Lrdae i

of prﬂductlvity{ﬂ e gaid that if they lncreasc markets, a glub will dissppear,
The great thing about him was that he would net turn apgainst the machine and sald
'-the mochineg cannot ba stopped or aboiished. His concern for society centared |
sronnd the degenarate, thievish, eriminals and prastitutes ~ pzople strugmling
with vice and illness, There were poor houze ehildren and he stogped having
peor house childrén in hls factory, Dale, the 8lder, had donz wondlerful work

in regerds to the poor housze cldldren,

Look up the machines that were used in Few Lanark. There waz a phase
vhen factories were valled mills, This refers to wabtsr power. It wes the
pre-urisniged factory. A1 the mills had a pillehesl ron By water yower. Include

a picture of Wew Lanark inecluding hew big it was.

(Find the passage on the labour market and cheel whether tids was

pre-Ricardo). |
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Owen was an cbsessed person. He was obsesced by the evil character
of a profit-ridden nachine. Me Luoughb the capitzlist was just as ovil as
the worker, thal be was a miser and a heariless esotist. The workers consisted

of thieves ard prestitutes ete,

When did Owen first come acraoes the will? What wmechines were in use

at the tine? - Uas the market unlimited at the time ao averyﬁody made money?

Ve '-L.:-..\.‘.r:_,\ %
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Thera was a slzan-powered weaving nacting vhich O

mfpEom Envented in

CiTT R

~

1720 but it vasn't pat into use -before 1820, These were all spinning machines

driven by Juier power. Spinning mills were very common at the time of Owerts
Owen thought that the wmachine must bﬂ-mastcrcd or it Hiil dessbray

TEME el :

maniiﬂdiikﬁhould e have these machinee? Tes, bub thoy cannol bz left

unchecked, That is the crueial peint, Thias is where he differs from Tolstoy.

In Cwen's time the Luddites were the przat feature, Today, the view of the

Luddites is that they were rigﬁt, and the ﬁhing te do iiﬂfﬁ slow down the

FTOCE85 ﬁf chamgzes Heredith says thal they swashed the franes and increased

the riska. 'The English worklng-class moverent was Tormed out of the ides that

-the Luddites were wremg, that yrou ean't atop proesress, This is a tyrdeal liberal idea

that socjedy consists of an atomistic [lood and which you eantt stop,

{ I _,.‘.__ -"i_:-:. LA f"'|-|--",v.1.' A L1 %' e L i ) .i_.-_ At /‘.

Just dmepine a person ferseceing what the smachine would do. Owen knew
the Yelsh and Scottich village which consisted of a rabble of drunkards and
rroatitute=z. UFe had 2 scciclopical angle,

Fig roral. sense wus the dominunt thing, He had been eduesled by his

A

envirvontonib, e muet hiave heard the Wesleran seraons ab ths pithesd when he

was preaching swb-ission to the minsrs, Lhab they should go into the pit and
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pEI‘iS"l, and that would do their souls a 101:_ of E}U(Jdi. ( i e |""i e e
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Owen saw that if the mdchinﬂ_lemainﬂ unchecked great evlls ﬂill

Follow.

Dwen never listens tﬂ'anynne, yet he was of perfect equanimlty and
great serenity end charm. Owen was a socialist but he didn't bulld on the
working class. We can.draw a character picture of Quwen. He had.a_peculiar
relationslip to his wife. Once he didan't sew her fur a streteh of nine
ﬁeara. In 1233 thare was the Trades Unlen. This was & union of trade and

wvarious :raftqnan 8 guilds anl artisang. The trade hhlﬂn 1z different frem

i ,r'-n - ..‘_ _«"':‘ ] ”..-(.‘,, s doerdan A L L".,‘f,_-..} L .,‘__.)

the tradéé unian. Prevlnuqu Gwen was in Arerdca,
He had made a statement to the drehbishop of Cantﬂrbury thut Chrietianity

woul.d hﬁvc ko zo.

Capitalists were required to carry the risk. This exisled parlicularly
for raw materials. There were no markets in which te purchase raw materials
and in which to get labour, freight, and insursnce for frcight. This might
eause mn interruption of yroduction. As scon s the markets becass general,
the risks becane smaller and that's why rublic opinien beeame so favourchle
to mariets. Being able to sell and buy anything, anywhers, at any terms

becane a religion,

Hy gquestion: Oan we gay that it was iwmpossible for the State to share

the rlske~bearing st the tine?

In Earland the functiors of the State were at a minimum, The King was
very poor. In Franee the ¥ing vas very rich and had factories fer lurury goods
{Gobelin), but in Eucland there was mass consunption alwest at cnce, Where would

they get the money in England? It was tax RONSY «
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Jn Russia the Serfs were working In manufacteries and the last time

P e B S

this had harpened was In Ezypt undor tho Tharoaha. The next time was the State

i s

{Mrsn o)
Kisk-bearing by the Sbate would have meant investing the noney of the
tax payers snd conmbining philaﬂthru;w'ﬁitﬁ buslness. At no time did it oceur
to them in England thﬂt.thé State should ﬁn this.  The mérchants were the ﬂHESI

Wwho were the riak-bzarers and organized domestic industry. They knew who would

atelieriof Louls Blane in 1848, et LA fo pw l_-::~--;--ﬂ,lf.a. b

L
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As svon as the plant appesrs there wers enbreprencurs who borrowed
noney~ they defaulted {7) Arkwright was the first to borrow a big sum. Factory

towne dated from 17350 = Fanchesber, Oldham (all ir Lancaster).  Scobland was

] Pl e o b
the hunid part of Enpland where the cotton wouldnlt break, G550 Rt of
{wh;t{ﬁ ST B oy e MR T RN o T Y "-::
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Owen saw the whole quasticn of the =machine op his oﬁh";ﬁd.waa terrifically
gripped and he went cut on a lonely exploit, He was faseinated by the horror

of ail thi;. At the bepginning of thie story, bthers is here o person to whom

there is nﬂthing.nomparable in the %ﬁaie industrizl history. The next cospareble
one 1s Hznry Ford with the aasembly iine and patérnalistic orineicles, No one

wasg Eoﬁparahle to Cwen in English industrial history. Theré wWere oLlher larga

manulaclurers.

These Ttopians were piants and s2ach was reparded az being erazy. The
great characteristice of {wen is that he was a Ford, Carnerie and lichel nll

rolled inte one but with enoromous Intelligonez, and prodectlvity, He had an
l|l’ ” =

’ R
Urmense ‘anount of mome gtature, and waz all powverful,. He had an anproach
_ ' 3 3 I ja:

to the posaibility of the limitations of huaman soclely. He was unlike =ny
person of the time 2nd could talk with the Prlis ¥Minister, the Churchk and

tha whnle Ruropsan centinent. Here a man mads kWis anpearance who eould tackle
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society. He even invited Asmerican Senators to visit,

A picture of the mas, using his writings and the authentic parts of
his biography, could give a picture ﬂf the innper herizﬂns of this man, Tuced

with such novelties as this vachine whieh destrnyed mﬂrqlity.

He said oﬂlﬁ ene thing about the workefs, that they &1l united against

the employer. : ' : i iTE
“Undersﬁﬂft" is Owen all over,

A1 those itess on religion indieate that Cwen was for religion and

,

against Christianity. Fe was horrified at the-sectarianigﬁ?fzﬁ% S Ay

Owen was a elshjﬁn. If he was Enzlish all those things in his 1ife
could nover have hagrened., Vhen he erntered the Hrglish scene he was a
phenomenen. Hs was a rom of parts. He hed an excoptional and privileged
rosition not only as a thinker. Whers did he acquire his educatien? BHis

wrdting 3s to the point. Hs dossn't have 1ﬂng sentences with nothing in them.

Cne must po inte Bell and Lancaster. Enpgland has no public education
system until 1870, Fublic education eara in the wake of the sectarianism,
The ides was that the poor shouyld teach the poor, In order to do that they

reduced education fo the repctition of formulae.

The faclory eystem was still in the making and these were the carly

factorics.

Unz might take Owen's personality as piven by his ecarser and his

outleak as given by the position he took,

In the Great Trenslformation if s inexplicable how Owen hit on a
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1iﬁit.¥ th_ﬁ was ihe eva of the Luddites ﬁﬁinh abtémﬁted to destroy the machine.
There was an overwhelming need for some kind of damusticahiun_af the new Mmok?
- the population of these new mills. They wers uprooted and Owen faced the
problem of how to produce a new population., ¥ven Adam Smiih Faced the problem
uf tha uﬂﬂtl h worPer - the Cotter, If he was turned into part of the f&ctgry

population he would becouwe a savage.

ﬂwmn was reculisar insofar as he didn't forces that hlfh wages would
chanje the position enmtirely when thay ceue, His eccnumics was halthu5¢aﬂ4 -
Therefore he was utterly convincad that the Wage Iizdt wes survivai. Any other
idea was sbsurd exceyt thab wages were given by the subsisternce level. Bath
Ricardo and Molthus advised that the working clasuas should raise their

~ subsistence level,
Robert Owen could be pictured:

1)} From his sxeeptionsl position and
2) whabt Vselenbifice" meant,
Rationalism was linked with tho soeial scipnc=3 not the natural sciences.

Oaenr was a rationalist throush and through.

For thaﬁﬂwen chapter we are in the Ffortunste position of just éhnwing
his penius and mEHtality but F. thinks that where bhis life comes in 1t ahould bs
enﬂrmﬂuSI{ draiatized. He was ridden by a demon but the Qne whilch rode him rode
us- ;Z£ 1£5ﬂyé1rq.: Tha thought that there could be a 1imis could onily occur 4o a
'giant-deﬁérmined not to be ztopped by anythingz, God's erestion was ab fuult not

he. OCwen was reinforced by the new science of socicty {Malthus ang Rieardo),

These were unhreaksble laws., He was antil-Ricardo and thought it was a tragedy
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to introduce gold, Larreney refora was the most urgent need and was stifling
busln=@s Lhroucgh lacL of muney on which praﬁuctian had to deperd, He wanted

tn abullsh the labnur market and have standdrd Weges so that thoy wouldntt

g\

= Irf-'q e - ,J-.' --I‘" 2N ;! e e
change with supply. . & ;wﬁnp,g;uffqgm t** f“{‘”* Porre b

In the Creat Transfof ztion ynu get In Sprenhanland high cern pPlﬂEE
and public works everyitere to buy the ¢orn, It was ¥ing's rule that corn
prices should always be steeper (graded prices). In the writing one should
aim at bringing out thoso effects - what this Owen was. The ey to write
about thess peeple is the Wy Eﬂmmnd Hilsnﬂ writes, Such a chapter should

be botwesn fifteen nnd twonty pages.
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Harry Fearson hag a tﬁLDrJ tﬁnt one can't ex;&a_n zeclrul ation Hlthout
prestige phenomsena, Veblen bad that kind of line but he showvld have beecn on a
soundsr basis. The capdtallst accusulates capital 1like the robber baron, by

saizing arnd holdinz nositions of dondnance with a threat of violence.

Harry Fearsem's cemment on Joan Tioblnaon's book is that capital is an

institutional subject, Jean Robinsen threats it as' a technologieal one,
P, thirnks nothing could be more to the point than institutional analysis,

Classical ﬁnd neo-classleal econoaics starts either from (1} exchange
or {2) allacstion of scarce means, and these schools deald successfully with a
s;tuutiun vhere price-maklng nmarkebs is dominant, but outside this situvation
rneither exchanpe nor allocation of searce means have anything to do with the
inétitutimna in whichthe econony is eﬁhedded, .. 8lavery etc.  There ares about
twslve institutions which have a diffﬁrant baﬂkgr&ﬂhd and we want tﬂ lnowr the
erigin and fowidatlon of these instituticne, YWe ers inquiring inte the institutions
respensible for the working of the ecconumy outsids nrice-maklng markets. P.
never saw previously that we are turning to institutions because they are the
orily 1nt5rwrtjﬂ§ thingz., It is a shift in tho subject matier interest, not a
msthod. These inutitutiﬂﬂﬂ vi h their qub%titutive equival erclau, and non-inter-
changesble moneys were not noticed or Joaked intu beofora. Inaofar as they were
glven a catallactic or exchange heading they were completely misunderstood,
F.p. debt bondage was interypreted as a slave who was sold because he defanited

cn & 1oan, But there was no loan and thls was related to compulsory equivalency

exchange. TYou rust glve your nelshbour what he needs for an equivalencs bub if
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he hasn't pot the equivalence he works it off. Thus there ia no loan, no

defzult and no slaves.

L
F

P, thought that institutional enalysis was a econreting mathoad bhut this
is not 50, 1t is a shifl in the subject natter of inveatigation. This rlves

us equivalsncies and operational deviees, Fouivaleney is a differant institution,

vhterly different from excharpe. The cazhasis is not onm the cenceptﬁgl diffcrance
between esuality and adequacy bub on the institubion itself, whick is a c@m;&icatcd
matter. lguivalenclos, operzbional devicssz; and debt bondare don't ssem to have

a connuction from the catallactic point of view, It is a different monsy which
has an operational slde which doesn't relste it Lo valus and utility but it is

8 step-ladder i.e. the fact thal iL consists of units is an operaticnsl facht ard

a quantitative one, Aristotle said that money is both pegs or ste;s.and a

linit to exchange, beeause it tells you how exchange is rhazed and when you stop,

{that is when you have reached Lhe last pebble.)

P. understands more clearly the difference between our aporoach and
tirat of tha ethers for pricg-making narkets. Qur wholo work is more radiesl

~than P, thoucsht.

The Mmerican institulionalists have no ldea of this. They would have
said to turn to the dnstllutions outside markets, bat nothins about operabional
devices, Ne ond saw that prelitercte civilimation is operaticnal. e are nob

afraid of dealing with {this civilization, bub it has operationsl deviges and

avolids a valuational character,

The best example of an operational device is the double numsration of
the cowrlei~ while in counting ren or mice 10 x 10 = 100G, in cowrie & x 10 = 100

and B times thesz resultis goes on,up to 100,000, This has the effeed of the
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middienan payiﬂé-ﬁh,ﬂﬁ for 100,000 but the pocr mar on bhe markst pays & for

ﬁﬂa 10, snd the poorest who buys.in such snall quantitiss is subventionized -
while the:ﬂidjlemnn gets blm profit, Few buy in sueh small awounts and most

buy in thdﬁﬁands. In the riddle you smmst pay a 10730 for a 1GOQ and not a 1QD

for a 1000, The riddla class people don't get 10 for 8, but the wholesaler gets
Eﬂ,ﬁﬁﬁ Tor 100,000, Frecisely by eperating ccﬁrie in different factors you are
installing the middlenan's prufﬁt arsl the peoorest g%ts hig foud chenﬁer, In

the 17th century in the Fersian Gulf, cheap cloth was bought with a bigger ell
than exvensive cloth, "Trerefors if you buy with nstive currency 1t is cheaper
than buying with the other currency and that 1s achieved by dead-erd mnﬂcy ~ that
which ia not irtorchanzeable. By meving the slide rule yom are carrying an
operation threugh, The Old Werldd was fvll of Lhis aml lneloded almost everything.
Oper-tionsl devices are jmportant but when writing comes théy disappear,  Mathsmallicul
thiﬁgs conld be done by deviees. INosb of their mathematies was carried through |

operationally and this cxplains erchaic soclety,

Ae for the eeonomy 1t consists of two elements:
1)} bDevices, technology
2) Cuatpas and inatitwiions

Moree is the instituting of ithe process,

F.ts néﬂ book on the cortinsation of Trade and Marieb will take the sume
lipe. The economy then wasn't 5apurutcd from socisty like today. Aristotle and
‘Hesiod took an anthropelesical aprroach, i.c. Loolsenl custons. At no Lime
waera tools =23 r‘evgl'itim]..';r'; 23 tha past 200 years with the industrial rovolulicn,.

There wWas nrogress in stale-building rather bhan todl-maidng.

lierry Fearson in his surplus paper said toward ihe ond how prestipge

mirht lead to accunslation,
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Institutionsl analysis comes fram an interest in institutions and
thiz is o subject mattor change. It is diffieult to distinguish it from an

operational devico, You can use the latter for accounbancy amd inlerchange.

Thercfors it iﬁ_&ifficult to distinguish eperations] devieesand insiitutions,




S

THiE ROUHLOMIZETNG FRODESS

My guestion: If we detuach the ecorormiwdng rrocess From the narket
institution then what can we say aboubl its bednp dnastibuted under other forms

of economic organization?

Ans: . The worl of such people aﬁ Leraer, lejnzn, and L;nga has been
concerned with this, The answer 18 slaple: the ddapossl and H]]ﬂcatiﬂﬁ of
searee means would bz maximun efficiency and minimwa cost. F. saya that inis
howevrer, 1s te litile eff=cl because there ara no ;wnyér prices. You peb
correct seguences. If you have rrices whilch are arbtificial or arbitrarvy, then
the manipulstion of prilces if of litﬁle.value. Thia rerwits 2 more or less
efficient way of production, bub the prices in relstion Lo one another don't
fopm a syurebricgl systez, If a = b, and b = ¢, it ahnﬁlﬁ Follow that a = ¢
but this 1s only an sdsindstrabive acl., If this 18 an aduinlstrative rrice why
shoild it be sprastrical? I these.nfe artificial figuees, the relationship
may ha ag syemebrical e.g. the priee may be ten and the tolal of the costs may
be four. In a markeb that is not possible. JIf Lhe cost ﬂf the poods adds up
to four the priece is fowr, If cormpetition is excludéd, prices needn't be
cunsiotant. Thﬁrsfore coonomizing will occur with reference to arbiftrary prices
bul, maximisation may not occur under arbitrary prices. Ve nay rationalize
the orocess up t; 3 point e,g. if you have twoe ways of prwduﬂlng-it. It has
no quantitativa relovance but it has a seéuﬂntial QriS. .Yﬂu Ladiha) sﬁy HOTE o
less, byb not by how sush.,  You can & ay in what seguence, you can chooss your
wWaya of.prcductian buot not by how much. In a mariel econony thesa priess form :

part of a systeii.

The costing system under a market econciy has a definite relsvance but
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it hasn't that relevance under a non—isrket system. We can arply ecunomic
analysis in wrinciple to a plannsd economy. In fact it Iz rrlsarily to a
planned economy to which it applies, The whole of the theory Uf economic
analyasis applies to persons allocating searce means, btnk it gives no quantitative

results,

Harginal ubility 1s not really understood because the indifference
eurve has taken iis place and sbtudents believe that marginal utility is nob

relevant. However, the whols analysis is based on marginal utility.

P. never said that ccomneende analysis was not applieabls cutside the
mavket, Logleally, it is primarily applicable to a planned econogy, where you
alleocato resources. Howover, practically it doss net produce guantitative

results Just sequential ones (which is bebter?),

The marginal uwtillity prineiple iIs given by removing one unit and then
reallocating all units, and seeing what the real ﬁarginal utility of that one

unit is by the change that ccours.
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BO0K _ON MONEY

Work is proceedirg towards a book on money znd F. staried to map out
such & bosk. This would be a completely di‘f‘ferent.appraach ‘f;'oﬂ'. any‘thir.lgl ever
tried, It wovld drop the market and exchange side (allocation) but would include
the origins Gf- market :'m_sti‘buticrns. P, would use his money paper as an
irtroduction and keep t¢ monoy uses but not have it systematic. E.g. the role
of ec;uivalelnciea and ﬂptﬁratiﬁn;xl devices in the develorment of money instit.uti_an.a.-
He would ask Ostwald to do money from this aspect, where sale - pﬁi‘clmse isnft

practiced, only the auction, (This has the feel of a war),

The Phryglans end the Fhoenicians displayed thelr goods in tho ABIEoS

{aunctiona), : : !

The impersonal character of transactiens is not limited to the market

= the auction is just az impersonal if not more so.

The stock exchange is functiahally price-making but Persﬁnﬂllj it is
not, In the rizlto there would be higgling and hagzling, In & stock nxchi{n;;a
there is ne higpling and haggling while in a tyrical market there is higrling
and hagrling, Therefore it is not true LEJ[—;’.} the market _J'_.-J higoling and hagaling
necessarily nor impersonal. All that is being taoght ebout this question is

superfiecial, The ametion 13 more impersonal.

New 1t turns ouﬁ that Important deals and objects were sold r-r.ivatr-:!]_y
and were at the same time subjectg to bhigsling and hagsling while in the market
there may be [ixed priées and no higgl.ing-: and hagmling., Thorefors everything
we are bLeaching le Eﬂti::t;,r talks The main Eiiﬂt-inl;';tiﬂﬂ. ia babween the auction
which ié a market-Lype institubien (there is oni;r a. demand crowd)} and therefore

we mist distingnish between price-maldng and nen-price-naking warkets. The
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laiter are markets becmuse supply and demand crowds are present, There may be
transitional things such as controlled prices. (Rostovizefl says all pricea

are controlled).

Harry Pearsen and Arensberg are agresd to muke money the main subject

and we have enormous money maberial which has not been used.

My gquestion: are ration eoupons money?

F: we arc not- permibtbed bto trangmit Ehsm. They are a kind of
'upmfatiunal device but nat'fegardaﬁ a5 money, there is no poasibility of
eivemlation., They are a boken bub not lhe usual token of representlng some-—

thinz elze, It is a device bul nol money.

L]
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E. 7, CF WRITILRG:

Sartre says a writer can have two motives: he ean express his
individuality and he ¢on express his solidaridy with everyone, Sartre is for

the latter and the confent and clarity comes from 2 kind of humility,

P. thinks it's true, It was'nﬁe ﬁf P.ls sources of never becoming a
writer. For thsa Eraate#ﬁ p%rt of hip life hé wrote with définite intent of
conveying meaning by indivection, not direcily. He thought this was one of
the'featﬁres of writing. This was a vanity - that you do not reveal yourself,
and 1f you did, you weuldd have to reveal the lisdts of your denth and grestress,
Your refuse to face the facts that there is nothing deep, mysterious and wonderful
to your thoughts. Thal iz one of the possible sources of 1t and that is why

Tolstoy leads Lo admirable clarity and limpidity of expressiom.

Orily in The Great Transformation for the first {ime, did P. decide he
would have only one principle in.writing - utmost clarity fros ﬁeginning'tu end,
The weakpess is that 1t should bave been twice as long. There is, however, never
a complaint nf.abﬁcurity. Tris was the Justified znd common complaint of the
.thingn he had writlen yprevicusly. The mnin thoughts were not expressed siﬁﬁky
and clearly and glven their dug, Partly, the modn thoughbts were guitc commonplace
and P, pmafﬁsseJ'tc disown thom. That is tho secred qr £his kind of failure,and
yet with the vary preatest wrlters they do the opposite e.g. Hafka, the avpearance
iz always clarity and limpid style ard simplicity. The grest writers secemed simple
but e.g. Hlousseau -~ the Comtrat Socisl - 1= cbscure. %hat Noussean would have
had Lo say was beyond bis presp end soms things couldnti ﬁe expres$ed'any.ctber
way. The paradoxy of tha.ﬂew Testanert is znother th{ng,-and short of the

paradox nothing can express the thought,
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THE GAHADT AN ELECTICHS

In discussing ths reascns for the tﬁfn cf -events in the June Gth
elections, certain explanations zre glven such as Mhe government went toofap?
or "it was tactless" ete. This 1s similar to business or family life which is
a fair comperdson, Thess reasons therefore are aincerely glven., Hﬁgevar, thesa
elections ﬁere the cucasinn-nf the trezk - thé zbove reasans were nob the cause
itself; It was the last straw and appears te be the immediate cause however,

but there are okbher causss.

For F. the reasons for the election results stez frow three partiecnlar
factors:
1} the 3t, Lawrence Ssavway

2) the hardling the of Fipe line
3) the Noyman Affair

211 three were handled in a manner decply unsatisfactory te the nuilconal
fecling. The start of all three dates from several years ago and by Lhe time

the decisions had been made and carried through, publie oplrion had ehanged

eltogetbor. One dossn'it say that ther could have acted othervise at ihe time,

For exauple, with the Seaway, first of all ﬁhey £AVE AWAY smm;thing,
whieh stems fromw the fact that fhey didn't Eive a month's notice ab the end of
2 gertain agreé;ﬁnt, widleh they.haﬁ thé right to do bul at the time no one
© demgnded that this partien?ar action be watehed, This showed a complacency

vhich today would be infuriating,

Such reasonlns is not precisce, but nob te say anything abt all because
we have no exact rrecisien, vrevents our giving a right judzoment. The answer

is to go ahead on the basic judgement and for this one noeds o lot of dialectical
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practice. Mot to make a statement is a mistoke., You rely on a certain

commonsense Lo Lell you how te manage the errer.

The diffienlty in the handling of tﬁe Horman Case stems from the fact
that five years ago Pearson vould make available the dossler on Horman to the

Arvericans, while today such an action would be considered intolersble.

In genﬁful the handling of a3l these affairs was set by a pﬁlicj fivﬁ
#nars ago,-whilﬂ in the past five years the whole temper of the country has
changed racdieally snd therefure will not atand for the pelicies which were set
and waro e;pe¢tcd five years age. The goverrmsnt however iz too deef&y comnitied
to those policies to chanse, and therefore the only answer iz to have a new

government . {This last paragraph dene from Lemory ).
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GLREZCE, ROME AND THE LCONQMY

Plato's views on the cconony were those of an arisiocryt. Dut we can't
say this of Mristotle who took up the gquestion of the eeonvmy. Flate reflects
Socrates wko was put to dealh after the Peloponnesian War., Socrates was

regarded 3s respensible for the defant of the democracy.

Vlastos pgrees on the Ardstolle texi bul otherwige has a Marxist

interpretstion. Aristetle died in 322 B,C,

Plate lived to age 90 insinunaling hiuself everwhere by being a great
poet. Flato was g student of Socrates. These three lives span the whole of
claseical Greses. Ardstophancs wrote against and mads fun of Socrates -
Mhese Freudian corrupters of the youbh", and was probably responsible for his

desth.

The worl with Ostwald brings in the auc-.t.ic»n as Lhe maln form of aala.
How many purposes are served by the awvction, including publieity? Things could
be sold either at the grostest publicity or wilth complete secrecy. The greatest
rublicity iz given to the sale of land and slaves in the middle of the market.
Utherwise we have evidence of these not being sold in the market place or
through public aggnts. Lend amd slaves are part of the publie steactore. Land
iz not a privaté proforty ever excert in modern tlwes. There are elaims on it

of tho family, nobility cte. and they would register their elaim.

Under Roman law a certain plece of land could only bes sold under
encient Foman law forms. Also slaves and oxon worc sold under the "msncipacio®,
During the sals the balance was held up as a part of ancient Boman law and

a man would hold up the balance before five loman eilizens, Slaves, ozen and
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the Roman land plot that you had inharited were s lmportant that you have
the highest publiecity and éerﬁmoﬁﬁy when these were baing go0ld or they uere
aold scercbly and privately in a house off the agora where deals were made.
The agora is not the rialte, The rlalio is a place of Eusﬁnsss where you
cuu}d talk with other business men, That may have been opengd talk. Buab
albimately the deal in_the_rialtc was golsanized {and a pound of flesh would
be elaimed, P. 12 not talking about Shakespearets Mohylock"™ whlch was
geri-ronaabtic), Tharas waz then elther exbreme publieilty or privacy. The

auction 15 publie (the secrat aucbion exists but not in these times).

The Romans sold al} the staots properiy; booty and confiscated
material through the aunction. Ostwald hés to look up all the beoks of
referance and this study will go into the moncy book, To aprroach this
quea£ion froa Mmoney" and Wagle® is somsthimg unhesrd of. Ostwald would have
to take up cur views on money and he would £e1l us what he ls pormitted to do along

" hiz ovm lirnes, -

In his introdyeticn to "Oresce ¥, soys a human soelety based ou

the zeonomy was unable to deal with ecmomde matlers,
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JidTEE SUEVIVAE

dewry survived because the tribal institnbions were artifici&lly-
introduced at the time of Hehemiah in order to have a soclologlcsl background
for reclprocity institutiens, These couldn't have béeﬁ introduced unless there
wera'tribal'or clan institutions te suprort them, Fzra end ﬂahemiah list all
the clans in tlm%ﬂﬁ Testament in hhh E:E. Eﬂen this part of Jewry retuwrned they
ware srtificzlly orpanized in tribes, This made it possible to say that now
they showd have mutual help and the prineisle of no gain, That couldn't have
been dore unless there was a ¢lan organiszstion and ip prinelole this never
coaascd fo wn&k. Thase remained established in customs, and thé principle of
mutual halp and nen-galn survived buﬁ thls conldn't have been doneithout family
organization. Jewry continued to practice among itself a coneistent non-gain
orgnﬂization throughout thé ares and when the clen was disorganized ths community
organlzed itselfl on a recliprocalive basis. There were no transaétiqns Anmong

members of the communlity.

This discovery is dus to ¥.P.'s mathod. Regiprocity esn not be
practised unless we hava en institubional basis. 1t can only be practised if

the individual in one grous hasz a corresgondent in anothor group.
ETow; ; £

The Eiahnah iz aksslubely conclusive and the extent to which the
Mishnah ewcludes gainful bransachicons is fantastic. P, thinka that thls kept
the Jews an ubterly non-comnercial cammqnity throush miklenia, Thia forced
them for a living on the Gentiles (ny question, F. arrees). The commrity

was sharply closed,
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MAIX

. We should have the onrly Hérx in the bosk and he yill-he
practically the ch;ef figure. In hils FOunLer yaars he was uore an
all-reund piileosopher than tﬁa rest. "?. read Edmﬁnd ;iléon "To
the Fiplend Station® whiel iﬂﬁludes the ¥arx and Engels. Hilaan'i;
an adrdrable fellow. |

Kars said in the Gothu program that you can'l have equality
of rights bocause men are nob equal. Soclalism is nob an egqualitarian
erced i.e, it doesn't accept differences in heredity, ruce or relipgion

but aecepts differensss in preductive ability,

P, will read the surly Farx and he has his notes on it. He will
also repead the Adsms book., Then we will comsz oub with the early

Marx, The Hussians should read the esrly Karx.

EOHIND W ILAOE

nTo the Finland Station® was written in 1940 after the itrials
and instend of resudiating ¥arxism, Wilson brles to show the denth

and greakness of the Marxist positon, The utoplans are maltrented,

‘especially Suint Simon (ene of the greatest minds). Bub thero are

excellent sssays on Michelet, Renaw, Taine and Anatole France. F.

did not know that Eenan was such a great thinkolr.

Yiarx &1l his 1ife hal an enormous regard for Owen which he

didn't have for Fourier znd Saint Simone
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Wilson has a poeuliar idea ﬁbmut Marsx, that he was a Jew
and he identified the position of the proleﬁariat witﬂ the Jews and
ﬁas Just a belatad Jewizh prophet, This is never stated wlth such
encrrous convietion as by Vilson whp sg2s both the greatness and
wankness of Marx, P. nerer took this serionsly before but after the
enornous pﬁwer arud cwnvicﬂion oé viiloon '. tends to thiék that this
i true, Who sver could he have got this from except the prophets.
Although Harw had wmany wealmnessas hﬁ néver in 411 his Yife ccﬁpromisud
an Ineh on tho gquezstion of the proletarizt. fle had a Solidarity with
the proletariat and a detestabion of capitalism and the bourgecisis.
In his way of 1ife he was not heroic but In politics hé had an absolute
and unresitbing dedication to his viork, Behind this there is a roaring
raving passion which never abatod. His anti—samitimm.wa; of a kind
that_was deeply rootod and it mipght be argucd be really reacted very
mach in identification with thz race as a vhola. You find this
anti-gemitiam in Jereniah and Tsalsh. Tods iz alse Ffound in Splnoss

with an ethiczak passion that ils andqgue.

SATIE

%
Froa reading the plece on Sartre in the current “"Listenor®,
P. docon't think that Sartre knows Marx. Une reads Sarire and feele
there_isn‘t anyihing Lo conneclt psycholooy with personaiity, 'Pﬁgcholsg]
is ambivalent and could eause this or the opposite. One cees in such

‘& paper as bhe "listener® the level of things which are yut to the
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pablie e.g. if you examine the rule that anything that goes o a
big awlience must necessarily have a low level, then it appears there

are no sush rulas,

St

Barnazrd Shaw's complaint is that tha bqurgeﬁiﬂ world is an
~adjustiment to a ﬂﬂﬂﬁEEiGtEn£ world of eonveniiors and rhoblas which
were an evasion of the reality of society, What we suggest ds the

fLH)

acknal reality of =society not the delusionary one,

Shai %ﬁﬂ a poet, artict and a succeseful pin wright and he
had an uttefiy baﬂic ~hilosophleal aprreach, He coiuld use the c¢ircus
technique and since people didn't secept the reslity of soclety he
ecould heve ropes and holes and psople would £all throuvgh them agd
stumble. He bringss mant's body, scul and splrit on the same level.
Otherwise its in bad taste to play with man's salvation and cub his
vhiskers with a seisser, E.g. the doctor and tha young girl in
"You Never €@an Tell"™., The idea of fﬁa practical joke is a Shavian
{doa - man sturbling dowm the steirs in his eareer. TFygmalion is

a Greck mylth. The sculptor forms & girl and brings her to life.
.; 5 2 ;
F., rezd Cardide, The most amazing thing 1s the last page
of MajJor Barbara, Also read FAras and the Han®, "Wan of Destiny™.

It 45 quick reading end the shorier once take only one and a quarter

heurs, P, 2lse read "Thne Jean® intredaciion vhich is not so ralevant.
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Tt ien't srt slone which accounls For the Dény short story,
Fe had internalized Ehe story to auch an extent, he was capable of
uaing these artisiic means. 4Also you seem to kmew ﬂhia man 3. 50
well, This is a rare effect: "1 an B;, said B.,® It i3 an immensely
sentimental story and hasn't got the guality of objectivity. It &

written with pgroat restraint oub is out and out sentimenial.

MOHTAGUS Nl

Henry Clay wrote a book on Monbtague Horman and Licnel Hobbins
re?igws_it. He asw that Horman daomsged the cause of the Bank of
England through not explaining any of hisz actions and thu; thea
ﬁatianalizahion v the Eanﬁ_of England wan due in larpe woasurs Lo

hiz personal sbsurditics.

THE POOR LAY

P, uphelds the thesis thut the Foor Law was the matrix of
English economic histery, Should the poor be helped or nob?  Was
it a geod thing to have many poor? Why could you make money on tha

poor? {ﬁ.e. the authoritics).

The poor had a placc in the counﬁry and the chreh teck care
ﬁf th2a. The man in the village wasn't pear. At the time of Laud
the church didn't accept the destruction of society by ceritzlism

(1640} and he lost his iife wnen he stood againet th6"9ﬂ5103UTE$.

Heedham alse has a chapbter on this in "Christianity and the Social Revelution®.
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NCHRISTIANTTY AND THE SOCTAL F WOLGT 0N

Thie 1s a book with brilliant coniribuilons and nothing ceme
of it, Yeedbhazm, Forkenau, Hadﬁurray; Koal (who wns nob very good )
made on the whole a series pf brilliant contributions but they were
lost and nothing came of it. There were alco Raven's Lewis', and
P,1e wasn't bad bub nobody ever mentioned it. It waon't cﬂrrectly
edited and nob rishtly dene. Tt wes edited 111':;5:2.‘!:-?]3 by a Unitarimm
¥orylist, Jorm Lewis, and he ruired the bool. Jia later became cditer
of the lLeft Bock Club ard the ruvber of their publicatioms went into

the hurdreds. It was ons of the higggst th1nrs ip Ergland of the 1930‘5.

T _CREAT ':w.rﬁ“‘rvw-z.\:f:rr._arg

Thﬁ Groat Transformation fell throush because of ths wrong
publigher. Allen and Urwrin sald they wonld oply publish 1000 copies.
P, maid no. Allen and Umedn would have brought the bock to the
setientific world in Englend. In Axerica, Rineha;t was the right

publisher at the time.

Drucker savs that P, should be proud te be selling 200 coples

3
of the book a year, today.

aRADE AND HARYET 3 TR _EARLY FEAPIRDSM

P, thincs *Trade and Market! will have an influanne. The polnk
io t;¢t trade and morkel are entirely Bisbinetive institutions. This

is s flabbargasting 1dea bagause you can't tronscit this inte words.
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.P. decided that the book 1s aboub secieties with tradé and cney but
withoul ﬁﬁrkets. .Gf thiia fact, we have no market places in Yesostamia,
Msherum - is for the Assyriologlsbs rarkets. Bgt for F. fizherun" is
 price, .Ttnre ie & place where equivalencies are published, It takes

& year or two of training to grasp all this,

P. was groatly cheefad bf the fact th;t'Joan Robinson who dipped
about in the book recogniged tho neenlng and importance of it comvletely,
This means that oue underrabes the ﬂtﬁcr feaple and overrates onesel f,
The mass seems to be the others, thosc neot iﬁ.thc IO . Uneself.is the
peorle in almost every regerd - whether on the road or shopring. One

might Inapine we are deing something ﬁifferﬁnt, bt we are not,

The debaseaent which has been brought aboud through fear and .
the power situation iz abyemal. This is done bthrough the NEWSDADETS .
These are evonta of the first rank which are sebting the

etandard of mankind,

The Chinese cut loose from Marx. In a way there is no Lroad
framework that would link the West and the Fast, The Yao lzadership
vas & brexk with Westeva tradition and a complate ane, fhia is a
peasant mevemsnt, P. thinks that Tlona sheuw'd polnt that calb in her

book {(on Hungary),

FRANCE
In France literature is being carried on on an unprecedented

level of resporsibility and political morality.
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